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Introduction:

I am Stoyan Stanev, an economist by profession who has climbed every step of the professional ladder – from a rank-and-file accountant to a Chief Accountant and Financial Manager.

My education began at the University of National and World Economy (formerly Higher Institute of Economics “Karl Marx”), where I had the privilege of learning from true scholars such as Professor Jacques Arroyo and Professor David Davidov, and Professor David Davidov. Achieving an “Excellent” grade on my exam in “Management of the National Economy” under Prof. Davidov was not just a mark; it was proof that I had mastered the inner workings of the system to its very core.

It is precisely this deep understanding of the subject that gives me the courage today to state my position. In this book, I do not merely criticize; I analyze the inconsistency of a theory that attempted to replace the natural laws of life.

I belong to the generation born in the 1960s. We were the “bridge” between two eras. Together with my friends – historian Prof. Georgi Nikolov, sports journalist Rumen Paytashev, hydrologist Rumen Marinov, jurist Simeon Aleksov, furniture manufacturer Ivan Abadzhiev, and entrepreneur Vasko Milenov – we endured the harsh school of military service and the chaos of the transition. We survived not through ideological slogans, but through knowledge, dignity, and faith.

Inspired by the geniuses of Jewish and world thought – from Newton and Einstein to Kissinger and Milton Friedman – and supported by the spiritual teachings of Peter Deunov, Helena Blavatsky, and Michael Laitman, I invite the reader to an honest conversation.

Theories may contain ideology, but in real life, there is only truth. And the truth is, I do not believe in invented theories. I believe in God and in man.

The question that both you and I will answer:
Do capitalism and socialism actually exist?
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Chapter 1: My education at UNWE and the Marxian formula of Capitalism

I was writing something on my computer one day and started thinking about social systems when suddenly I asked myself: “Is it truly true that two separate socio-economic systems – capitalism and socialism – exist? Why are we, the people of Earth, divided by this marker, in the sense of „Blues “(Capitalists) and „Reds“(Socialists)?

I see that after so many years—around 100 to 150 years - nothing has significantly changed in our existence and way of life, except for the technical and information revolutions. Who are the „greedy capitalists “and who are the 'unfortunate' workers?

Why were some the "exploiters" and others the "exploited"?  I have read many books on this subject, especially as a student at the UNWE, which back then was called the Higher Institute of Economics "Karl Marx".

This division from the last century no longer works the same way, because the technological revolution is changing labor conditions with great speed. Fifty years ago, no one imagined that such a boom in technology (like robots and machines) would occur, alongside the explosion of informatics and computers. Now, professors and university lecturers no longer read lectures from yellowed sheets of paper; they use interactive teaching methods, presenting topics on overhead projectors in a visually accessible way for students.

I will touch upon some well-known authors, as well as the ubiquitous Karl Marx, whom I studied at the Institute of UNWE, constantly imposed upon us as the greatest thinker in economics, politics and philosophy. 

I remember Associate Professor Dragan Tsokovich; we understood nothing from his lectures, even though he had a published textbook. He taught the "Political Economy of Capitalism." How this Serbian man ended up here in Bulgaria, I do not know. I have met many good Serbs, but this man was unpleasant, lisping when he spoke, and threatening us that passing his course was difficult. And it was - many people failed or were sent back during exams. In my opinion, he had some mental health issues. After 1990 and the democratic changes, a fellow student of mine, Mitko Stoynev, saw Tsokovich at the "Zhenski Pazar" market looking very shabby, his guard down.

In contrast to him, there was a very decent man, Professor Stefan Mechev, who taught "History of Economic Thought" - he was very tolerant toward us students. He structured his lectures very well, even though his textbook was as thick as a thick brick. Still, some remained in my head as terms: Adam Smith, Ricardo, the Physiocrats, and the Mercantilists.

We know that Karl Marx (Levi) was of Jewish descent. Generally, the Jewish people have excelled in many fields, and I hold no ill will toward them. I respect their prominent scholars, such as Newton (physicist), Einstein (physicist), Kissinger (political scientist), Spinoza (philosopher), Friedman (economist), Prof. Michael Laitman (philosopher), and others. They have distinguished representatives in economics, culture, and politics alike.

At the UNWE, we had many professors of Jewish descent who were followers of Marx. I remember Professor Aladjem, who had grown his white hair long, mimicking the image of Karl Marx. But why, in the end, did all of this end up in the dustbin of history, with no one concerning themselves with socialism and communism anymore? For me, the explanation is that Marxism is an obsolete theory and all attempts to renovate it have failed. 

This theory of socialism and communism is false to me because it fails to account for the inner human spirit, feelings, and dreams. We know that Marx was an opponent of God and religion. 

When we were young, both in primary and high school, we were forbidden from visiting churches. Today, one can freely practice Christianity and any other teaching in which we have faith, hope, and love.

Here, I will say something positive about Karl Marx: his formulas for the development of production and trade are highly effective. For instance, he provides an interesting formula    (model) for the turnover of industrial and commercial capital. 

The mathematical methods for determining differential rent in agriculture are also of interest. He defines human labor committed to production as a commodity - labor power. He also offers good examples regarding the wear and tear of fixed capital (machinery and equipment) in the production of goods, essentially their depreciation, which is included in the cost of production. In accounting, we have a depreciation schedule for the amortization of assets.

In general, his seminal work Das Kapital is an interesting book, though it is not written in a popular style and was subject to editing and explanations by Professor Jacques Nathan. It can be said that it is written logically and analytically, aiming to change the society of that time into a better one. There may have been a rational spark, but the consequences of this theoretical development were devastating! 

I am referring to the "socialist" revolution, as we know it - the October Revolution in Russia in 1917 and the subsequent millions of people killed by the Cheka (GPU) and the Red Army. I would like to add that, according to Nicola Nikolov („Mask of the Great Ones “). In April 1917, Vladimir Lenin was sent in an “armored“train by the Bavarian Lodge to carry out a „proletarian “revolution in Russia, which was later realized in October of the same year.

We know that Lenin was the successor to Marx and Engels and the most prominent communist figure. We know that he was marginalized by the party elite and Stalin; consequently, Vladimir Ilyich was excluded from the political developments in the country. 

In 1924, a new dictator came to power, Joseph Stalin. He was not a theorist like Marx and Lenin, nor did he have a „glorious “revolutionary past. Under his rule, just as under Lenin’s, a reign of terror against dissenters began - a struggle against the "class enemy," the crushing of any opposition to the regime, and the deportation of thousands to death camps for „hostile acts.“ The passing of Joseph Stalin on March 5, 1953, gave a breath of fresh air to those who never believed in 

For us, this system change represents the coup d'état of September 9, 1944, which led to the replacement of Bagryanov’s legitimate government with one led by the Bulgarian Communist Party (BCP). This was followed by the transition from the Kingdom of Bulgaria to a People’s Republic of Bulgaria in 1946, the collectivization of agriculture, and the liquidation of the „enemies of the people “. All of this was made possible by the Stalinist regime established in the Soviet Union, which ended with the dictator's death in 1953. At the time, our leadership was subservient to the Soviet dictator, with Valko Chervenkov serving as Prime Minister.

After the April Plenum of the BCP in 1956, comrade Todor Zhivkov came to power and set the country on the path of „socialism, “which continued until 1989, when the regime shifted from totalitarianism to democracy.

From my perspective, and that of my peers and friends, a system cannot be changed so brutally, replacing capitalism with socialism in such a violent manner. 

To me, the driving forces behind this process are people who do not acknowledge God - specifically, the Freemasons. They are the wealthiest people in the world, pulling the strings of political leaders in many countries.

However, let us return to the original source of the systemic shift, Karl Marx!

Let us examine the formula of value: 

W = C + V + M

C – constant capital, such as machinery and materials;

V – variable capital (labor)

M – surplus value.

Marx replaced profit (p) with surplus value (m - margin). In principle, it is quite debatable whether surplus value exists at all; in modern times, we speak of generated profit. Thus, profit is included in the cost price of the commodity. On top of all this, a 20% VAT (Value Added Tax) is charged here.

Consequently, the formula of value would   be:

W = C + V + P

Marx claims that surplus value (m - margin) has an exploitative character because it is appropriated by the capitalists. He views the bourgeoisie as the ruling, exploitative class. Those who belong to the proletariat do not receive an adequate wage for their labor, as the factory owners pay them wages barely sufficient for subsistence. 

This claim is logical. For this reason, in countries with established democracies, trade unions have been somewhat successful in defending the rights of workers. Marx, however, was unwilling to compromise with the capitalists and urged the proletariat toward a revolution aimed at abolishing capitalism and establishing worker-led management of enterprises! To this end, he required workers to form a party to enter parliament and eventually seize absolute power. 

Chapter 2: The Role of Lenin and Hitler in Creating Socialism and National Socialism: Jan van Helsing and The Influence of Rothschild, Rockefeller, and Masons.
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Thus, in Russia, power passed entirely into the hands of the Bolsheviks, led by Lenin and the Russian Communist Party (Bolsheviks), abbreviated as RCP(b).  

We know the history well: gradually, this party became “Bolshevized,” and later, under Stalin, it transformed into a powerful structure controlling the state, its enterprises, and the economy. This resulted in a centralized state with a planned economy and a coupon-based distribution of goods. Instead of a Tsar, the Russians found themselves with a dictator of unlimited power - Joseph Stalin. The situation is the same today: Vladimir Putin acts in such a capacity, no different from his predecessor of 80 years ago.

We can also look at Fascism in Germany, which is the other side of the same coin. Hitler came to power in 1933 following a major economic crisis. He managed to reduce inflation, which had been in the thousands of percent, develop industry, and support workers financially. Similar to Stalin, he became a dictator as the Reichsführer of Germany, surrounding himself with military men and industrialists loyal to his cause. 

The rest of his history is well-known, after losing World War II in 1945, he committed suicide along with his companion, Eva Braun. Some historians believe that he did not commit suicide, but was instead flown by plane to Tønder (Southern Denmark) and then transported by submarine to Argentina or Antarctica.

A small digression: anyone who has read about or watched a film on “The Machines of the Third Reich” is amazed by their high military-technical achievements. Personally, I am astonished that the Germans created “flying saucers” called Vril 1 and Vril 2. These were tested in the sky, reaching speeds from 6,000 to 9,000 km/h. It is remarkable that under this dictator, such great success was achieved in the design of these aerial crafts and ground vehicles - tanks, armored personnel carriers, tracked combat vehicles, as well as the “Stuka” aircraft. 

In his books, Jan van Helsing (born 1967) developed the theory of Masonic movements and the Illuminati, highlighting their negative role in the development of nations and the New World Order. He states in his book that nothing will change if we remove these structures from their high-level influence by force. New figures would simply emerge to take their place and seize the helm of power.

Our prominent banker and politician, Atanas Burov, believed that money and capital rule the world. Yet, money is concentrated in the hands of a small group of wealthy individuals, whether we call them Freemasons, Illuminati  or financial dynasties is irrelevant.

This raises the question: Are they simply billionaire capitalists? 

Rather, they are the architects of the financial system, and „capitalism” is a tool for wealth accumulation.

There is a hypothesis that the global elites - represented by families such as the Rothschilds and Rockefellers - did not just observe the political upheavals of the early 20th century, but were active „investors” in the creation of systems like „socialism.” According to this theory, by financing their ideological opponents, big capital aims to eliminate free-market competition and establish centralized control over entire nations. In this sense, „socialism” does not appear as the antipode of „capitalism”, but rather as a variation of it.

Nevertheless, Rockefeller invested about 540 million dollars in charity. He provided significant funding for the “Rockefeller Foundation” (1913), the “Rockefeller Institute for Medical Research” (1901), the “University of Chicago,” and others.

Let us return first to „capitalism.”  It is said that there is no pure form of this system, specifically, a single free market without state intervention in these relations. Here, the system rests on several pillars: private ownership of corporate assets, market competition, the hiring of workers and employees, and the natural pursuit of profit.

We are already seeing an evolution in management structures - today's business is driven by shareholders who participate in creating the business and determine the company's strategic course through the General Meeting.

In many private enterprises, workers are becoming shareholders in the company. They transform into owners with rights to dividends or capital gains upon the sale of their shares. 

What has happened now? - Through the mechanisms of shareholding participation, the worker, the former proletarian himself, becomes a capitalist. By acquiring shares, he begins to receive a portion of that very same „surplus value” in the form of a dividend. Thus, the conflict between labor and capital, which was supposed to lead to a world revolution, has in many respects been transformed into cooperation through shared ownership.

There are also many criticisms of „capitalism”, such as the claim that established corporations dominate the international market and dictate commodity prices. In healthcare - doctors might treat someone not for purely humane reasons, but to receive high payments from the Health Insurance Fund

I cannot deny that money is an incentive for economic and social activity. I have seen doctors who have fulfilled their humane duty and done everything possible to cure a person or have performed life-saving surgery. Thus, everything comes down to the individual and their value system. From an economic perspective, a firm’s success rests on the symbiosis between two key departments: Marketing and Accounting. 

The Marketing plays a vital role as it manages the realization of goods and services through pricing, advertising, promotion, and distribution. However, to build a profitable strategy, Marketing must invariably rely on Accounting data. It is we, the accountants, who provide the detailed cost analysis, the prime cost without which any promotion or price point would be merely a fiction and an unsubstantiated business decision.

​Chapter 3: My unforgettable memories: Keremidchiev, friends from High school, and the army. The Generational divide in worldviews.

I am reminded of a former colleague, Emil Keremidchiev, who headed the Marketing department at an investment firm. His biography is quite compelling. Born to teachers, he graduated as a young man from the Suvorov Military School in Moscow before turning his focus to economics and graduating from my alma mater, the Higher Institute of Economics in Sofia.

He held a PhD in Marketing - a Candidate of Economic Sciences. I called him Emo, despite our age difference of more than fifteen years. A member of the Bulgarian Communist Party, he had served within its high-ranking organs. He never concealed his distance from Todor Zhivkov, instead admiring other party leaders like Tano Tsolov.

Emil and I were tasked by the company president to establish a mass privatization fund named „Otchestvo” (Fatherland) in 1996. At that time, we received voucher booklets, each containing 25,000 investment levs. I remember the immense daily tension while waiting at the National Palace of Culture (NDK) for the results regarding the fund's recruited members.

He had been sent by the Party as a trade representative to Italy with his family, where he mastered the Italian language. Emil Keremidchiev stood out with his high intellectual potential.

I recall a meeting of our fund with the shareholders and voucher holders, where he spoke extensively and with inspiration for nearly 40 minutes. Watching him, I thought about the strange paradox of his life. A man of such broad culture and scholarly works, he was sincerely blinded by the utopian idea of communism. He believed not just in a party, but that he was a creator of a new social system, of a new world.

Our last meeting was at his 80th birthday celebration in a Chinese restaurant a few years ago. Emil could already barely stand up or sit down, the years were taking their toll. I looked at him with respect and attention. I will remember him with fondness - a man who believed in his ideal until his last breath. As someone once said, a true communist is the salt of the Earth.

Emil passed away two years ago, leaving behind a silence that still hurts. In my heart, this loss merged with another, the greatest of all, the passing of my wife, Toni. Both were pillars in my life in their own unique way. As I write these lines about capital, parties, and ideologies, I realize that at the end of the road, only this remains: the love for the people with whom we shared our bread and our ideas, and the memory of their kindness.

Observing the life paths of individuals like Keremidchiev, it becomes clear that there is a profound difference in the interpretation of the socio-political system between our fathers' generation and our own. While their worldview remained largely bound to the dogmas of the past and utopian social experiments, my generation embraced new ideas much more rapidly.

We, the generation born in the second half of the 20th century, have lived under both social systems of governance and have seen it all during this so-called “transition.” This dual experience allows us to see not only the economic but also the spiritual deficits of the present time. 

It pains me to observe how, among a portion of today's youth, the pursuit of intellectual development has been replaced by outward pretension - cynical language, aggression, and a subculture that denies the values of our time. It is not what it used to be when we were young.

And yet, the
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