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All -Parts Preface

The works of Karl Marx potentiate, we hold, a wehigtorical breakthrough in humanity’s
self-understanding, toward human-social [includmgnan-individual] self-improvement, and
toward a degree of general human-social happihessstunprecedented in all of human
history to-date, “West”, and “East” alike; “Northénd “South” alike: in shorGLOBALLY.

However, for humanity at large to actualize theseptials, the actual contributions of Karl
Marx must first be extricated from their long kighpeng and imprisonment within tiggulag of
the statezapitalist ideologie®f, and in their false association with, the albmahie dictatorial,
police-state, mass-murderous practices, of the fidayx|ST” , pseudoMarxian imposters,
the Leninist‘bait and switch” con-men and fraudsters, sequelae- Trotskyist, Stalinist,
Maoist, Castroist,..., llist, Unist, etc., etad nauseamthe former as tragedy,..., the latter as
tragedy and farce combined.

The imprisonment of Marx’s actual work in the duoge and torture chambers of Leninist,
police-state, mass murderous, stedeitalistideology has been the conjoint, co-con-art
“accomplishment” of the “Eastern”, Leninist stat@pitalist state-bureaucratic ruling classes,
and of the “Western”, mixed, partitatecapitalist, but private-capital-dominated rulingss
ruling faction, and of the warring media propagandechines of both. Despite their general
‘annihilatory’ mutual antagonism, the “antagonistaoperation” of these media machines in
this “Big Lie” has, for many years now, deprivedshof humanity of the mind-freeing,
ideology-dissolving theory, and of the sociallydrating, democratizing practice, that Marx’s
actual contributions impend.

Both of these two ruling class formations, in cesfimg Leninist ideology upon humanity, as if
it were Marxian, hope to block humanity — to blggu — from ever learning the real content of
Marx’s work. Both of these ultra-criminal, gildgangsterisms fear nothing else as much as
they fear the widespread realization of Marx’s attiontributions. Were the real content of
Marx’s works, presently, to be globally revealed gnaspedgiven the present historical
context then those usurpers, their outrageous “privilggesd their hyper-perverted “perks” of
power, would soon be, well, “history” and they know it, only too well

Once the Leninist ideological integument is busstraler — and the purpose of these texts is,
precisely, to help to achieve that breakthrouglhwiir readers — the dimensions into which real
Marxian theory has already extended, and the dimoessnto which it can, critically, extend,
beyond Marx’s own life and work — assimilating tmealth and the lessons of subsequent
history — become open to all who are open to raegithem. They become open especially to
those who are themselves open to making theorgpicaditical, and critical contributions of

their own to this furtherance.



Regarding the proper tribute to a mind, and torgrdaution to humanity’s potential progress,
such as those of Karl Marx, for someone who hasived his dispensation, the best way to
honor his memory, and, far more importantly, hgaley, is to dialecticallygand immanently
critigue the work that he left behind. To do so is, pd#diyt to continue, and toritically
extend, that work, thereby also contributing toftimther progress of the potential self-
understanding, of the potential self-improvement af the potential social happiness of
humanity.

Of course, it is highly unlikely that any one persanfulfill the mandate of resuming and of
critically extending Marx’s work beyond its preseamtompleteness. But it is to be hoped that
the many and glaring limitations and shortcominfgsw attempt, herein, will so provoke other
real Marxians, that they will critique those limitans and shortcomings, and, in part thereby,
do better than we have been able to do in regatidonandate. If so, then the synthesis, e.g.,
by others, of this work with those critics’ critigsi may achieve the partial extension, even if not
yet the completion, of the Marxian theory of theediicissitudes of the capitalist system, and of
its concrete transcendence, that humanity now spetately needs.

According to a receritlature magazinarticle , Karl Marx is the most influential scholar “of
all time”. Apparently, some of the cogency of Marseal contributions are leaking through the
“iron curtain” of the Leninist and the “Western”@Lies about Marx’s work! Karl Marx is

also the most slandered and the most libeled huraeng in all of human history — no accident,
that! Of course, Karl Marx was not a “perfect” hmmbeing. Neither am |. Are you?

Reading even a little of the eight parts of thekyanefaced here will likely reveal to you the
real reasons for Marx’s unrivalled global scholahd social-scientific influence, and, likewise,
the real reasons for his concerted and continuiifgcation by the mass media propaganda
machines of the “Western” ruling class, as wellaasis attempted incarceration within
Leninism by the mass media propaganda machindedtastern” ruling classes -- especially
of the state-bureaucracy ruling class of statetabsti China.

Karl Seldon, Terminious, California, 24 NovembeR2pUpdated 08 August 2023

[Who Is The Best Scientist of All Timb9 Richard Van Noorden and Nature magazine, 6eNtber 2013, reprinted by Scientific American
magazine -https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/who-fetbest-scientist-of-all-time# “An online ranking that compares the performané
academics across all fields found that Karl Marthis most influential scholar. ].”




All-Parts Introduction
The eight parts of this work focus on attaining fiblowing three objectives for our readers —

1. To extricate Marx’s breakthrough from all oéttBig Lies” of Leninism — of its ideology of
state-capitalist, police-state dictatorship — akeMise from the cooperating “Big Lies” of the
“Western”, Malthusian, “people are pollution”, ‘hamocidal’ ruling class ruling faction;

2. To summarize the personally, mentally, emotignand socially liberating content of
Marx’s self-reflexive discoveries about humanitgbout ourselves;

3. Toimmanentlyand todialectically critique and thus t@xtend Marx’s actual theory. We
plan to do this in a way which takes into accoestsbns of human history since Marx last
wrote, and which works to assimilate the wealtsuisequent global development. Such will
help to bring Marxian theory to contemporaneityhvtte historical present, and to enhanced
predictivity and readiness regarding this histdiprasent’s Marxian-theory-predicted future.

We also plan to keep each of the eight parts sfilurk to its essential minimum in terms of
numbers of pages, out of respect for our busy rsaduggling to makes ends meet under the
twin assaults of Federal Government/Federal Resmolreestrated inflation and recession. We
begin with the most practical part -- helping sypble ‘missing plans’ for the new social
formation, the new ‘social relations of social meguction’ & ‘social-reproductive forces’, the
newly-recognized human rights, & the more-just ¢usonal rule-of-law that we seek.

The jobs assigned to each of the eight parts, thaeieving these objectives, are as follows.

Part , Marx’s Missing Blueprints is intended to frame a highly-detailed concepbba

higher successor socio-political-economic systethégoresentstatecapitalist angseudo-
socialist systems. This conception is immediaéelyonable vialraft constitutional
amendments and Annexed-statutes, included indkisdand prepared so as to serve a rule-of-
law-based, electoral, constitutional and legisitwajority-class launcheawnviolent
movement for the ‘revolutionary reform’ of the gtatapitalist system. This means the
transformation of the presently-dominant, capitkty/-based ‘social relation of social
reproduction’, into a new, higher prevailing ‘sdai@ation of social reproduction’, that of
‘generalized-equity’-basegblitical-economic democracyThis actionability is scalable. It can
begin with multiple partial implementations at thenicipal scale, rising next to partial
implementations at the county scale, to the statefipcial scale, and on to the national scale,
with the learnings from these experiments at eadyphic scale used to hone
implementations at each next higher scale.

We have avoided, in Part 1, any open use oEtbedialectic-mathematical notation, even
though that algorithm for dialectic is key to thethnod of discovery that sourced the
ideological taboos-busting, breakthrough dialetsyatheses integrated by this text.

[said of plans stated as aiming for exterminatibmost of the human species, e.g., “95%".]



We do not address, in this part, the.-predicted irruption, and ‘dialectical speciatioof,
““The Meta-Human.

Part , The Missing Due Processs intended to envision and to begin planningafoule-of-
law-basedponviolenttransition to ‘equitispolitical-economic democracyby cultivating the
already existing harbingers, and sprouting theadlyegoresent seeds, of that successor system.

Part , The Missing ByLaws, addresses an extended Marxian theonyooiviolent social-
revolutionary organization, purposed with helpiagtepare the ground for the great transition,
from human pre-historywhose last stage, per Marx, is capitaljsimto human[e] history proper.

Part , The Missing Metrig addresses the extended Marxian meaning of Mabtisept of the
key driver of human sociavolutionand of human sociakvolution the “growth of the social
forces of production”. It does so, in part, inhligpf Marx’s Grundrissenote on the?Dialectic

of the concepts productive for@means of productigrand relation of productiona dialectic
whose boundaries are to be determined, and whieb Kot suspend §. - authevenard the real
difference.” [(arl Marx, Grundrisse translated by M. Nicolaus, 1973, Penguin, p.]lOQThiS part frames a quanto-q ualitative
metric for ‘the human-social self-force of accetemg human-societal self-reproduction’, which
measures also the ‘meta-Darwinian fitness’ of tem&in species, using the dialectic algebra.

Part , The Missing Model resumes, immanently critiques, and extends Mara&t yet still
incomplete immanent critique of capitalist ‘pold@leeconomics’. It summarizes and celebrates
Marx’s achievements in regard to the theory of huis@cialevolutionand of human social
revolutionoverall, his systematic presentation of the se@kitions ontology and the self-
reproductive dynamics of the historically-specg#axial-evolutionary epoch of the self-
globalizing capitalist system, his theory of thi & the rate of self-reproduction of “the
capital-relation”, due to the rise in ‘the societalf-reproductive self-force of the human
species’ that capitalist ‘profitism’ itself incewizes — i.e., due to the rise in the ‘meta-
Darwinian fithess’ of the human species — andl®ty of recurring and mounting world
market depression-crises tied thereto. It advati@sheory by incorporating, together with
the nature of capital as “‘sedxpandingvalue™, its immanently ‘self-opposing’, ‘self-cF
nature as ‘seltontractingvalue’, due to the [re]productive-force-increasduceddevaluation
of past-accumulated capital-value, a process wdicielerates during -- and, in the final
analysiscauses- capitalism’s ‘Descendence Phase’.

Part , The Missing Inte| resumes, immanently critiques, and extends Mdhesry of the
capitalist ruling class. This extension includes development of an epochally-specific,
historically-specific theory of the ruling classrémics of the ‘Descendence-Phase half-epoch’
of the capitalist epoch. This includes an accafithe Marxian-theory-predictable historic split
in the capitalist ruling class that capitalism’se$2endence-Phase’ provokes, and the agenda/-
strategy of the present, Malthusian, “People ArduBon”-ideology-propagating, avowedly
‘humanocidal’ ruling-class faction that presentheyails.




This also includes a confrontation of Marxian thyeatth itself, and with the global movement
that it inspired, the latter as itself an objectm@rid-historical reality, so birthing the formrl
missing ‘self-reflexive moment’ of Marxian theoryyMarxian Theory of Marxian Theory ltself
comprehending the degeneration of Marxian theadxy iharxst ideology, and necessarily
including an assessment of the profound -- butpofse, publicly denied -- impact of Marxian
theory on ‘Descendence-Phase’ ruling class ideglpgypaganda, agenda, and strategy.

Part 7,The Neglected Narrativeprobes the hopeful narrative that Marx presemtdus draft
letters to Vera Zasulich, and in the Preface taRbssian edition of th€ommunist Manifesto
It also probes the ‘neglected narrative’, that Miaexer spelled-out in those texts, about his
predictions regarding the implied global future wliahe hoped-for conditions basing the
narrative that heid presenthot materialize. In the actual event, it was thosplied but
unelaborated predictions that, tragically, becaomereality.

The result is an extended Marxian theory of ‘Dedegice-Phase’ history, focusing on the vast
tragedies of the mounting Depression-Crises ofrlateteenth century and of early twentieth
century capitalism, marking capitalism’s turn in®‘Descendence-Phase’; of the ‘two, twin’
World Wars, of ‘Descendence-Phase’ Russia, of ‘Bedence-Phase’ Germany, of state-
capitalist China, and of the “Western” ‘DescendeRbase’ ruling-class ruling-faction’s post-
WWII Malthusian, ‘people are pollution’, ‘humanoeid plans for a “New World Order”.

Part 8,The Missing Manua) popularizes a filled out and extended Marxiarotiief dialectic,

of the Marxian dialectical method, and of ‘The] Dialectic of Nature’— as also inherently
including ‘The Dialectic oHuman Nature’ This extended dialectical method was derived by
means of an immanent critique of the capitalisbidgy adulterating and enfettering modern
mathematics and modern natural science. But thisadical method is conveyed, in thié 8
Part, as a thoroughly ‘de-mathematicized’, reatiiBrnable recipe, simplified and popularized
with respect to our previous publications on thigjesct-matter of dialectics, and aiming at the
liberation, from capitalism-immanent and from ohgjay-engineered ideologies, of the ruling-
class-“dumbed-down” denizens of this dystopian céeslence-phase’.
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Part Preface Why Missing?

Why did Marx leave missing, from hagus any detailed “blueprints” for “socialist” sociéty

Maybe, early-on in Marx’s day, when the ‘descenégpitase’ of the capital-relation’s world
market system was only on the verge of its soobeteast manifestations, it was stdb early
for Marx to risk writing,scientifically, about the ‘natural-laws-implied’ higher successgstem
to the capitalist system — the successor systenméad long envisioned, but whose
harbingers he had never yet experienced direatlgyen observed from afar, e.g., via
newspaper accounts, or via data gathered and eeploytothers -t any detail

But for we who inhabit, and whose livelihoods amaywlives are now threatened by, the present
manifestations of that ‘descendence-phase’, mae tilvo centuries after Marx’s deathings

are not the same These manifestations now impend, via our ‘dederoe-phase’ ruling-class
ruling faction, the extermination-to-extinctiontbe human species entire. Thus, the time for
concrete plans regarding that higher successagmyistat hand — is, indeed, already long
overdue. The need for such plans has become itally urgent’ — has become a veritable
‘historical emergency’

Perhaps Marx’s pen was also forestalled by a fetallong into the failures of old Fourier, and
of Robert Owen, and of others like them — of f@lfor the pitfalls of “Utopian Socialism”.
Perhaps he feared that his writingany detailabout the successor system he foresaw would
divert the efforts of the majority class, espegiali idealistic Americans of the time, as well as
of others, into the futile founding and founderofg‘'socialist” rural colonies — ‘socialism in
one village’. Those utopians sought social chdngthe influence, the “rubbing-off”, of their
“ideal” colonies on the surrounding society. Tlm@ped that their colonies would inspire more
and more others to found other such colonies of dven. They hoped that this would
gradually shift the center of gravity of the largeciety in their direction, by adoption and
emulation alone. In actuality, the colonies ofsthéealists would soon, on the contrary, be
doomed to defeat and dissolution by the overwheajmscio-economic acid-forces of still-
ascendent capitalism.

Perhaps, too, Marx’s pen was paralyzed by a viawttie new social relations of the new
society’s self-reproduction, and the new legal fesnaffolding the same, must be left to the
majority-class revolutions for their discovery-imaptice. Perhaps Marx held that the details of
a successful successor system could only be warkeby the people of the majority class
themselves, in the heat of their revolutionaryggta, or, where workers’ suffrage prevailed, in



parliamentary battles to pass pro-majority-clagsslations and constitutional amends, thereby
democratically constituting the majority-class las hew ruling class

As it happened, with the irruption of “The Parisn@aune” in 1871 -- a timing near the end of
Marx’s days -- Marx found a model, constructed g Parisian working class itself, however
briefly, of a social formation in transition, frocapitalism towards its scientifically “lawful”
successor system, and of the norms of self-goveentirat such a formation requiredMarx,
thereafter, emphasized the key direct-democraincipies of the Commune — delegates’
popular election, mandating, ‘recallability’, anoingpensation at no more than the level of the
typical wages of their electorates.

Also, in volume 3 ofapital — which remained in manuscript, unpublished, lier test of

Marx’s life — Marx identified immanent seeds of ebsm within capitalismseeds sown by the
development of capitalism itselThese ‘seeds of a successor system’ included/dox, the
workers-owned producers’ cooperatives — ‘workeegital’ — that had already begun to emerge
in his times. He also included among these seeds -- quiteisingly for many, and especially
for those with state-capitalist proclivities --mriples of stock owner ‘stakeholder democracy’
arising in the new, joint-stock capitalist entesps that were then already burgeoning in the
core countries of industrial capitalism, and eviabglly, under his watchful eyes.

Marx even saw, in the ancient Russian rural agrcal communities, th®lir, the seeds of a
future Russian socialist society, buand only ifa working class revolution to the West of
Russia — especially in Germany — brought the add@pcoductive forces, the unprecedented
wealth-productivity inheritetdufhebened’ from industrial capitalism, to bear upon théetier
evolution of the Russiallir, as he wrote in his draft letters to the Russaunas activist Vera
Zasulich, and in his Preface to the Russian eddidheCommunist Manifesto

Among Marx’s final writings, in hi€ritique of the Gotha Program his critical review of the
draft political-economic program of the major Gemsacial-democracy party of the time —
Marx laid out some predictions and expectation®dle transition and consolidation of a
socialist society, emerging, via revolution, froaptalist society, and as to the principles of its
organization.

After Marx’s time, in Russia, and, especially laiarother European nation-states, a new,
revolutionary social formation began to appearthtrse transient episodes when trans-
capitalist, social-relations-of-production revotuticame almost within social reach -- albeit
always mixed with and adulterated by unfinishedrgeais business, and other atavistic
elements and agendas — this new, direct-demodoatricrepeatedly, recurringly manifested:
“workers’ councils”.



These “workers’ councils” appeared in two basigetaes, as workplace-based versus as
residential-community-based direct-democratic assieshof the people involved in those loci.
This new manifestation appeared as early as thg p@flo-revolutionary upsurge in Russia,
under their Russian name, “soviets”.

It appeared even more widely again in the 1917 idadRevolution, which eventually brought
a ‘bourgeoisie-less’, “pure”-state-bureaucratienglclass variant of ‘proto-state-capitalism’ to
power in Russia and in its associated satellités allied emerging state-capitalist nation-states.

These new, ‘proto-state-capitalist’, “command-ecuopbstates were named “Soviet Republics”
-- “Soviet Socialist Republics” — and their comhinoa was named the “Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics”. But that turned out to bstjanother Leninist “bait and switch”. The
post-revolution invasion of Russia by the capitahsperialist “expeditionary” forces, the
backing of the opposing side in the ensuing RusSigih War by the same imperialist powers,
and the Leninist police-state bureaucracy -- the, ipure”-bureaucratic state-capitalist ruling
class — quickly and violently crushed the real poafehe real soviets, and launched the
Leninist-Stalinist [state-]capitalist counter-rewtbn.

Later, ‘institutionizing’ aspects of those revoharary formations, other European nation-states,
notably Germany and, until its “Western”-ruling-f@n-contrived demise, Yugoslavia,
established, in law, institutions of “co-gestiondt‘co-determination” or co-management of
enterprises by themonstockholder “‘stake-holders’™, e.g., by their wiaars, together with
stockholder and/or state representatives, i.eethay with their state or private owners. These
arrangements have been known to give workers sit éeanodicum of a voice in the conduct of
their employers’ organizations for production — tinganizations within which they spend the
majority of their waking hours, for the entiretytbkir working lives.

However, outside of these little-known reforms, iharxian -- anti-Leninist -- vision of a
liberatory, “grass roots”, direct-democratic soeia has been all but lost for the majority class.
Thanks to unrelenting ruling faction propaganda mminformation, “Socialism” means,

today, for the many — be they pro or con — jushdsigger and evebigger “Big Government”.

It means a “Big Government” that is bigger, moreusive, more unaccountable, even more
dictatorial, and more unchecked in its coercive @Qwven than ever before. Bigger than the
already “Big Government” state-capitalism, thaealty prevails, whether in its “Western”
[dis]guise and strain, of bourgeoise/oligarchy-doaibed state-capitalism [e.g., in the United
States], or in its “Eastern” [dis]guise and straihbourgeoisidess or bourgeoisie-
subordinatednational-state-bureaucratic ruling-class stafatalssm [e.g., in today’s China].



In Capital, volume I, Marx expressed something crucial ablo@tature of human activity, of
human productive, creative labor, in contra-digtorcto the mode of activity of other “social
animals” —

“Labour is, in the first place, a process in whiotdth man and Nature participate, and in which
man of his own accord starts, regulates, and clsritfne material re-actions between himself
and Nature. He opposes himself to Nature as oherodwn forces, setting in motion arms and
legs, head and hands, the natural forces of hig,larder to appropriate Nature’s

productions in a form adapted to his own wants.tHgsg acting on the external world and
changing it, he at the same time changes his otumenaHe develops his slumbering powers...
A spider conducts operations that resemble thosendaver, and a bee puts to shame many an
architect in the construction of her cells. Butawvtistinguishes the worst of architects from the
best of bees is this, that the architect raisesthigture in imagination before he erects it in
reality. At the end of every labour-process weayetsult that already existed in the
imagination of the labourer at its commencemediatapter vii, The Labour-Process Capitall, Nw, 1973, pp. 177-1798

In the context of the quoted passage, Ituman individual labarcraftsman-like human work —
one human operating upon materials with tools +itheonnoted and directly described. But
we think that the principle of this passage appglidsuman_collective laboas well, in general.

It applies, in particular, to the collective humahor of transforming a predecessor system of
social relations of social reproduction into itdguaial higher successor system. To have any
chance to succeed, we need to build the “bluepratghat higher successor system together,
and well in advance of our implementation of thighler successor system.

That is the reason and the purpose of this Paftthis work. And that is the life-or-death
challenge for all of us in the majority class, gy, today: to concretely imagine, in sufficient
detail, a truly-democratic -- grassroots-democraticialist --non-state-capitalist successor
system to our present systemeforewe collectively construct.itSo that we CAN construct.it

It is worse than useless to have people drivinds laacl forth through town in trucks, waving
rifles in the air, shooting those rifles into theg accupying buildings, building barricades in the
streets, but having no idea of what they want testroict, or of how to construct it, in terms of
the higher alternative to the system that theypanéesting. Such impasses kill revolutionary
morale at best. Even worse, they set the majolatys up for the Leninist — or the Fascist —
“bait and switch”meet the new boss, same as the old fwyssven worse].



Engels himself foresaw — in a book in which he ddteat he had read its entire manuscript to
Marx —the “lawful’” irruption of state-capitalism sthe final stage of the capitalist system.
However, without Engels having experienced the tigémcentury horrors of state-capitalism,
whether in its Stalinist or in its Fascist/Nazireties, his foreseeing is communicated without
any of the foreboding and forbidding urgency of eoOrwell’s later ‘foreseeings’. But
Engels does emphasize the deep distinction betatagscapitalism still capitalism-- and the
truly-socialist successor system to the [statelahgt system —

“It is the pressure of the productive forces, inirtheghty upgrowth, against their character as tepincreasingly
compelling the recognition of their social charactehich forces the capitalist class itself mord amore to treat them as
social productive forces, in so far as this isligp@ssible within the framework of capitalist reéms [ / |, !
R N 9 I e '$ " 1 ]. Both the period of
industrial boom, with its unlimited credit inflaipand the crisis itself through the collapse @fgicapitalist
establishments, urge forward towards that fornmoefaization of huge masses of means of produstibich we find in
the various kinds of joint-stock companies,| * " ! + "HL 9

O Io# ! 1'$ s ! ]. Many of these means of production are from the
outset so colossal that, like the railways, theglue all other forms of capitalist exploitatioAt a certain stage of
development even this form no longer suffices;dffieial representative of capitalist society, #tate, is constrained to
take over their management.This necessity of conversion into state properakes itself evident first in the big
institutions for communication: the postal serviggegraphs and railways.

If crises revealed the incapacity of the bourgeagsiy longer to control the modern productive fertlee conversion of

the great organizations for production and commatioa into joint-stock companies and state propsinigws that for

this purpose the bourgeoisie can be dispensed With.! ' # ] All the social functions of the capitalists a@mn
carried on by salaried employees. The capitasistrio longer any social activity save the pocketingvenues, the
clippingof [/ 4 ' ] coupons and gambling on the stock market, whezalifferent capitalists fleece each other of their
capital. Just as at first the capitalist moderotipction displaced the workers, so now it dispdaibe capitalists,

relegating them, just as it did [ ] workers [/, " # + 1*" " ], to the superfluous
population, even if in the first instance nottefh 4 # , ) ] industrial reserve army.

But neither the conversion into joirstock companies nor into state property deprives pinoductive forces of their
character as capital In the case of joint-stock companies this isiobs. And the modernf4! !, ]state, too, is
only the organization with which bourgeois societgvides itself in order to maintain the generdkexal conditions of
the capitalist mode of production against encroasttmeither by the workers or by individual capstal The modern
state, whatever its form, is an essentially capitatachine; it is the state of the capitalists, itteal collective body of all
capitalists. The more productive forces it takesr@s its property, the more it becomes the r@lative body of all the
capitaliststhe more citizens it exploitsThe workers remain wagearners, proletarians The capitalist relationship is
not abolished; it is rather pushed to an extremBut at this extreme it is transformed into ifposite. State ownership
of the productive forces is not the solution of thenflict, but it contains within itself the formaimeans, the key to the

solution.”
“ | say isconstrainedo. For it is only when the means of productiomemmunication havactually outgrown management by share companies,
and therefore that their transfer to the statebleasme inevitablélom an economic standpointit is only then that this transfer to the stateen

when carried out by the state of today, represamisconomic advance, the attainment of anotheinprelry stepowards the taking over of all
productive forces by society itselRecently, however, since Bismarck adopted stateership, a certain spurious socialism has madapipearance

— here and there even degenerating into a kiniokéyism — which declares that all taking ovetthoy state, even the Bismarckian kind, is in itself
socialistic. If, however, the taking over of tlddacco trade by the state was socialistic, Napad@ahMetternich would rank among the founders of
socialism. If the Belgian state, for quite ordnand financial reasons, constructed its own maiivay lines; if Bismarck, without any economic
compulsion, took over the main railway lines in $&ia, simply in order to be able to organize aredtbem for war, to train the railway officials as
the government’s voting cattle, and especiallyeituse a new source of revenue independent of Relitary votes — such actions were in no sense
socialist measures, whether direct or indirectsc@mus or unconscious. Otherwise, the Royal magitCompany, the Royal Porcelain Manufacture,

and even the regimental tailors in the army, wdadlcsocialist institutiondNote by F. Engel§”

[Frederick Engeldderr Eugen Diihring’s Revolution in SciencéAnti-Diihring), International Publishers, NY, 1966, pp. 303-3@8phases addéd




What Engels didhot foresee is that, when ownership of a nation’setatself-reproductive
forces is seized by the state, in nations whersetf@ces are still deeply underdeveloped,
located in the suppressed semi-periphery of cagntéd geographical core — e.g., of the U.K.,
France, and the U.S., then forming that core +ine semi-periphery including Czarist Russia,
and comprador China, a new form of capitalist lihass arises. It arises to impose even more
of the vilenesses of “original [capital] accumubsti or “primitive accumulation” there, but

by a new and even more cruel, horrific pathwayst#e-bureaucratic ruling class arises, with
only a political grasp on its class ownership afsh means of production, and their product,
and is therefore totally vulnerable, unlike the tgmoisie, to political expropriation — by the
loss of even a single election, if it were to allo@mpetitive elections -- and thus also violently
and viciously totalitarian in its defense of itdipcal monopoly. In the Part text that follows,
we take up the challenge of defining, in detai sluccessor system to capitalism; to malke
own best contribution to the necessarbllectivebuilding of “the blueprints”. We essay herein
to synthesize and to marshal and incorporate thesiture seeds and nascent principles of that
successor system that have manifested objectirelgidy, their seed-forms already, inherently
birthed within the capitalist system. These ineltide rule-of-law tradition of equitable
jurisprudence, the capital equity principle of &toalder democracy, and the phenomena of
workers-owned producers’ cooperatives, and of wstkauncils’ direct democracy, in both
their place of residence-based and their placecokawased varieties. We develop and unify
these seeds into a plan for a new system of catistial amendments and Annexed-statutes,
and into a model of an “organic” and self-reprodgcsocio-political-economic system, one that
nourishes, cultivates, and matures those seedsddheir full-blown fruition. Of course, to
help redress the inevitable shortcomings and limoia of our vision, as stated herein, we rely
upon our critics. We hope that they will do thelsspar excellence

Karl Seldon, Terminious, California, 24 NovembeR20updated 08 August 2023
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Part Introduction.

After its Dedication, Acknowledgements, Preface britbduction, this Part opens with a
section that envisions many aspects of life inEguitist Republic’, via implications drawn
from the inner logic of ““Equitism’™’, and from th contrasts eexpect between human
‘incentivization’ and motivation in the envision&gquitist system’ vis-a-visthose in our
present system. These ‘envisionings’ are infebyedxtrapolating the logics of social trends
already observable, and by imagining the emotionphcts of ‘The Equitist Reforms’ and their
unprecedented benefits for the majority class.t dpaning section is followed by an informal
interview-dialogue, in which basic principles ofé@eralized Equity’ and of ‘Equitist Political-
Economic Democracy’ are elicited, and, with themtewer, debated. This dialogue aims to
help highlight the differences between the newuikst Political-Economic Democratic view’,
and more familiar views, regarding optimal soci@gnance and economic justice, as well as
to develop an intuitive base of insights into “&tasm’ in terms already familiar from
conventional socio-political-economic debates.

After that, the next section presents our viewhef ‘systemicity’ and ‘organicity’ of the
proposed ‘Equitist social reformation’ — the wagsnhich the various institutions of the
‘Equitist model’ fit together, mutually reinforcep-evolve, and help reproduce one another,
forming a long-term-stably self-reproducing news®m of social relations of societal self-re-
production’, enabling the emergence of new, higbaeial forces of societal self-reproduction’,
defining a higher mode of human-societal self-rdpation for the next epoch of human socio-
historical evolution.

A detailed definition, justification, and statemefintention on ‘The Equitist Amendment’ and
its ‘Amendatory Annex’ is then provided, with fuethelaboration. There follows tlkeaft text

of ‘The Equitist Amendment’ to the U.S. Constitutiproposed herein, and of the enabling law
embodied in the ‘Amendatory Annex’ to this Congtaa, which we see as necessary to the
establishment of ‘Equitist Political-Economic Demaxy’ in the United States. The innovation
of the ‘Amendatory Annex’ is designed to provideiatermediate layer of laws of the land,
more difficult to revise than a Congressional sgthut less difficult to amend than the U.S.
Constitution itself. Its goal is for needed chantgebe made to this enabling law without the
full process of Constitutional amendment, but a@lsdhat ‘The Equitist Revolution/Reform’
can’t be undone by one vote of a transient reaatyomajority in Congress.

Lastly, this Part as a whole is epitomized in ilégue, together with a personal note. They
include our exhortation to you to begin debatingutbenhancing, and campaigning for, the
gradual implementation of the “*Equitist”’nonviolent, rule-of-law-conformant, ‘revolutionary
reform’, and for the resulting transition to ‘EgsitPoliticalEEconomicDemocracy.

A Note on Notations Herein, ve surround ar own neologisms with single quote marks, exact eends of
others words by double quote marks, ang @anprovisations upon othérsvords by triple quote markdVe
use s’ [UZZZ], replacing, e.g., ““hes”, “*hi s”, or ‘it §”, as a gender-generic ownership and/or
inherence pronounk-.E.D. dialectical-mathematical notation is entirely aled in Part .



Chapter I. What Would Life be Like in anEquitist Republi¢?

Expected Impacts of the ““Equitist” Republic’sibiinution of ‘Livelihood Anxiety’. Itis the
dual incoms of Citizens forming Citizen Stewardship Equity éwcers’ Cooperatives that

form ‘the Equitist engine of higher income’, andgoéater economic power, for the Majority
Class not the Citizen Birthright Equity Social Trust Fundshose Trust Funds are intended to
provide a floor for affording basic life opportules and for meeting basic needs, even for those
born “on the wrong side of the tracks” -- which meanore and more of America today. Those
trusts do provide a Personal Safety Net that shassdage basal ‘Livelihood Anxiety’ to a
degree, for the coming generations of Americanst tBe dual incomes provided to Americans
who form successful Stewardship Equity Cooperativierprises should provide a feeling, and
a reality, of growing prosperity. The compensatimnhours worked, the first part of a Citizen
Steward’smonthlyincome, should already meet or beat the wages-té\@apital Equity
enterprises, due to the competition for persongairst those Capital Equity enterprises. But
the second part, the net operating surplus sha&esfardsannualincomes, is income that
would have otherwise gone to absentee Capital {£quihers, but that, for Stewardship Equity
enterprises, would go to those who actually worthmse enterprises. What a concept!

How will people insuccessfuilStewardship Equity enterprises’ respond to tiseilteng drop in
their ‘Livelihood Anxiety’?

It seems obvious to us that ‘Livelihood Anxiety’dse of the main emotional forces which
blocks Majority Class people from pursuing whatthm/e, as opposed to what seems most
remunerative — thus leading to many wasted, stunte@warding lives.

Thus, if ““Equitism™ leads to more people purs\g happiness by pursuing their dreams --
even if some dreams fail, and lead on to new, afjyibetter dreams -- and with more of them
succeeding at eventually realizing their dreama) tihe ‘happiness quotient’ and ‘happiness
atmosphere’ of our whole society might graduallgvgr

The individual and social burden of constant feacontinual gnawing anxiety, and of the
related pandemic of depression, with the conne@salt to extremely-addictive, debilitating,
even life-threatening drugs, might gradually lessa&nd the related individual and social
burden of psychosomatic illnesses, and of drugseaed diseases and deaths, might lessen as
well, along with the incidence rates of mentaladses themselves.

An atmosphere of joyfulness, ie-de-vivre might begin to spread across our landscapes.

Life at Work. The incentives of the Capitalist®ma do reward, hence proliferatet really
“labor-saving” technologies, but ‘labarostsaving technologies’, e.g., in industrial prodauti
l.e., netprofit-increasing technologies. Stewardship emtegs are likely to proliferateuly
‘labor time-saving innovations’, i.e., reducing daily work diiwa for those who labor




We foresee this, because Stewards will likely geekvent or acquire production technologies
which will provide them with more “free time”, mor®n-work time, while still keeping their
Stewardship Equity enterprises viable, by remaimngtomer serving and customer pleasing.
Stewards are likely to value their free time — miomee to spend, e.g., with their families and
friends; more time to spend on their personal ptsjand avocations — than that free time was
evervalued for them-- on their behalf- by their former, capitalist, employetsy far.

This choice to free-up more Steward-Member timenfi@ork in their Producer’s Cooperatives,
while also maintaining or advancing the productjoiantity, product quality, and customer
service quality of their sold output, will meet lvitonstraints of market competition. Such
cooperatives will face competition from other Stedship Equity enterprises in their same
field, as well as from Capital Equity enterpriseghat field. Some competing Stewardship
enterprises may be willing to forego some free tifiewill gain them competitive/solvency
advantages against other Stewardship Equity emegyrand against Capital Equity enterprises,
and/or a larger net operating surplus to share gstdheir Stewards at the end of the year.
Capital Equity enterprises are expected to be riname willing to sacrifice the free time of their
waged and salaried employees, to gain analogoupeitive and profitability advantages.
However, the degree of sacrifice imposed upon thapital-fodder’ and ‘profit-fodder’
employees will be constrained, due to competitanrtlieir employees via the Stewardship
Equity ‘collective self-employment’ option. Stewlahip Equity enterprises, we expect, will be
far less likely to impose draconian work-time dedgopon their Steward-Members, given that
those Steward-Members themselves decide on thekingoconditions, based upon majority
votes of those very Steward-Members themselvesitabbject to competitive constraints.

Stewardship enterprises, we expect, will be lésdylito long for multi-state, or nationwide, or
even global “empires” -- monopolies or oligopolid3artly this is because, if they do attain
monopoly or extreme oligopoly pricing power, theuigt Constitution calls for their Eminent
Domain expropriation; their conversion to governtr@mnership, albeit with the payment of
all due compensation to the Stewards. Or, at éng keast, they would face competitive
confrontation with multiple upstart, new-entramgdagovernment-encouraged enterprises,
Stewardship Equity and/or otherwise, restoring oetitipn to their formerly monopolized or
‘oligopolized’ market(s).

Another part of our expectation in this regard teago with the likely values of democratically
self-governing Stewardship enterprisés;a-visabsentee stockholder-driven, board-driven,
and, e.g., corporate senior-officer-driven effést®xpand profits ““at any human/social cost™.
Steward-Members may be happy with a competitiomriaigble, largely-local, niche market.

The time, anxiety, stress and strain of econommegiee-building”, taking away much of their
free time, and burdening the remainder of it witlgst, should be less attractive to Stewards
than to absentee Capital stock owners, as the 8tewzemselves would bear the brunt, on
their own shoulders, of that time, stress, andtangsis, unless the bulk of Stewards were to be
bitten by the bug of ‘the power-sickness’. Bugeietion by the ‘power-disease’ is less likely

for, non-absentee, Stewards, than for Capital Equity owiriershe reasons already given.



Capital Equity enterprises are driven, by compmtifrom other Capital Equity enterprises, and
by greed for higher profit-rates, to cut their aggigrg costs to the bone. One consequence of
this is that on-the-job amenities for their wagad aven for their salaried workers tend to be
stripped-down to the barest minimum.

Democratically self-governing Stewardship Equityesprises are more likely to value, and to
“invest in”, their Steward-Members’ quality of lieg work, as determined by majority vote of
those very Steward-Members, albeit under consgéainmeet or beat the competition on the
prices, quality, and ‘customer-service-fulnessthair sold output. Such “investment” in
workplace amenities for the producers may even baxésurprising” effect of upsurging the
morale, productivity, and retention of those Stalaroducers. Producer morale is, we hold, a
much underrated “capital asset” , or ‘profits-assaten in Capital Equity enterprises today,
and even more likely, we hold, to be a ‘producyiasset’ for Stewardship Equity enterprises.

Many kinds of such workplace ‘amenitizations’ haheady been observed, in Capital Equity
enterprises, when certain classes of high-wagémtdvalue-added work-skills are in short
supply: e.g., certain classes of software codinigssk the “Silicon Valleys™ of the world.

We thus expect ‘workplace beautification’, and ‘Walace aestheticization’ to be a hallmark
social phenomenon of an actualized ‘Equitist Rejgubl

Life in Public. If Equitism’s diminution of ‘Livehood Anxiety’ does lead to a growing, and
“viral’”, ‘joy contagion’, gradually pervading he social atmosphere, then we expect that this
will show itself, in part, in an upsurge of pubtielebrations, in communal dancing, in parades
and pageantry of countless kinds.

Some of this is already being seen, when and wireng middle/working class prosperity has
burgeoned in former “Third World” nation-stategy.ein some of the “BRICS”, often showing
itself as a revival and elaboration of older, pagitalist, even ancient holiday rituals -- such as
Carnival, Mardi Gras, Octoberfest, and modernlyraegted, multi-day Indian wedding fests.

The advent of relative leisure for college studérats manifested in the phenomena of “Spring
Break”. The latter constitute, in part, a cautignale. But it is hoped, in a social atmosphere
of diminished fear, anxiety, depression, and geniéeadesperation, that the self-destructive
tendencies at work in these often addictive/deltifiy-drugs-permeated rituals will wane.

We expect that an ‘Equitist Republic’ would bringharough ‘aestheticization’ of public life,
with sequestered, separated, alienatetb&solving in the fecund wake of its own becoming”
of its becoming our world -- the whole world thag &ll make together -- of its becoming our
self-mirroring, self-reflecting self-objectificatig of its becoming our realization; our reality.

Already, in America alone, in small cities like $aifre, New Mexico, Asheville, North
Carolina, and Ashland, Oregon, we see the begisrofg permeation of daily life by the
hedonic, sensuous pleasure of beauty — not justumous for art, and art galleries galore, but
clothing as art, food as art, buildings as art anable art, edible art, inhabitable art.



Imagine public buildings covered with the blazirephty of dazzling murals -- not just fixed,
painted-on murals, but dynamic, changing muralgjgations of different murals at different
times, e.g., via remote, real-time, live videoswohdrously gorgeous scenic views, via durable
liquid crystal and LED displays, mounted on flartkiwalls of architectural-artistic wonders!

We guess that the “*Equitist”’ aesthetic will nekclude the more utilitarian side of such
“macro” ‘aesthetification’. Once it is the peopédnot the oligarchy, who are in control of all
levels of government, and of the infrastructurentemiance and enhancement programs of those
levels of government — of social infrastructuresecely neglected today, under oligarchic rule

— we expect that many needlessly-recurring tragedik come to an end at last.

For example, above-ground power lines are not ardiight on people’s views of both sky and
landscape, and on their views out the windows @f thomes. Citizens suffer, almost every
year, power outages, and the painful personal $obset these outages induce, due to the storm
damages that vulnerable, above-ground power linstiyely beg for. Re-deploying these
power conduits to protected channels undergrouedexpect, will be a high priority for even
the first Annual Social Infrastructure Maintena@ecel Enhancement Plan of the National
Custodian of Social Property! -- ‘De-vulnerabletiaa’ and ‘de-uglification’ combined!

Life at Home. It is possible that a life of ‘Sddiquity’ will accelerate the diversification
already being seen in the domain of domestic aenauegts, ‘family styles’, and housing styles.
But such an acceleration might no longer be driwethe dissolution of even the nuclear family
that is being induced by the growing social esteangnt that is a central product of advanced/-
‘descendence-phase’ capitalism, or by the accomp@mscalation of rents and housing prices
that, through privation, drives novel living arramgents for their savings in housing costs.

Instead, this acceleration might be driven by é$forf Citizens to meet emotional, family, and
community connection needs that, for many, aresatsfied by single, isolated, nuclear family
unit households. We expect a general trend, utiad of “‘Equitist’™ life, of accentuated ‘re-
communalization’ and of heightened human solidamtgluding a re-extending of extended
families — of ““families™ of kinship-related pesons, as well as of non-kinship-related,
‘intentional families’, plus of mixtures of the twdndeed, we expect a revival, combined with
a higher immanent extension, of egalitarian squadlerns rarely seen since Neolithic times.
But this revival, we expect, will, also, and in etlways, be expressed in a dialectical manner.
Within re-communalization, and heightened humaidadty, we expect also a resurgence of
the -- seemingly-contrary -- ethos of “sportsmagilikivalries between “teams” of myriad
kinds. Such will hark back to the human Paleddigpoch, to the nomadic hunter/gatherer/-
forager/scavengdrandsthat formed the very first human-social formatioasd ‘human-social
relations of societal self-reproduction’, on thianget, but this time no longer so bounded by
familial blood kinship. We expect that sportslod imost diverse kinds — bgbhofessiona)

and, especiallyparticipatory -- will flourish, but also that the team rivalragadigm -- in good
spirit, not vendetta-like -- will permeate ‘Equitist societg'g., in the rivalries among same-
market-competing Stewardship Equity enterprises.



New ‘Skills of AssociationWill Be Needed. Citizens who opt to participateStewardship
Equity Cooperative enterprises may typically neetbarn newskills of associatiopfit for the
often-unfamiliar contexts of democratically selfvgoning enterprises, wherein the habits of
authoritarian leadership will no longer work. Thiglespread, ‘cultural learning’ of such skills
IS not widely cultivated in a capitalist culturéypobole’].

The need and the skills to “get along” will be pacaunt. Without the learning of these new
‘associational skills’ by the “associated produtdittle gain in ‘Livelihood Confidence’ and
‘Citizen Morale’ will be achieved by Stewardshipiy enterprises, if they find themselves
perpetually on the precipice of insolvency duenterinal conflicts among Steward-Members.

This need highlights another reason why Citizemw&tdship Equity [C.S.E.] Cooperative
enterprises shouldot be imposed suddenly, universally, amércively on all workers at once.

C.S.E. should, instead, be allowed to grow gragiuahdvoluntarily on the part of workers, in
the shaping fire of competition with Capital Equagterprises, wherein those workers who
prefernot facing the challenges of Stewardship Equity, wthkey prefer not to, may remain.

Remember, in the@prés-bellum’South, after the Emancipation Proclamation, tkahanany
former slaves -- accustomed and habituated to islav@referred to continue to live under a
regime of near-slavery, rather than to face thdehges of learning -- e.g., as wage-workers --
to survive the capitalist “liberty” so suddenlyuit upon them, as “wage-slaves”-to-be.

The City versus Countryside Dialectic in an ‘EatifRepublic’. In 1867, iCapital, vol. I,

Marx wrote the following about the dialectic opgasi between city and countryside across
human history < The foundation of every division of labor that islixdeveloped, and brought
about by the exchange of commaodities, is the séparbetween town and country. It may be
said, that the whole economic history of societyusimed up in the movement of this

antithesis. We pass over |t, however, for the @Té’S[K. Marx, Capital, A Critique of Political Economyvol. I, 1967, New
World, NY, p. 352].

In 1848, in theiManifesto of the Communist ParfyMarx and Engels advocated measures for
a“ Combination of agriculture and manufacturing indest gradual abolitiof s., better: gradual
««autheben-ation] Of the antithesis between town and country, byoeenequable distribution of the
population over the Counﬁ’y[Karl Marx, Frederick Engels, Collected Worksol. 6, 1976,ibid., p.505; “distinction” restored to “antithesis’]

Many of us today feel a compelling frustration afoine inadequacy of both today’s typical
cities, and their typical surrounding suburbiag] arurbias, as well as their still-more-rarefied
hinterlands and wilds, for providing the life-qugland experiential amenities that we long for.
The Hallmark Channel, for example, as one of ite tnallmarks, features a vast and growing
catalogue of movies and series which turn arouacttimtrast between urban and rural life, and
between city and country values. The latter valresseen to emphasize natural beauty, plus
the human, ‘social beauty’ of human solidarity warmer, more familial, neighborly and
communitarian way of life, one more focusedquialities e.g., on use-values in general; on
aesthetic values in particular — and on humaniosiships, than on monetaggantities



How might an ‘Equitist Republic’ catalyze a dialeat synthesis, concretely transcending the
present-day — capitalist -- insufficiency of botty@nd countryside, by achieving the unity that
so many of us so heartfully seek, while also altmphe continuancefifheben conservatipn

of separated rural and urban settlements for tivbeestill need/prefer them?

One approach to this dialectical synthesis -- t® ‘tomplex unification’ of rural and urban --
might be that of an expanse of democratically gelferning ‘automated rural communes’

Imagine a settlement, in the midst of the countiyssurrounded by meadows, forests and
lakes, in size somewhere between a village and/a, twith many of the products that provide
sustenance to its Citizens produced in its ownraéptoduction facility: ‘Omni-Fact’ — a
facility featuring capability to make many kindsprbducts from a single machine complex.

Such an ‘Omni-Factory’ facility might utilize adveed versions of emerging “3D Printing”
technologies, constructing goods on demand viac@temunicated 3D fabrication instructions,
as well as via digital-files fabrication specificats already stored in communal databases.

This central facility might include this commungievery own nuclear fusion power plant. Such
a plant might emit only “beta particles” — electseawithout any neutronic radiation, or any
‘radioactivation’ of fusion-chamber materials.mtght be equipped with its own “fusion torch”
or “plasma torch” recycling plant, for completegmlental recycling of all communal discards.

Also, much of the agricultural produce for this sommity might be grown also at its center, by
high-productivity, continual-harvesting ‘Controllk&thvironment Agriculture’. This might be
housed in a compartmented ‘Omni-Grow’ greenhouseedoEach compartment might be
separately optimized, all year round, for lighemsities, humidity, air temperature, and
soil/hydroponic plant nutrition, etc. specificallyoptimized, year round, for the crops allocated
to each compartment, whatever the season, and vandte external weather. Added £
certain compartments, would induce accelerated tyrawd more frequent robotic harvesting.

Also, ‘Omni-Comm’ technologies, rescuing such commaeas from disconnection with the rest
of humanity; from provincialization, intellectuahpoverishment and cultural deprivation —
from “the idiotism  [the “privatized isolation”] of country life” — wad surely include also
advances on already-extant global, internet-basmdputerized telecommunications, operable
from home and in mobile modes. But ‘Omni-Comm’ hitiglso include central spaces to
gather for larger-scale teleconferencing, for titeraction of larger groups, such as virtual
meetings among assemblies of many residents ofuwetecommunity with assemblies of many
residents of one or more other such communitiggs ‘Dmni-Comm’ facility might even
include capability for Citizens of other communiti® “materialize” --dynamically and in

“full motion” -- inside the ‘Comm Space(s)’ of a given commyretg., via 3D holographic
projectors/projections, with those Citizen’s 3D gea “floating in the air”, or via VR, etc.

[Cf. the late 1960s “Utopian Socialist” manifestaited “Post-Scarcity Communeddy The Aquarius Project, widely republished attihree].

[Hal Draper,The Adventures of the Communist Manifest®020, Haymarket Books, Chicago, p. 122, Helenfitéane translation].




These ‘Comm Space(s)’ might not be merely for comications among the living — among the
then-present generation. They might also findfas&'communications’™ between the present
generatiomand past generationsWhat | mean by the latter phrase is the follgviddvanced
Al applications may become capable of “learningd amrmulating past people, especially past
people for whom audio and video recordings, phatplgs, and texts written by those past
people — textings, emails, letters, diaries, mesmdiooks, etc. — were preserved. By means of
‘3D images’ holographic projection, or even via @diment of Al-“learned” simulations of the
appearance, gestures, voices, body language, avttbaal and intellectual personalities of past
persons in the bodies of “general purpose” andmbts, present people may be enabled to
dialogue with and to consult with idealized appnoations of their sufficiently documented
ancestors. Such ‘digital partial resurrections”vatual partial resurrections’, might do much
for history and for knowledge preservati@speciallyif advanced Al simulations became
capable of extrapolating the emotional and intéllacresponses of a modeled past person to
newstimuli, tonewideas, tmewterms, tonewlanguage — tmewdialogues.

‘Omnizon’. The central facilities of such an autted-production community might include a,
more tangible, “bricks and mortar“free store™ , where goods whose unit costs, given
productivity gains, e.g., including the nearly-cdetp Al automation of some production, have
become too low to warrant the administrative argbotosts of price-policing, might be made
available to all Citizengyratis. This access might not be limiteddn-site in-store shopping.

It might include als@nline ordering, with direct-to-home Al-robotic distribom. Such direct-
distributions might be by Al-robotic airborne drepas has already begun. They might also be
by underground tunnel/pipeline-to-home-basemergazéays, via Al ‘Tunnel Cargo Delivery
[T.C.D.] Bots’, a technologpufhebenextended partly from oil-tech, Al “pipeline insprect
gauges”, or ‘pipeline inspection probes’ ['PIPSHor such goods, the National Office of the
Custodian of Social Property would contract, vienpetitive bidding, with Stewardship Equity
and/or Capital Equity enterprises, e.g., on a &) to produce the goods in question, as well
as to administer sucfree stores” and Al-robotic distribution networks nationwide.

In the context of such communities, deployed actiessountryside, with much national-park-
like space between each pair of such communitiesiongstanding dream of “flying cars”
might also come to pass at last. Drone-like ‘anst might beneither strictly remotely/-
robotically piloted nor strictly self-piloted by their human “*motorist§’but, instead, partially
piloted by one of their human occupants, with resvartd onboard safety assist from Al
software, extended from code developed originalty‘$elf-driving” trucks and automobiles.

[This “free goods” mechanism points up a likelyuitgt, furthersocial relations of production revolutipbeyond “‘Equitism’,
brought about by continued — and likely acceleratgdowth of thesocial forces of productignncluding of advanced automation
involving Al android robotics, fostered by the ‘Gealized Equity’social relation of productiof “‘Equitism™ itself, and
ultimately making the ““Equitist’” social relation of productioiitself obsolete, requiring its owself-aufheberation’. If the
proportion of social production that yields “freeagls” becomes sufficiently large, the contractthefNational Office of the
Custodian of Social Property with its “free goodsippliers and distributoras compensated by money payments to those suppliers
will no longer suffice, because ‘the use-value ain@y’ will declineif money is no longer needed to acquire accesssuficient
plurality of products, and, extrapolating, ‘the wsdue of money’ may thereby ultimatelither-awaycompletely.]




These might lead to an elimination, in these comathareas, per resident’'s majority votes, of
freeways and of other mega-roads on their landhsad. Such would open up much more space
for community-surrounding forests, meadows, anddaks well as spaces safe for pedestrians,
for open-air gatherings, for “dancing in the sttget even for letting former large roads relax
back into footpaths, where the people vote for suith “green belts” galore. This would also
vastly reduce the social costs of transportatidragtructure maintenance and enhancement. In
general, much of the technological infrastructurhomanized Nature’ might be placed both
partly above the land, in the air, and partly betbesland — above and below “ground™, thus
opening more continental landscapes of planet Tertlae human enjoyment of humans-tamed,
humans-enhanced, ‘exo-human’ Nature. Given theisgq precautions, we may by then have
also become chromosomal artists, artisans of DNG, erafting forests of translucent trees, so
as to see the life-flows of plants; to witnessstreaming of the xylem and the phloem.

Some Potential Downsides of Equitist Life. Perhap®tential downside of “‘Equitist’™ life is
its electoral intensity Political ballots will be bigger, and include dtenal voting, for national
Executive Branch Commissioners, for Supreme Causticks, and for Circuit Court judges, as
well as for Externality-Equity local Public Direecto There will be likely-frequent voting in the
economic sphere also for the Citizen Steward-Membe6tewardship Equity Cooperative
enterprises, e.g., for their enterprise managersheé recall of enterprise managers, etc.

Elections may also be more frequent, if the elet&ofinds frequent need to recall and replace
elected officials whose acts offend the majorityhair constituents. And, as noted already
above, probably for more and more Citizens, elestwill also be happeniraf work

However, voting will not be compulsory per the ‘Bt amendments’, any more than it is
today. Voting is one of the non-violent means ltyoh the electorate — the new and actual
ruling class of ““Equitist™ society — will exerise their legitimate power. Ballots sizes will be
moderated by their Regional specificity for thecélens for many Federal elective offices.
And, especially, Regional and local elections gigters a moreonsequentiatangiblevoice

in the composition of, and, via mandates, in thec@s of, their government at their nearby
“human scale”. Higher electoral intensity, givigigeater voice to the peoples’ will, may also
encourage another potential pitfall of ““Equitistife: litigiousness — more frequent, more
intense courtroom conflict. But those who needyelsainch litigation will pay for their

litigious excesses by being billed for court cadthitigation(s) that they needlessly initiate.

But real democracy — rule for the people, of thegbe, and by the peopleot by the oligarchy
of owners of hyper-concentrated financial and othega-capital — must encourage people to
speak up and to speak out, to protest whenevergbeernments, or others, do them hamnm,
longer just to “knuckle under”, to “put up and shut uphd to suffer in silence, as so often
presently, when so abused. The new, ‘Equitistuirdis’ are there to give the people new,
‘institution-ized’, nonviolent channels for conseqtial social dialogue, with such dialogue
adjudicated, and its outcome decided, by mandatddexcallable justices, elected by, and
answerable to, their electorate. This, we holthésway to achieve ‘a justice-permeated
society’, with non-violent resolution of disputemang Citizens.



More About Fusion Power and Complete Recyclingclblar fusion“atomic power’™ turns
water’'s Hydrogeratonrs, essentially, into ‘electron power’; into astounglly more power per
gram of water than, via present-day ‘molecular poweeans, can be released per gram of
petroleum. What will ensue once that advanced pgsagrce is no longer suppressed by the
oligopolistic oil oligarchy? That oligarchy is téred by the prospect of the overnight collapse,
the demise by competitive obsolescence depreciatogvaluation to nearly nothing -- of their
capital-asset petroleum sources and infrastructures collapse would ensue so soon as the
existence of viable, electrons-generatimop-radioactivating, most-likelypon-tokamakfusion
power plants became public. Humanity will thenogripw-cost, non-polluting electricity for
all. But what will we do with the “waste-produc#,g., Helium, produced by myriad fusion
power plants, running continually worldwide? Imagyias just one example, elegant, neo art
decoAvant gardadirigibles, held aloft by some of that, non-flammable, Heljand open to
panoramic views, with musics, dance floors, bistvase-tasting tents, VR arcades, B&Bs and
plush hotels -- airborne resorts, floating in tlaevd sky; floating in the sunset sky. With the
advent of fusion-reactor-generated “fusion torchesf ‘plasma torch’ recycling chambers —
we will have low costgcompleterecycling, of any normal-matter material, backti$ocelemental
atomc constituents, sorted into pure elemental orembystrial-scale mass spectrometers.
Ocean water desalinations, e.g., the re-greenitigeoSahara, would also become affordable.

The QOligarchy’s Hellywood'’: ‘Pro-Humanocide Propaganda’. In today’dliA@ood — the
Hollywood of the ruling oligarchy — onlgtystopian®visions” of the future, “apocalyptic” or
“post-apocalyptic”, are allowed. Search in a givateo-streaming platform for, e.g., “science
fiction”, and that is virtually all that you wilifid. Perhaps we should be rechristeriing
“Hollywood” as‘Hellywood’. Under the control of the Malthusian, “pé&opare pollution”,
‘humanocidal’ ruling faction of ‘descendence phase’ capitalisdésply-split ruling class, that
Hellywood'’ is allowed to portray only “‘Hells on Earth But let’'s consider something else,
programming that the oligarchy’sell ywood’ bans: portrayals of the journey from Capital
only Equity to ‘Generalized Equity’; of a journespoim ‘stealthhumanocide’, rapidly, noxiously
“streaming” toward that oligarchy’s plannedert‘“‘humanocide™ , within capitalism’s
‘descendence phase’, to the dawningahprehensivesocial justice; “the end of prehistory”.

Health Care Equity. Beyond the voucher-based Gitizens Health Care’, provided per the
‘Equitist Amendment’, Sec. 5, much as already @ffielby many, e.g., European, state-capitalist
nation-states, ‘Equitist Health Care’, we expedl, aeliver far more. Once the majority class

is the ruling class, they’ll not treat themselvesyaere ‘profit fodder’. Per capitalists, albeit

with some exceptions, workers are to be toleratdyg while producing profit-yielding surplus-
value, else discarded. Upon their welfare, peh iapitalists, the state “should” spend as little
as possible. Instead, in an ‘Equitist Republitg very purpose of government will be grasped
as that of benefitingll its Citizens, not simply serving the interestaofultra-wealthy minim.

*[the words ‘humanocidal’ and “*humanocide’ refence ruling class policies bfPeople Are Pollutiofi ‘omni-genocide. For
more about such policies ségapitalism's Fatal Flaw, and the Way Forward: Platacy Publicly Proclaims Planned Planetary
Population Plummeting. GLOBAL STRATEGIC HYPOTHE $&#italismsfundamentalflaw-wayforward.blogspotng.




For example, any requesting Citizen might be detfitvith a miniaturized Al vital signs
monitor, invisibly portable and comfortably weambM/hen this ‘healthware’ detected the
signs of an approaching and dire, life-threatemmgglical event, e.g., a heart attack or stroke, it
would auto-transmit, wirelessly, a location/corwltialert, to special “911” operators. Such
operators would then immediately dispatch one efrtfost proximate, on-stand-by emergency
medical teams to apply likely life-saving treatmesithin minutes. Even apart from such
emergencies, each so-requesting Citizen wouldksdsefit from ade facto dailycontinual --

no longer jusannual at best automated-monitoring physical exam, with aufeeréng to

them and to their PCP if adverse health trends detected. And beyond such comprehensive
emergency and preventive care, an ‘Equitist Reputdin be expected to prioritize life-
enhancement and life-extension technologies, av&l@ll consenting Citizens, and achieved
by applying the fruits of nutritional science, \aath diet optimization — applying food itself as
preventive & health-enhancing medicine — & herhgd@ements, validated by well-funded &
continual testingof pro-health plants in randomized, double-blipkhcebo-controlled trials.

The trouble with capitalistpr-profit health “care”, is that the capitalist providerssath
“health” care do not make a profit unless you stial, and don’'t make the escalating profits
that their biggest stockholders demand unless pbeer-sicker.

‘Generalized Equity’ and Equality — A New “EqualdRis Amendment”. The ‘Equitist
Amendatory Annextonstitutionally establisheshe long-stalled “Equal Rights Amendment”,
In its sub-section 6.a. [see draft in Chapter ¥loly], but expands its provisions for equality
before the law to include, not only female Citizemst all Citizens, regardless of their religious
beliefs, or of their freedom therefrom, of theinmt heritage, of their birth gender, of their
sexual orientation, or of any “transgender traasiti The ‘Equitist Amendment’, Section 4,
and Section 7, and its ‘Amendatory Annex’, subisech.c, provide for reparations, i.e., for
“the correction of the past”, to help heal the amnhg, cumulative adverse consequences of
past inequities in the allocation of socio-econoregources. This new “ERA™ is, in
particular, motivated by the ‘singleness’ of therfaun race. In an ‘Equitist Republic’, what is
already true essentially will also become trueblysiand actuallythere is only one race of
people on this planet the human race It is mainly the “divide and conquer” psy-opstioé
ruling oligarchy, and of their “wholly-owned” massedia, that makes it seem otherwise to still
too many.




In Closing. All of this would also be but a neaysprelude taur higher destiny-

At the edge of this galaxy

At the brink of reality

A planet waits...

To turn the dust of a trillion worlds into bodiegthvpsyches

And to awaken its long-slumbering spirit.

Overcome, we, the ‘Darwin’s iblis’ within ourselyesd the cosmos will be our canvas.
We ourselves will be our works of art.

We ourselves will be our work of art.

‘Darwin’s iblis’. TheDarwinian and‘Meta-Darwinian’ shaping of the collective “‘fithess’™

of the human species — of the hunggmomeéhumanphenomeqcultureq dialectical complex
unity — as evinced by our rising self-reproductiate, expressed in the exponential expansion
of the modern human species, has made virtuallyotiadity of the landed surface of planet
Terra into our biological and social “‘ecosphete”

It has also built-into thajenome and itsohenomegcertainearly-on high-reproduction-rate-
facilitating fitness traits;ow no longer so Within the attained level gfresenthuman

sociality, these traits, especially susceptibtidythe power sicknessthreaten that sociality, its
further inherent potential for advancemeaven its very survival

These traits, in their unity, are what mean by ‘Darwin’s iblis’. This “iblis” isauftheben-
overcomable’ by advances in “‘the humanenome’ | especially via the provision of
comprehensiveésocio-political-economic’ “checks-and-balanceaid “countervailing
powers”, far beyond those established in the clgdi@onstitutions of the present, final
phase of human prehistory.

The word'iblis’ is a Middle Eastern term, for “‘the seed-formadf evil”’. For more about
this term, seeCyclical Time in Mazdaism and Ismailispiiy Henri Corbin, the sixth essay in
the anthology entitletMan and Time [Princeton U. Press, 1983as well asFons et Origo...”, by
Charles Muses, Chapter 5 in Rieronotopologyikiuwer-Nijhoff Publishing, Boston, 1945




Chapter Il . Dialectical ‘ Interview-Dialogue’: Seeking a Dialogical Definition

for a Higher Successor System to thiState ] Capitalist System

The interviewer'Questions, below, labeled v, juxtaposed to their ordinal number, are
Responded to by us, below, in comments labeledyi@so juxtaposed tiheir ordinals.

Q : First off, whatis Foundation Encyclopedia Dialectica__?

R : Itis the mythopoeic, aspirational model for trganizational vehicle designed to deploy
the works of th&oundation ’s first generation, and to propagate those wddgether with new
works, in theFoundation ’s succeeding generations.

Q : What is the mission, or purpose,Falindation Encyclopedia Dialectica _ [F.E.D.]?

R : Its mission is to re-establish the dialecticatimoe, this time as a readily-learnable recipe,
an ‘algorithmic heuristic’, but also on a firm sgi#ic and mathematical foundation, and to help
apply that method to the technological, scientiin@thematical, and social challenges — in
summary, to the daunting “‘psychohistorical’”’ dienges -- now confronting humankind.

This remit includes helping to apply this methodiésign and implement a deeper form of
democracy. This deeper democracy needs to beergsajainst the tendency of late capitalist,
political-only democracy to an oligopolistic oligliic degeneration imposed by the owners of
ultra-concentrated mega-capital, due to their daverthrow by technological obsolescence
depreciation of their hyper-concentrated holdingmaustrial fixed capital and its finance-
capital financing, via the escalating advancegiaductivity that capitalism itself incentivizes.

Q : GivenF.E.D.'s grand mission, what then is the main mission of your f@ak, within it?

R : This book aims to provide — perhaps for the firsie in the history of the movement to
supersede capitalism -dataileddesign for a higher successor system to the t¢igpggstem; a
successor that is profoundly more democratic, antbpndly more just and equitable, than
capitalism is, ever was, or ever could be. Preyl@nti-capitalist” revolutions founderei,

part, because of a taboo, e.g., in the Marxian movenagatinst specifying in any detail what
“socialism” was to mean. Partly as a result, tHaséi-capitalist” revolutions led, instead, to a
new, even more justice-less, even more murderowaise@en more despotic form of capitalism
itself: [proto-]state-capitalism. That new formazpitalism only preveniently presaged the
terminal, Orwellian destiny of all sustained natiboapitalist systems, as their ‘social self-re-
productive self-force’ of omni-productivity exceetl® threshold of ‘technodepreciating’ more
capital-value than its also-heightened mass ofitfpaidfls: totalitarian, ‘humanocidal’ state-
capitalism, as we shall show in later Parts of skeises. This lack of clarity about “socialism”
set the stage, in part, for ‘The Leninist Bait &witch’ — the substitution, for a society beyond
capitalism, of a novel pathway for the violent ggsg of the “primitive accumulation” of
industrial capital, and of a tyrannical commandrexuy, enforced by a vicious police state,
with the national state-bureaucracy as new rullags; and ade factoowner of all property.



These monstrous regimes were instituted by newgmedt state-bureaucratic ruling classes, of
new, proto-statecapitalist, formerly “Third World”, “semi-periphal’ nation-states, so as to
rapidly build military-industrial complexes capaloedefending each such national state-
bureaucracy, as national ruling-class, againsirifiaries of its foreign, capitalist-imperialist
enemies, to deter those enemies from reconqudrengdtional resources which those state-
bureaucratic ruling classes now “owned™”. Thisankind of capitalist national ruling class
liquidates or subordinates any internal privatetedipt class. It tendgsymptoticallytoward a
‘national super-corporation’ completion of statgitalism. This idealization is of completely-
concentrated, completely-consolidated, completelyt@lized completely-nationalized
national capitals. Such asymptotidormation would subsist by, in Orwellian fashion,
alternately and/or concurrently exchanging withd amarring with; competing with, and allying
with, other such ‘nation-ized’ capitals, in an Olvea version of a [state-]capitalist “world
market”. Lack of clarity about “socialism” alsotdske stage for the whole descending series of
tragediescum{arces, culminating in Putin’s kleptocracy, ‘EmpeXy’, Castro-oid Cuba,
Maduro-oid Venezuela, and the “progress” of Nortirda, from [l-equipped to Un-equipped!

This book’s critique, of the ‘missing blueprintgrfa trans-capitalist society, is also a criticism
of the work of Marx and Engels themselves, whaated this ban on blueprints, fearing a fall
into the trap of “utopian socialism”, and awaiti@gpirical clues to the ‘content-structure’ of
such a higher state of society in the self-actigitproletarians-in-revolution themselves.

To their credit, Marx and Engels did embrace th@ nerms of deeper democracy — which |
call ‘Marxian Democracy’ -- that emerged with tha8 Commune of 1871: governmental
representation only by delegates elected and meaidgtthe electoral bases that they are to
represent, and recallable and replaceable by ¢lesitoral base if their conduct in office fails to
meet with sufficient approval by that electoralda3he “Marxst” pseudo-Marxians — the
state-capitalist Leninists, Trotskyists, StalinisfRoists.et al, violently and mass-murderously
suppressed these norms, of course!

We have also adopted these Marxian norms of deleocracy in this text, together with
provisions for term-limitation, not only for allewoffices and institutions created by the
‘Equitist Constitutional Amendments’ and ‘Annex’gmosed herein, but also for keyisting
offices — e.g., for the President of the United&tdalready term-limited, but not yet
recallable], for the Justices of the Supreme Cmartt yet re-democratized at all], for the
members of both Houses of Congress [not yet temitdd or recallable], and for the
Commissioners of key Executive Branch Commissios yet re-democratized at all].

Q : Are you expecting the People of the United Stadesdopt and implement the draft
‘Equitist Amendments’ and ‘constitutionally-anneXsthtutes in this bookerbatin®

R : No. On the contrary, | would be happiest if t&a&l of adopting this text as some kind of
gospel, its readers wengspired -- andprovoked- by the deficiencies that they perceive in it, to
build a better blueprint, and then to hatplementthat better blueprint.



Q : You've covered theverall objectives of your new book. What are its spealfy political
objectives? In particular, most advocates of palitchange fall into one of two camps: Those
advocating even-bigger “Big Government” — more tsteapitalism”, as you say — and those
advocating “no government” — anarchists and utoplanxians. Where, in thigolitical
spectrum, do your proposals locate?

R : Most fundamentally, we advocate a nesonomics- ‘Equitist Economic Democracy’ --

as the solution to the dipmlitics of late, state capitalism. But, without right @going into

any detail on what we mean by “Economic Democral@t’me say this: we advocate a
synthesiof the worthy aspects of these opposites, stadistnanarchism. We advocate the
conservation of most national governmental buresties, plus the addition of some new
government agencies, but only bureaucracies teaaaredto be bodies of real public servants,
subordinated to the will of the people. Theming' is to be accomplished by way of
constitutionally requiring that the leaders of mdederal bureaucratic units be elected by the
people, and mandated, term-limited, and recalledgiésiceable by the people if their conduct
sufficiently offends their electorates. Our di@hstitutional amendments and ‘Annexed-
statutes’ call for the making sustainable of the tkeeorized, and historically-actualized,
historically-practiced, organs of anarchist sogiétythe formation of new, constitutionally
mandategolitical-economianstitutions — thele factolegal ‘institution-ization’ of workers’
councils, both workplace and residential, and ofipcers’ collectives, as socialized producers
cooperatives, all within the juridical frameworkafleeper -- aomprehensive- form of
‘Political-Economic Democracy

Q : You're proposingnassivepolitical change, which would requirareassivemajoritarian
movemento implement it nonviolently, in the midst of thest internecine and most deeply
divided state of the 2020+ American polity withwmithg memory. What does your text offer
that could bring together the warring fragments faations; that could possibly precipitate
such a united majoritarian movement? What do pooposals offer to the Left? To the Right?

R : Our proposals, in this book, offer, to both Lafitd Right, ssynthesi®f the worthy aspects
of their otherwise contending, lopsided and ultehatoxic tendencies.

Q : What do your book’s proposals offer that couldeb#braced by the U.S. political Right?

R : We offer a new system which daast outlaw private capitalism, but which requiresoit t
compete -- for both customers and workers -- wamdcratically self-governed producers’
cooperatives, in which the producer-members dduonethey will be treated by managements
elected from among themselves, and recallable épslelves if those managements’ conduct
sufficiently offends the working majority.



Our proposed system doest outlawany of the existing forms of property, and also adel& n
forms of “individual property”. Every one of thewly-recognizechumanrights that it would
establish is based upon a new individor@pertyright.

And it holds Citizens accountable -- responsiblie the context of their new and old rights.

For example, by its new -- completely-portable,saesepersonal-- social safety netvia its
new, ‘Citizen Birthright’ trusts, it gives everyweCitizen “skin in the game”, a stake in their
society. If they commit crimes, they will part Wisome or even all of their trust fund, as
reparations for the damages that they have indliafgon their victims.

Many Citizens, especially poverty-born Citizengnttanti-social” because, growing up, they
perceive U.S. society to be ‘anti-them’, often nmaralisly so, at the hands of police and other,
typically ‘Social-Darwinist’, official agents. Binright Equity’s ‘self-investment’, by our
societyin itself, by its provision of baseline life-opportunitieven to those “born on the wrong
side of the tracks”, thereby asserts to them, mistakable, material terms, that their society is
also their stakeholdean investoiin them. Since their society would thus no longer beasti-
them’, most might also choose to themselves tumyawom an ‘anti-society’ life of crime.

And, since their trust funds are provided from abassets, they aret allowed irresponsibility
in their spending of those funds. Spending plagsiire prior approval by a new institution —
yes, a new government agency, but tameedby direct electoral accountability, recallability
and court appeal -- to guard against the potefitiaral hazards” of those funds’ provision.

Another example: Qualifying, self-organized Citize@ollectives can be granted the usufruct
of socially-owned means of production, those calidgdn their Qualifying business plans, and
thus constituting that Collective as a market-catngeproducers’ cooperative. But this will
happen only if an also Citizen’s self-organizedalgying, and government-chartered bank-
cooperative is willing to risk their own solvenayfund these means of production -- and only
as long as that producers’ co-op continues to jpak o society a monthly rent, proportionate
to the cost of producing their means of productanrd the cost of acquiring the real estate
necessary to house those means of production.

Citizen’s Cooperatives are granted, by right, étiQualify, this opportunity for ‘collective
entrepreneurship’, and for ‘collective self-emplagmti. However, to sustain this opportunity,
they must manage themselves so as to remain seiensurvive and even thrive -- in market
competition with other such Citizens’ cooperativesg with private capitalist and corporate-
capitalist, Capital Equity enterprises as well.

Nor is life in a Citizens’ Cooperative either fodceponall workers, or handed to them “on a
silver platter”.

Waged and salaried employment would remain to ajaplior those who prefer it, to all able-
bodied Citizens, for as long as private-capitalist] corporate-capitalist, Capital Equity
enterprises successfully compete against Citizétesvardship Equity cooperative enterprises.



Still-permitted state-capital/public enterprisedl aiso offer such more traditional employment,
unless the monopoly conditions that led to theitestakeover are overcome by sufficient
numbers of new, competing Capital Equity and/on@teship Equity enterprises.

Those whalo wish for cooperative employment must work har@telify for it. The forming
of a Citizens’ Collective, promulgating its Qualiig By-Laws, and a Business Plan that will
attract sufficient support from one or more Citigdmank cooperatives, involves substantial,
albeit affordable, personal expense and persofat &br each Citizen-Member of that
Collective. Success in graduating to a Citizermoerative is not guaranteed. It likely
requires considerable effort and growth to achieet “graduation”.

But lack of accumulated, e.g., of inherited, cdmtalonger blocks access to this opportunity.

Likewise, the locally-elected Public Boards of [@t@'s will be internalized to the inside of
someenterprises, both capitalist and cooperative. s€®oards will regulate the externalities
of only those enterprises that produce and coercively sepollution and/or other “external
costs”, above the legislated, estimated civil-dagsagreshold, upon their local publics. The
elected, mandated, and recallable Public Boardgwi¢ Citizens a ‘democratic, grassroots
regulation’ channel for the remediation and for pinevention of the “externalities” that threaten
their own and their families’ quality of lifend their very lives

This new channel will likely be far more effectigeredressing Citizen’s pollution grievances
than the failing traditional channels: unaccourgal@dadily “polluter-captured”, “revolving-
door” governmenta¢xternalregulatory bureaucracies, and increasingly-undéble and
“rigged” civil lawsuits.

However, if these local electorates mandate thali® Directors to charge externalities taxes,
fees, and fines that are unfairly high, they rigkidg employers — capitalist and cooperative
alike — and hence their own employment opportusiiibeit of their vicinities. Thus, to be
successful, such Citizens must moderate the masttaethey elect, holding them within the
bounds of fairness, of justice —eduity.

The Equitist ‘Right to Privacy Amendment’, includiedrein, recognizes each law-abiding
Citizen’s personal information as th&ersonal Propertynot to be usurped by any government
agency, NGO, public corporation, private corpomatigole proprietorship, Stewardship Equity
Cooperative, or private cooperative, unless givaor permission, by that Citizen, written and
time-limited, and also with “due consideration” -emetary or other valuable compensation,
acceptable to that Citizen -- for the use of thitizé€n’s personal information personal property.

The ‘Equitist Reproduction Rights Amendment’, gisoposed in this text, providesgnthesis
solution to the “antinomy” of the mother’s sovereigght to choice regarding the disposition of
her body, versus her unborn child’s right to liviehis proposes a solution to one of the most
divisive, contentious conundrums by which the milatigarchy keeps Americans tearing at
each others’ throats, and thereby too “divided @ntjuered” to mount much resistance to the
rapidly-advancing dictatoriat,people are pollutioh, “humanocidal agenda of that oligarchy.



Q : What do your book’s proposals offer that couldeb#braced by the U.S. political Left?

R : For the liberatory Left — not for the authorita] pro-state-capitalist, Lenino-Stalinoid
“Left” — what we propose herein meets that Lefttalg for the democratic self-management of
and by worker’s, via Citizen Stewardship Equity; éorobust social safety net for all Citizen’s,
via Citizen Birthright Equity; and for considerat®other than profit maximization alone, at
any social cost, to control the conduct of econosniterprises, via Citizen Externality Equity.
The latter provision internalizes, to inside theamts of the polluting enterprises, the pollution
social costs and other “external costs” producetlisaposed, coercively, upon “third party”
Citizens, by those enterprises. It does so indfigoopulist form of ‘grassrootdemocratic
regulation’. It thus offers an alternative, foitizeéns to effectively redress their pollution
grievances, to the waning efficacy of external gauicratic governmental agency regulation, by
agencies ever more easily “captured” by the “Bigielg’ of the ruling capitalist oligarchy, and
of increasingly unaffordable and “rigged” civil adlitigations.

The ‘Equitist Constitutional Annex’ offers an enlsad version of the Equal Rights
Amendment, precluding Congress and the Statesiinaking any law that denies or abridges
equal rights before the law on grounds of gendd@ralso on grounds of religious belief, or
absence thereof, of ethnic heritage, of sexuahtaten, or due to gender transition.

Furthermore, the ‘Equitist constitutional amendrmentbles the majority class — the working/-
middle class — to become the political-economic-denatic ruling class, by making key offices
of the Federal Executive, Legislative, and JudiBi@nches of government not only elected, but
also mandated, term-limited, and recallable --udilg the President [already term-limited], the
Supreme Court Justices, Congressional Represasgatind Senators, and Commissioners of
key Executive-Branch Commissions.

Q : Are you calling, in this book, for an “Equitissbcial revolution?

R :Yes in the sense of a social revolution, in what Meaked the “the capital-relation”, as
the predominant ‘social relation for societal geHproduction’ of our society. We are calling
for a ‘social relations revolution’ that would camge, but also transform and elevate, that
‘Capital-only Equity’ social relation, into a new, higher ‘sdaialation of societal self-re-
production’ that v name ‘Generalized Equity’. That higher sociahtien still conserves the
first form of economic equity, Capital Equity, baota democratically ““contained’™ and
constrained form. The main, specific, new ‘soosétions for social re-production’ -- the three
new kinds of Equity, “‘added” to the Capital Egy kind within that ‘General Equity’ overall
kind -- we name ‘Citizen Birthright Equity’, ‘Citen Externality Equity’, and ‘Citizen
Stewardship Equity’.

No, in the sense of\@dolentregime change. The violence of a ‘violentist’gkrion is too
tragic, too costly in human suffering, too sorrolittube sanctioned. And its lawless violence
sets the stage for a new, equally lawless tyrativiget the new boss, same as the old boss”.



We advocate rule-of-law-based, electoral, legistabased, and constitutional-amendment-
based social transformatioemly, usingonly “rule-of-law”-lawful means.

The Russian people, in the context of a full-ongeektate -- albeit through yearssaimizdat
secret circulation of state-forbidden manuscripterged a society-wide consensus by which
they were able to overthrow one of the most viciaung violent dictatorships in the history of
humanity, with little if any mass violence on thewn part.

Violence did not descend until the external, rioligarchy forces of the “West” -- which the
Russian people coultbt overthrow from inside Russia — descended uponi&ussll-bent on
“making an example” of the Russian people, in pumient for their democratic aspirations.

We, the American people, in a society where thepdatate agenda of the ruling oligarchy is
not yet so advanced as was that of the “Soviettpedtate, should be able to do better, with
even less transitional violence, once we are safftty united. And we will be overthrowing,
by legal means, the very oligarchy whose “secretices” and armies have violently aborted
not only the “Soviet” peoples’ bid for democracyt the bids for democracy of so many other
peoples, over the course of the twentieth cenfarg,of the twenty-first century to-date.

Q : Your proposals eschew any provision for censtate-based economic planning, often
considered to constitute the very essence of ssicgdonomics. Why?

R : Central economic planning would tend to credteomxmand economy”, prone to
degeneration into a police state, enforcing a thcsip of, by, and for the state central
planners. “Democratic planning” tries to subsattiieconsciousanticipation of théuture, e.g.,
of thenext-periodaggregat@meeds and wantef the entire population, via -- thus likely
interminable and insufferably tedious — people’sdeative assemblies. We hold that it is
better to let the daily, actuaompetitivemarket, buyer activitpy the peoplalecide the
production budget, the prices, the qualities, dedquantities of the goods and services
produced to serve the needs and desiféise people This is also because the provision of
economicchecks and balances is the core “‘Equitist”’adrgy to avert the oligarchy’s planned
dictatorship, by thereby reviving also tpelitical checks and balances, presently subverted by
the capture of all three political branches of gaweent by the “Big Money”, and by the ‘Big
Threats’, of the ruling capitalist oligarchy. Matkcompetition is an already-existing, if
‘oligopolistically-endangeredgconomiccheck and balance -- against excessive prices,
defective product/service quality, and bad custoseevice. Its seeddready and still exist
within the [state-]capitalist system, and, in olaw, those seeds need to bhet “abolished”,

but conserved and enhancedaufhebenated’ up -- albeit in newly-constrained, equitably-
constrained forms, into the [state-]capitalist eggs higher successor system. Market
competition among socialized producers’ cooperatisewe hold, an initially indispensable
economic check and balance against the oppresspada¢ion of prices, combined with the
abysmal, insufferable degeneration of product &mdice quality, and the abhorrent reign of
customeDIS-service, that monopolies bring -- state-monopaied private monopolies alike.



However, democratic nation-wide plannisgeasible, we hold, with regard to public works,
public infrastructure, especially for publichwnedinfrastructure, which is already a form of
social property. ‘Citizen Externality Equity’ prsvons in the draft ‘Equitist Amendment’ that
we present herein call for the elected and redallBhbblic Directors sitting at geographical
scales larger than that of the enterprise-intezadliPublic Boards of Directors — the
‘Associations of Public Directors’ — to mediatestiliemocratic, grassroots socio-political-
economic planning. These Associations providéheoenterprise-embedded Public Directors,
annual, detailed, button-compulsoryresolutions and recommendations regarding ‘mega-
zoning' — the deployment of the physical plant of seociety. Such advice would cover, e.g.,
greenbelts, public park spaces, sprawl mitigatisstancing/isolation/sequestration, or, e.g.,
seclusion of the enterprise plants that presengitbatest externality hazards, away from
population centers, etc. The Public Boards camstdo incorporate this advice into their
enterprise-level negotiations. These Associatades, building-up from morcal, more
detailed drafts by the smaller scale Associatioogjpile a single draft, integrated by the
‘National Association of Public Directors’: an armhtNational Social Infrastructure
Maintenance and Enhancement Proposal’. This Pabjmapdated and presented annually to
the National Office of the Custodian of Social Redp. This proposal isot binding on the
National Office, but the National Office is mandate consider this proposal in developing its
own annual ‘National Infrastructure Maintenance &mthancement Plan’.

Q : Your proposals seem to fly in the face of Mamtsscriptions, in hi€ritigue of The
Gotha Program for within even the lowest stage of communistetyc-- for the abolition of
the commodity, of money, of capital/wage-labortled stateand of the very law of value
itself. Why?

R : First of all, let me say, that we do not regardr¥Is writings as any kind of “gospel”,
“sacred scripture”, or “holy writ”. Unfortunatelgpome ‘MartSTs have yet to grasp Marx’s
critique of religions. We regard the main contehMarx’s writings asscientific hypotheseso
betested If their assertions are contravened by expedgacextrapolate to a future state of
society whose possibility historical experiencedshreason rejects, then they are to be
considered as falsified, unless rehabilitated bsrlather experiences.

Indeed, the highest homage that one can pay testorib scientific genius, such as Marx, is to
scientifically critique, and tocritically continue and extendheir work, in the process of also
assimilating the wealth of humanity’s historicapexience subsequent to that genius’s lifetime.
Theaufheben-extensioof Marx’s work may thus include — most likelyustinclude -- the
reasoned and evidence-basefiitationof someof his hypotheses and expectations.

To this point, note also that Marx and Engels thedwes didnot consider their work to be
somehow complete and eternal. They hoped-agaaps-tihat their successors in the socialist
movement would both continue and improve upon theémittedly unfinished worlgritically.



Marx, in particular, was rarely satisfied with witegt wrote “yesterday”, re-writing it “today”
when he got the chance -- developing and advargswgork by his continual self-critique.

Secondly, let me note that “abolitionist languageiacks of “abstract negation”, as opposed to
dialectical, “determinate negation”, and itseli€#l in the face” of the dialectical reason that
Marx and Engels championed as the very heart ofntodology of their work.

Many passages of their writings, where the GermardvWaufheben” has been translated into
English by a form of the word “abolition”, shouldve been translated by an English word for
the German wordufheben For“aufheben” is the ‘dialectic descriptopar excellence It
means simultaneously taegate” [de-posifion] andre-posifion]] and to“conserve”, by
‘positionalelevation’of -- the object being qelfjaufheberd’ -- to a higher level or scale. In
other cases, where Marx or Engels themselves us#idi@nist language, they would have
better served science by replacing that languatedialectical /aufhebenistlanguage.

In short, the “abolitions” that you list would betber described daufhebenations’, i.e., as
‘the aufheberof the commodity, thaufheberof money, theaufheberof the capital/wage-labor
‘social relation of social re-production’, tia@fheberof the state, and ‘th@ufheberof the very
law of value itself’.

For example, our Citizen Stewardship Equity pranstonstitutes aaufheberof the wage-
labor “social relation of production” that is ceadtto capitalism -not its abstract negation

The “associated producers” [Marx] of a ‘Citizen\8#&edship Equity’ socialized producers’
cooperative are ‘collective self-employees’, aslasl‘collective entrepreneurs’.

By majority votes, they mandate and elect, from agnihemselves -- and can recall and replace
— their own, also term-limited, managers.

They legislate, by majority vote, their working cltions, hours, hourly compensation rates,
the prices of their output products and/or servie&s,aware of the constraints of successful
market competition with other Stewardship Equitytemprises and with remaining Capital
Equity enterprises as welin their field.

Each Steward-Member of a Stewardship Cooperativesdwmdividual property” [Marx] in that
Membership. That Member therefore enjoys not boefwo streams of income: compensation
for hours worked in that Cooperative, ansharein a part of the annual net operating surplus
of that Cooperative — the part designated for ithstion by majority vote of the Steward-
Members. That share in “profit” is proportionalttee hours worked in that Cooperative during
that year by that Steward-Member, as a percentatle dotal hours worked by all of the
Steward-Members in that Cooperative during that.yea

Finally, let me say that my direct experience, mdes -- and my intuition, born of that
experience and of those studies -- tell me thahenmmediate aftermath of a majority class
revolution — nonviolently, electorally overthrowitige political dominance of the capitalist,
oligarchic ruling class -- the immediate “abolitipfof the commodity, of money, of



capital/wage-labor, of the state, and of the vavy of value itself’, inot a realistic objective.
It is not a feasible achievement. Itnst areal possibility.

In short, it is dutopian [“socialist” ]” fantasy, a“heaven on Earth
a bridge too far, and a bridge to nowhere.

socialistmyth'. It is both

Some “socialists” whom | have encountered seebetevethat a revolution against the
capitalist oligarchy — especiallyaolent revolution — will somehow magically “cleanse” the
working class of its capitalist habits and of igpitalist, ideologicainentalité They seem to
think that it will make the majority class instanteady to dispense with, and to expertly
replace, “the commodity, money, capital, wage-labo state, and the very law of value
itself”, with a usuallytotally unspecified‘'something else”. Perhaps that “something elbat t
they hope for would be “the power of the revoludonworkers’ councils”, but with nary a
notion as to how to adjudicate disagreements amsoaly “workers’ councils” themselves,
except via even further violengékely leading at length to dictatorship anew

This is a belief that | doot share.

Q : If your proposed system does not abolish thetabgti “law of value”, how can that
system avoid devastation bBperiodic economic recession and depression crises?

R : There are several key features of the ‘Equi@sblutionary reforms’ proposed herein that
work against the continuation of economic recesaiwhdepression crises in ‘Equitist systems’.

The first is that ‘Citizen Stewardship Equity coogteves’, when they encounter a downturn in
demand for their output, are required by law tolapgductions in work hourtor all of their
Steward-Members, before even consideringlapgffsto zero work hourdor any Steward-
Member. This helps brake the vicious, downwardadipig vortex -- of layoffs due to declining
demand, reducing incomes, hence further reducingadd, thus driving further layoffs — that
drives and amplifies capitalist downturns. Of smyr'Stewardship enterprises’ must comprise
a sufficient percentage of all enterprises for breking mechanism to become determinative.

The second such feature is the state-supportetecHtipported Obsolescence Depreciation
Insurance/Risk Management Program, central to f&&uwconomics’. We hold that delayed
recognition of Obsolescence Depreciation losses agoumulation of the resulting potential

illiquidity, resulting therefrom, to a breaking pai is the root cause of capitalist crises.

Accelerated and compensated recognition of thahftedepreciation’ is the key to their cure.

That accelerated recognition, and the compensafingsured enterprises for the resulting
losses, by replacingyratis, their obsolescent means of production, and,erctises of Capital
Equity enterprises, without their having to incemndebt-service obligations to acquire the
new, competitive means of production, on top ofrtbentinuing debt-service obligations on
their obsolete, e.gscrappedformer means of production isgwold, a key element of the cure
for capitalist crises, albeit requiring a move bayeapitalism. It is key, whether the



enterprises insured against ‘technodepreciatianCapital Equity or Stewardship Equity
enterprises.

It is yet another form of injustice, of inequithat improvements in industrial productivity —
and in the self-productivity of humanity, raisirigetrate of human-societal self-re-production,
hence advancing thmeta-Darwinian fitness’ of the human species — technokigains for
humanity that benefit humanity as a whole, inclgdin one way, the holders of the, suddenly
obsolescent, fixed capital plant and equipment, gpically of the bank loans that bought it,
should impose catastrophic losses on the propadyoa the livelihoods of the latter alone,
without redress. ‘Equitist Political-Economic Deonacy’ — ‘Generalized Equity’ and ‘Equitist
Social Risk Management’ -- must redress that fofmequity along with all of inequity’s other
forms. Indeed, it was the reaction against thastrce, by the powerful who suffered it, and
who feared its further exactions upon them to cdivet,led to the ‘descendence phase’ of the
capitalist system in the first place, and, at langs the ‘humanocidal’ agenda of that oligarchy.

Careful and credible computer simulation modelirgg-, multi-agent system modeling or
agent-based simulation modeling -- should be cotedijto see to what degree and under what
conditions the above-noted anti-crisis measuresafraglbeing efficacious in crisis prevention.
Such modeling should be conducted, e.qg., for varfeampositions” of the modeled ‘Equitist
political-economies’ in terms of Stewardship entesgs percentage, as well as in terms of their
Obsolescence Insurance coverage percentage, etc.

The third such feature is that the money supplhefUnited States Dollar will, in the ‘Equitist
system’, be managed by the elected, mandated,lteited, and recallable Commissioners of a
National OfficeMonetary Commissigmo longer under the non-elected Board Membetiseof
elitist, oligarchy-contrived Federal Reserve Systdts well known that the typic@roximate
timing-determining cause of U.S. economic downtusnsver-escalation of short term interest
rates by the Federal Reserve. Elected and reahaltional Monetary Commissioners would
be held close to the American people’s agenda foratary policy, no longer to the hidden
agendas of oligarchy-influenced and/or oligarchlgsauvient appointees.



Chapter 11l . ‘Equitist Political-Economic Democracyas an“ Organic Systen.

In Marx’s manuscript draft, which its editors pastiously entitled Foundations of the
Critigue of Political Economy [“ Grundriss€ ], Marx wrote as follows about the nature of the
capitalist system as a “organic system”, and atmunature of “organic systems” in general —

“While in the completed bourgeois system every esconoelation presupposes every other in
its bourgeois economic form, and everything posgdtius also a presupposition, this is the
case with every organic system. This organic systeelf, as a totality, has its presuppositions,
and its development to its totality consists prelgisn subordinating all elements of society to
itself, or in creating out of it{.S.: i.e., out of sociefythe organs which itq.S.: the capitalist systehstill
lacks. This is historically how iK[s.: the capitalist systehbecomes a totality.[Karl Marx, Grundrisse,

M. Nicolaus, translator, Penguin, 1973, p.]278

This chapter purposes to anticipate the holististeamaticity’ of ‘Equitist Political-Economic
Democracy’assuch an “organic system” — and also §ssgché-icsystem’, i.e., an “organic
system”, thatunlike pre-human and contemporary exo-hurbartogical organisms, is one that
IS mediated at every turn Ilyaman _psycheand by theit*“psychohistorical’” dynamics.

But first, before describing the organic dynamitam ‘Equitist system’ as if it were already
present, let's note that “organic systems” don&add instantaneously from heaven, already
fully-formed, without any history of genesis. Tiwgin of any real “organic system” needs to
be accounted for in terms of the seeds that itdgmessor “organic system” contained, seeds
that sprouted, while still inside that predecessoganic system”, and whose sprouting led to
the transition from predecessor to successor “ecgaistem”.

Marx, in a letter to Engels dd. Aprif® 1858, stated that share capital — stockholddtatap
equity — involving the proto-economic-democratitpiple of shareholdengotingon the
management of their enterprise, ahm@ringin its proceeds, in proportion to the number of
shares that they own, is the seed form of the ssoc€organic system” to the capitalist
“organic system”, the successor system that weeliitist political-economic democracy’,
albeit that this seed form is still burdened witwis reflecting its capitalist exclusive equity --
integument. Marx wrote as follow&Capital falls into four sections. ...;
<+ 11*x1 *
I # ED.

At the conclusion o€apital, volume |, Marx wrote of the expected condition of the assed
producers in the successor system to capitalisimna@sn which they would no longer be wage-
workers — “propertyless” proletarians — but the evaof a new and higher form of property,
transcending capitalist property, which he nathedividual property —
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In Capital, volume IIl, Marx wrote oftwo seed forms of capitalism’s successor system, then
already evident within the capitalist system --dsms immanent in the very nature of the
capitalist system, latent at first, but manifestavgr more with that system’s self-development:

“In stock companies...function is divorced from cdptanership, hence also labour is entirely
divorced from ownership of means of production aaplus-labour.This result of the

ultimate development of capitalist production imacessary transitional phase towards the
reconversion of capital into the property of prodess, although no longer as the private
property of the individual producers, but rathetresproperty of associated producees
outrightsocial property On the other hand, the stock company is a tiangioward the
conversion of all functions in the reproductiongess which still remain linked with capitalist
property, into mere functions of tlagsociated produceysnto socialfunctions.”

“This is the abolition[the «aufheben» —E.D. Editord Of the capitalist mode of production within

the capitalist mode of production itsgland hence a self-dissolving contradiction, whpdma
facierepresents a mephase of transition to a new form ¢K.S.: social self-regroduction

It manifests itself as such a contradiction ireffects. It establishes a monopoly in certain
spheres and thereby requires state interferencepribduces a new financial aristocracy, a new
variety of parasites in the shape of promoterssidpéors, and simply nominal directors; a
whole system of swindling and cheating by meansogboration promoting, stock issuance,
and stock speculation. It is private productiothaut the control of private property. ...”

“The co-operative factorie®f the labourers themselvespresent within the old form the first
sprouts of the newalthough they naturally reproduce, and must réypce, everywhere in their
actual organization, all the shortcomings of thevailing system. Buhe antithesis between
capital and labour is overcome within thenf at first only by way of makinghe associated
labourersinto their own capitalist i.e., by enabling them tase the means of production for
the employment of their own laboyive call this transitional fortworkers capitalism]' — E.D. Editord.”



“They show how a new mode of production naturallywrs out of an old onewhenthe development of the
material forces of productiorand of the correspondirigrms of social productiorfK.S.: “social relations of
production”] have reached a particular stage. Wlittlihe factory system arising out of the capitatiede of
production there could have been no co-operatis®®ifees. Nor could these have developed without the credit
systemarising out of the same mode of production. Tieglit system is not only the principal basis fa th
gradual transformation of capitalist enterprisée rapitalist stock companies, but equaifiers the means for
the gradual extension of coperative enterprises on a more or less nationalsc...”

“Thecapitalist stock companiess much as theo-operative factoriesshould be considerathnsitional
forms fromthe capitalst mode of productiorto the associated onevith the only distinction that the

antagonism is resolved negatively in the one, asitigely in the other...”

Thus, in Marx’s view, as in mine, both capital, kestve equity, and worker-owned producers’
cooperatives -- wherein the worker’s collectivelyrotheir own capital, and compete in
capitalist markets with other such cooperativesastas with capital equity firms, whose
capital isnot owned by their wage-workers -- are the twin seedthin capitalisms, of the
higher successor “organic system” to the capitatisjanic system”, the higher system herein
called ‘generalized equity’, or ‘equitist politiceatonomic democracy’.
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Flows of Funding Let us first envision the flows of funding amatihg key “organs” of the
“‘Equitist’” “organism”: “Follow the money”. Wewill organize this envisioning via a
description and explication of diagram Ill.1., pasbn the second-to-next page. In this
diagram, arrowed solid lines indicate steady flovstowed dashed or dotted lines indicate
episodic flows. The top rung of this diagram iattlabeled ‘U.S. Citizens/Electorate’, denoting
the majority class as the new ruling class. Tleids the U.S. electorate as having become the
leading stratum of our society, and of an “orgasyistem” whichfor the first timeactualizesa
government “of the people, by the people, andtiergeople”. Every rung below that ruling
rung consists mainly of excerpts from this top-nragng entity, of that entity’s governance
“by the people”. For the latter phrase to descréadity, the majority class must govern
democratically, and not only in a politically demakc way, but in an economically democratic
way as well.

National Office of the Custodian of Social Property The central organ of the democratic
economicself-governance of this envisioned “organic systefrsociety we name the ‘National
Office of the Custodian of Social Property’, sodbda in diagram IIl.1, posted below.

It receives funding as voted by the peopf@étical representatives in Congress.

It also receives funding, independently of Congrass independently of the Executive
Branch’s Department of the Treasury, via Citizenexality Equity Public Boards of

Directors, in the form of Enterprise Externalitiéses and Fines, and from Citizen Stewardship
Equity Producers’ enterprises, in the form of SoRints, and, from enterprises enrolled in its
Obsolescence Depreciation Insurance Program [‘GDHees’] — Stewardship Equity and,
likely, some Capital Equity enterprises alike -the form of their monthly Obsolescence
Depreciation Insurance premiums.

This independent funding we hold to be crucialeast at the beginning of the ‘social-relations-
of-social-reproduction-revolutionizing’ transitiaa ‘Equitist Political-Economic Democracy’,
lest the results of one transient Congressionatieleenable the starvation of the new ‘Equitist
institutions’ in their entirety. Any of the new ¢fitist institutions’ should be subject to repeal

or other modification only by the democratic, “duecess-of-law”, “rule-of-law” route of
further Constitutional Amendment, including of r&ans to the ‘Amendatory Annex’.
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That National Office delivers income to its ChagtéSocial Bank Stewardship Co-ops, as their
share of its Social Rents income from the Citizeew@rdship Producers’ Co-ops. That income
compensates Social Banks for providing their Spatsp, Means of Production Underwriting,
and Credit Management to the Citizen Stewardshigtizdroducers’ Co-ops. The Office also
delivers some of the funding, from its independemtnue sources, to the Citizen Birthright
Equity Social Trust Funds. In addition, the Natib®ffice budgets annual operations expenses
funding to the five Tribunals systems, the new teystems established by the “‘Equitist™
Amendment and its ‘Constitutional Annex’. Furthens, the National Office delivers a share
of its Congressionally-funded annual National Iriwemnts Fund to each of its Chartered Social
Banks. A Social Bank applies this funding to pmec@and to provide the use of, land and other
Means of Production Social Property to each Cit@ewardship Equity Producers’ Co-op
sponsored and underwritten by that Social Bank .o-he Office delivers Obsolescence
Depreciation Insurance payout funds, or, by elactibthe insured, replacement means of
production in kind, to each enterprise subscrilbhgn Obsolescence Depreciation Insurance
policy, each time advances in plant and equipmesigts lead to the declaration of a new
National Office Means of Production Standard fgiveen Business Branch Category. The
Office pays, to the winning contractors — Capitquly and Stewardship Equity enterprises
alike — selected via competitive bidding, for protduand services successfully delivered by
those firms, to the Office’s annual National Infrasture Maintenance and Enhancement
Program. Finally, through its elected, mandatedaltable, and term-limited Monetary
Commissioners, this Office also decides the U.Slabaoney supply, delivered via the
Executive Branch U.S. Treasury Department.

Citizen Birthright Equity [C.B.E.] Closestpersonally to the U.S. Citizenry top category, is
the Citizen Birthright Equity Social Trust FundsrAuhistration. Each coveredCitizen can
request a partial disbursement from their individtiéizen’s Birthright Equity Social Trust
Fund, by application to that Administration. Thatministration will remit the requested funds
to that Citizen if the requested use of those fundsts the Constitutional, statutory, and
regulatory standards in the Administration’s judg®iy or if mandated to do so by a Tribunal
for Birthright Equity Court Order(s). As part apdrcel of such Court Order(s), the Tribunal
will also decide to what degree the Administratiang to what degree the Citizen(s) who
brought their formal protest against an Administratdecision or decisions before the Tribunal,
will be billed by the Tribunal for the costs of thiggation. Such costs of litigation, though
significant, must be maintained at an affordablelleeven when the entire cost of such
litigation ends up being borne by an individualif£&h, so as not to “chill” in advance
legitimate recourse to such litigation.

[Initially, only those born after the date of adoptof the ‘Equitist Amendment’ will be covered ByB.E. social trust funds.]



Citizen Externality Equity . Closestresidentially to the U.S. Citizenry top line, are the
elected, mandated, recallable, and term-limitedi®@brectors of the Boards of Public
Directors that co-manage the Externalities Prodacfinnual Budgets from inside each covered
Stewardship Equity or Capital Equity enterprisedopted annual Externalities Budgets are
Public Records, transmitted to the proximate |lacal to the national Tribunal for Externality
Equity, and viewable by any Citizen. Such co-mamagnt applies only to enterprises
generating local external costs that exceed thall Hgreshold of estimated civil damages
beyond which Citizen Externality Equity’s grassiyatemocratic regulation of their
externalities production is required by the ‘Eatitonstitution’ and law. Negotiations between
each such enterprise’s own Board of Directorspoall operation management committee, and
its internalized Public Board of Directors, decide Annual Externalities Budget for each such
enterprise. Those negotiations also decide thergality Fees for the amount of externality
production still permitted per that Budget, and Ex¢ernality Fines for violations of such
negotiated and agreed-to Externality ProductionushiBudgets, as well as such Fees and/or
Fines as ordered, after litigation, by a TriburmalExternality Equity. As part and parcel of
each such Court Order, the ordering Tribunal wibandicate to what degree the enterprise,
and to what degree the Public Board of Directagardless of which party brought the
Externality Equity Action before the Tribunal, wilk billed to reimburse the Tribunal for the
costs of the resulting litigation. Such costsitigation, though significant, must be maintained
at an affordable level, even when the entire cbstioh litigation ends up being borne by only
one of the parties to the litigation, so as naldter in advance legitimate recourse to such
litigation. Charges to enterprises for their Faed/or Fines -- as assessed by their internalized
Public Boards of Directors -- are paid, by the ofimg enterprise, whether a Capital Equity or
a Stewardship Equity enterprise, to the Nationdic®fof the Social Property Custodian. If an
enterprise’s management holds that its assessetnakty Fees and/or Fines are excessive, it
has standing to protest these assessment to tkienpte Tribunal for Externality Equity.

Citizen Stewardship Equity. Closestpccupationally-- to that portion of the U.S. Citizenry
who successfully choose ‘collective entrepreneprstaollective self-employment’, and
democratic enterprise self-governance and self-gemant for their way of life at work -- are
the governing institutions of Citizen Stewardshguiy. These institutions include the
National Office of the Custodian of Social Propatself, its Chartered Social Banks, and the
Tribunals for Citizen Stewardship Equity, for Sed¢taoductivity Advancement, and for Social
Property Equity. Citizens self-organize their fnd“democracy at work” by joining together
in forming/founding, and by jointly funding, out tfeir own resources, a Citizen Stewardship
Collective. They decide, in drafting the By-Lawidleeir Collective, whether to choose a
Producers’ Cooperative or a Social Bank mode oiv&tdship Equity enterprise.

[We are indebted, for key design features of thiizén Stewardship Equity’ “Pillar” of ‘Equitismto David Schweickart, via his
booksAgainst Capitalism[1993, Cambridge University Press] afsfier Capitalism[2002, Rowan & Littlefield].




The Citizen Stewardship Equity provisions of thguiist Amendment’ and its ‘Constitutional
Annex’ are crafted to avert falling into the pitéabf previously promulgated and/or enacted
plans for “participatory economies”, industrial deeracy or workplace democracy, workers’
control, labor-managed economies, workers’ demicsatf-management [“‘autogestion’],
workers’ co-management [“co-determination” or “cety@n”], workers’ ownership of capital
[e.g., “employee stock ownership plang”and for workers-owned producers’ cooperatives.

These pitfalls include economic democratizatiomgplaith the following features —

1. Societywide imposition of workplace democracy uporall enterprises and uponall
workers, whether or not they want it Stewardship Equity requires considerable expense
and efforts by the would-be Citizen Stewards, toffa Citizen Stewardship Collective, to
promulgate qualifying By-Laws, and a Social-Bankaadtive Business Plan, all of this
demonstrating a commitment to and desire for a deatic way of life in their work-lives.

2. Workers’ partial selfmanagement democracybut with workers not as full owners of
their enterprise, and with non-worker owners’' representativesmanagement still present
and in power. This sets up a situation of perpetual interoalflict, with workers at a power-
disadvantage, thus likely degenerating into workawatrol in name only — into a sham.

3. Workers’ Buy-Outs of formerly Capitalist(s)-owned enterprises This approach suffers
from the essential predicament of the capitalistkmg class: Workers’ chronically lack
sufficient capital to fund such buy-outs, withomturring solvency-endangering levels of debt.

4. Workers’ democratically governed producers cooperatives fully workers-owned from
their inception. This approach likewise suffers from, preciséhg definitive condition of the
capitalist working class: Workers’ chronically laslfficient capital to fund such start-ups,
without incurring solvency-endangering level of deb

Citizen Stewardship Producers Cooperatives If a Citizen Stewardship Collective chooses,
by majority vote of its Members, to engage the Boeds’ Cooperative mode of Stewardship
Equity enterprise, they next jointly draft theirBgaws, and their Business Plan, as designed for
the Citizen Stewardship Equity Cooperative entegthat they hope to found. The By-Laws,
to be eligible for Stewardship of the means of paithn Social Property that their Business
Plan calls for, must align with the Constitutiorgthtutory, and regulatory norms for workplace
democracy. These norms cover the mandating, abdl#l, term limitation, and level of
compensation for Stewards’ enterprise managers,amnalso to be elected, by majority vote of
the Citizen Steward-Members, and from the Citizeaward-Member ranks. The managerial
leadership of a Stewardship Equity Co-op can adytdie “charismatic”. But the norms of
democratic self-governance of such Co-ops areaogplin such cases, to provide ready redress
in the event that such leadership becomes abussveharismatic leadership so often does.

[Regarding “Employee Stock Ownership Plans”, or (BS", see Louis Kelso, Patricia Hett€wo-Factor Theory ...
How to turn Eighty Million Workers into Capitalist®n Borrowed Money.., 1967, Vintage, New York.]




The Collective’s By-Laws should also cover the Stmlg’ other, non-managerial work roles,
the hourly rates of compensation for Steward Memsbeites for sharing and managing their
net operating surpluses, rules for rotation of jabd cross-training among Steward-Members,
rules for sharing of reduced work hours in casedo@fnturns in demand for their output, rules
for adding new Citizen Steward Members, and thées for deciding which “enabling”jobs

to include as Steward-Members’ work, vs. which sjotts to allocate to external contractors.
Their draft Business Plan must specify their chd3esiness Branch Categor(y)(ies), their
geographical market area, their product and/orieetine or lines, their land and [other] means
of production needs, and the initial operating findeded to launch their business, its physical
plant requirements, the hours of work per weekiregwof its Members, its vacation, sick
leave, and parental leave rules and policies, @ttce the Citizen Stewardship Collective
completes these preparations, their next stepaslist one or more Chartered Social Banks to
risk their own solvency by Sponsoring, Credit ManggUnderwriting, and Funding that
Business Plan, and the Steward-Members who are ¢ongro successfully implement it.

The Citizen’s Collective then negotiates with tBatial Bank, or with those Social Banks, any
Business Plan revisions, as well as any Covenaqtsred to secure their Social Bank support.
If the Collective wins Social Bank support for thBusiness Model, granting them Stewardship
of the Social Property land, [other] means of patitun, and initial operating funds needed for
their launch, then the Collective becomes a Cit@wardship Equity Producers’ Cooperative.
This Cooperative pays the monthly Social Rent -assessed by the National Office of the
Custodian of Social Property -- in proportion te ttost of production of its physical plant, or
means of production plant and equipment, and t@disé of procurement of its Social Property
land that “grounds” that physical plant. It pagsmonthly Social Rent directly to the National
Office of the Custodian of Social Property. Theo@erative also pays its legally required
monthly premium for Obsolescence Depreciation lasce on its means of production — as set
by the National Office, in proportion to the co$poocurement of the Cooperative’s means of
production plant and equipment -- directly to thetibinal Office. This Cooperative receives
income from sales of its products and/or servioasstcustomers, and pays its suppliers, as well
as compensation to its Steward-Members, from tieme, for their hours worked, on a
monthly, bi-weekly, or weekly basis, per its By-Lawlt also pays to each of its Members their
yearly share in its annual net operating surplugroportion to their hours worked during that
calendar year. In each event of the competitia@scence of the means of production plant
and equipment of a given Stewardship Producersp€xative, signaled by a change in the
means of production Standard upheld by the NatiOffate of the Custodian of Social

Property for that Cooperative’s Business Categ@dg), or by Court Order of the National
Tribunal for Social Productivity Advancement, tisoperative receivegyatis, as

replacement, National Office New-Standard meanmaduction plant and equipment.

[Chapter 7, section 7.1, pp. 128-13M@&mocracy at Worldistinguishes two kinds of workers contributingstorker self-directed
enterprises — those widirectly produce the output, including the surplus-prodact those who “enable” that productiodirectly,
e.g., accountants, lawyers, etc. Besnocracy at WorkA Cure for Capitalism by Richard Wolff, 2012, Haymarket, Chicago] Il.




At the Cooperative’s election, it can receive tieiglacement, from the National Office, either

in kind, or in the form of funding for the Coopavats purchase of new means of production,
from a non-National Office supplier. This repla@arhis in exchange for the return of the old,
obsolete means of production plant and equipmetite@ustody of the National Office, and in
exchange for the Cooperative’s past monthly paymehObsolescence Depreciation Insurance
premiums, paid directly to the National Office.

Perhaps it seems unfair, for Capital Equity entsgsrto be forced, by the People and their
Government, to compete with Stewardship Equity rgniges, which are granted their means of
production and their initial start-up working funatsgovernment expense, while Capital Equity
enterprises must supply their plant and equipneerd,their initial working capital, outright, via
their own capital resources, or finance them viskdaans, etc., the latter in return for regular
debt-service payments to their financiers.

Perhaps it seems unfair, even though the Stewarésiterprises must pay a monthly Social
Rent, proportional to the cost of production, opofcurement, of their means of production,
and must, by law, pay monthly premiums for theind®bsolescence Depreciation Insurance.

But this advantage, given to likely capital-les$ Qualifying Citizen Collectives, by the People
and their Government, counter-balances the mangradges and privileges that Capital-Equity
enterprises typically enjoy — of inherited capitadalth, of “friends” and collaborators in high
places of Government and finance, of networks a$éd connections that grant them special
favors and opportunities denied to the denigratagenclass, etc., etc.

At root, the People justify their granting of mearigproduction, produced from out of social
wealth, to Qualified Citizen Collectives, as a raatif Public Policy, to help uphold democracy
against the growing encroachments and threatctdtdrial capitalist oligarchic rule.

Capitalist corporations are, typically, corporatigttatorships. Often, they are multi-national,
global ‘corporate Stalinisms’. That is, whateues tlegree of competition that typical such
corporations -- often, more and more, amountingnémopolies or oligopolies — face externally,
internally they are nothing but dictatorial “comndaeconomies”. Individuals of the majority
class are typically forced, in order to “securedith- even so, still-precarious — livelihoods, to
sell their daily lifetime to the private ownersaufrporate capital and/or to their appointed
managers, giving up all control over the uses tcwtheir lifetimes are put in the process.

That majority must thus habitually practice dictatop every day, must practice servile
subordination, kowtowing, self-abnegation and digdiestroying prostration before a whole
hierarchy of perverted, elitist corporate bureatscaad their private bureaucracies. The People,
in enacting Citizen Stewardship Equity, therebyradfa Public Policy favoring the practice of
democracy, instead of dictatorship, in daily |égery daydemocracy at work”

[SeeDemocracy at WorkA Cure for Capitalism by Richard Wolff,bid.]




Citizen Stewardship Equity Social Bank Cooperatives If a given Citizen Stewardship
Collective opts, instead, for the Social Bank moti&tewardship Equity enterprise, then it
must jointly develop its By-Laws and Business Rianordingly, albeit similarly to a Citizen
Collective aiming at a Producers’ Cooperative mofdenterprise. However, instead of
applying for Sponsorship to an existing Chartedi®dgank or Banks, it instead applies to the
National Office of the Custodian of Social Propddya Social Bank Charter, authorizing its
operations in a specific State of the Union.

If Chartered by the National Office, it becomeseavrChartered Social Bank for that State.

Each Chartered Social Bank receives, from the Nati®ffice, annually, a share of the Office’s
National Investment Fund, in accord with the Ppieiof ‘Citizen Allocational Equity’. This
funding is partly for this Bank’s Support to theheh ofnewCitizen Stewardship Equity
Producers’ Cooperatives that it elects, by majordte of its Members, to risk Sponsoring. This
funding is also partly for replacement and/or exgi@m of the means of production@fgoing
Producers’ Cooperatives, already under its comim@redit Management, e.g., whose means
of production have depreciatpdysically by “wear and tearhot by competitive/technological
obsolescencer whose level of customer demand calls for espdrproduction capacity.

Each Chartered Social Bank receives it entire myiicome from the National Office, as a
share of the monthly Social Rents paid by the @itiProducers’ Cooperatives under that Social
Bank’s Credit Management. The greater the numbBraducers’ Co-ops under a given Social
Bank’s Credit Management, the greater the montblyigd Rent income to that Social Bank,

but also the greater the potential for insolvenoy dissolution of that Social Bank, due to
insolvency of Producers’ Co-ops that it Credit-Mg®es, and the greater the burden of work and
of stress on its Steward Members. The percentagauth shares of Social Rents is set
annually by the nationally elected, mandated, temmted, and recallable Commission for

Social Property Equity in the National Office oétustodian of Social Property.

Disputes arising in the conduct of Citizen Stewhng&quity human rights/property rights are
adjudicated by a Tribunal for Stewardship Equity,ifofocused on Obsolescence Depreciation
and National Office means of production Standagighe National Tribunal for Social
Productivity Advancement, or, if they focus on Matl Office decisions otherwise affecting
Citizen Stewardship Equity enterprises, by the ddeti Tribunal for Social Property Equity.

Such disputes may arise, for example, among MendfexsStewardship enterprise, or among
Stewardship Producers’ Cooperatives, or betwearaitStewardship Collectives and Social
Banks, or between Stewardship Producers’ Coopesaind Social Banks, or among Social
Banks, or within or between Social Banks and/on&teship Producers’ Cooperatives versus
the National Office of the Custodian of Social Redp itself, or between Stewardship
Producers’ Co-ops, and/or Social Banks and Calagalty enterprises. As part of each
Decision issued by these Tribunals, the Triburaliigy a given Statement of Decision will
specify, in that Statement, the shares of the addtse litigation leading to that Decision that it
will bill to each plaintiff and/or to each defendam that litigation.



These costs of litigation must be maintained asiagnt but also as affordable, even when a
single party to the litigation is assigned, byibunal, to pay for the entire cost of the litigatjo
to avert discouraging in advance even legitimateuese to such litigation.

Flows of Adjudication. Let us next envision the flows of adjudicationamng the key “organs”
of the ‘Equitist organ-ism’. We will organize thesvisioning via a description and explication
of diagram I11.2., posted below.




Diagram II1.2



Conflicts are to be expected within the new ‘Eaiitnstitutions’. It is crucial that these new
institutions are designed so as to resolve theiflicts justly and, thereby, also nonviolently, in
the vast majority of cases of such conflicts. Thssion of the ‘Equitist Tribunals’, and of their
rules of operation, detailed below, are to redgess/ances early, peacefully, and fairly, i.e.,
equitably.

Moreover, a people’s government should prominenttjude organs for the redress of its
Citizens’ grievances -- grievances against thosesaas and actions of the people’s
government which any substantial portion of thepiesee as harmful to their interests.

Why should Citizens be forced — as presently #idlolife and limb in publicly assembling to
demonstrate for the redress of their grievancemsigsuch government decisions and/or
actions, and to meet violence at the hands ofdkecton forces ofthe people’s government”
in the process, as if the people weusiders to that government, to be treated by if teey
are criminals — rather than being the ultimagaders in a government “of the people, by the
people, and for the people™? The Citizen’s righaissemble peaceably for redress of their
grievances is regularly disregarded by the hypditarized police forces of today’s elitist,
oligarchy-“owned”,pseudodemocratic governments.

No, the Government of aactualdemocracy should be organized so as to welcomneglyive,
and to attempt to justly redress, Citizen grievanoeluding via a judicial system which is
itself “of the people, by the people, and for the peopleiot a Federal judiciary populated by
elitist appointees, harboring contempt for thatongy, and ultimately appointed by servants of
the monied oligarchy, as at present.

Flows of adjudication within the ‘Equitist organisare conducted by Special Tribunals, which
are independent of other Federal and State CiuiliSpexcept for final appeals to the U.S.
Supreme Court. That Supreme Court itself is reéatnioy the ‘Equitist Constitutional
Amendment’ and its Annex, to be a democratizedtcafinine accountable —i.e., popularly
elected, mandated, recallable, term-limited, alderably-termed — Supreme Court Justices.

The independence of the ‘Equitist Tribunals’ wedhwcessary to secure the functioning of the
‘Equitist System’ against interference by non-eddctunaccountable or non-expert civil courts.

The specialist character of the ‘Equitist Triburiale hold to be necessary to develop their
expertise irtheir areas of specialization, needed becauseettmplexity of the new ‘Equitist
institutions’,

In all cases heard before the ‘Equitist Tribunadfter each given case of litigation concludes,
the tribunal issues to each party to that litigaits ‘Statement of Decision’. The tribunal may
side completely with the plaintiff party or parties completely with the defendant party or
parties, or, more likely, find both/all partiesthe litigation to be partly at fault for the disput
And, the tribunal might order a compromise solutiothe conflict, of its own devising, albeit
such that this solution too is subject to appeabiy or more of the disputant parties.



Whatever the tribunal decides, its decision shagltbrd with the ‘Equitist Amendment’, with
its ‘Constitutional Annex’, with National Office galations, and with Congressional statutes --
if and only if the latter are aligned with all ¢fet former. Otherwise, the National Office’s
regulations at issue, and/or the Congressionaltstat issue, can be declared unconstitutional
by that tribunal. The tribunal, in its ‘Statem&ftDecision’, regardless of the content of its
Decision, bills the costs of the litigation thad @ that Decision in a proportion, that this court
decides, between or among the Protesting, plapdiffies and the Defendant parties, in
percentages which reflect the tribunal’s findinglof parties’ relative fault for creating the
dispute. These costs of litigation must be manadias significant but also as affordable, even
if a single party to the litigation is assigned,thg tribunal, to pay the entire cost of the
litigation, to avoid “chilling” even legitimate rearse to such litigation.

Anywhere from any to all of the parties to thagktion can Appeal a Decision to the tribunal
of most proximate jurisdiction at the next largeographical scale, and, finally, to the U.S.
Supreme Court. However, the litigation costs ®ghart(y)(ies) initiating such appeals will
likely mount with each further failed appeal. Th@st consequence is meant to ‘incentivize’
against frivolous litigation, or litigation intendeo delay justice, etc.

Tribunals for Stockholder Equity. Tries cases charging breaches of stockholdepdexay,
brought by owners of common stock in joint stockpowations, against elected management.

Tribunals for Citizen Birthright Equity . The Citizen Birthright Equity system of tribusal
with ubiquitous individual tribunals, situated Betmunicipal, county, state, regional, and
national geographical scales, are primarily intehiehelp resolve conflicts arising between an
individual Citizen holding a Birthright Equity S@diTrust Fund, and the Birthright Equity
Administration within the National Office of the €wdian of Social Property.

The most typical scenario sees a Citizen filingranal Protest first with the Birthright Equity
Tribunal of most proximate jurisdiction for the péaof legal residence of that Citizen. Such a
Protest is occasioned by the refusal, by the BgthrEquity Administration, to authorize use of
some of the funds in that Citizen’s Social Trushérdor a purpose requested by that Citizen.
For example, a Social-Trust-Funded Citizen mightiest to use half of their Social Trust Fund
assets to pay for their wedding. The Administirataight decline this request, offering to
support use of just five percent of their Socialstrassets for this purpose. Or, such a Citizen
might request to use twenty-five percent of theici8l Trust Fund assets to cover one-year of
unemployment, plus the expenses of a vacatiomateltaround the world. The Administration
might outright decline such a request. Or, su€litiaen might request to use five percent of
their Social Trust Fund assets to invest in thadawf a Citizen Stewardship Collective. The
Administration, after considering the informatia@ygarding the proposed Collective, might
encourage that Citizen to request the use of tesepeof their Social Trust Fund assets for this
purpose instead.



After the resulting litigation concludes, the Tmial issues to each party to that litigation its
Statement of Decision. The Tribunal might order Birthright Equity Administration to
authorize the Social Trust Fund appropriation retpetby the protesting Citizen. The Tribunal
might back the Birthright Equity Administration’sfusal to so authorize. Or the Tribunal
might order appropriation in a different dollar amoéthan requested by the protesting Citizen.

The Tribunal, in its Statement Of Decision, regesdlof the content of its Decision, bills the
costs of the litigation that led to that Decisiorai proportion, that this court decides, by its
majority vote, between or among the Protestingnktaparties, and the Defendant parties, in
percentages reflecting the Tribunal’s finding of tharties’ relative fault for creating the
grievance. These litigation costs must be maiethis significant but affordable, even if a
single party to the litigation is assigned, by Tmdunal, to pay the entire cost of the litigation,
to avoid “chilling” legitimate to such litigation.

Because of the more personal character of this &mwnflict, the Tribunals for Citizen
Birthright Equity are expected by us to be the nitigation-intensive of all of the new

‘Equitist tribunals’. Hence the greater scaledggaphical density of these Tribunals relative to
most of the other tribunals established by the iEgtLAmendment’ and ‘Amendatory Annex’.

Tribunals for Citizen Externality Equity . The Citizen Externality Equity system of tribis)a
with individual tribunals situated ubiquitously,te municipal, county, state, regional, and
national geographical scales, are primarily intehiehelp resolve conflicts arising between an
elected Public Board of Directors versus the marageuncil, management committee, or
Private Board, of the local operating unit of a Stewarddbquity, or Capital Equity, or Sole
Proprietorship enterprise, as served by that iateaed Board oPublic Directors.

The most typical scenario sees the Public Boasliol an enterprise local operating unit, or
the management committee or Private Board of el loperating unit, or both, filing a formal
Protest with the Externality Equity tribunal of ni@soximate jurisdiction to the location/legal
address of that local operating unit. Such a Btateuld typically be occasioned by a deadlock
in negotiations between the local operating umiternalized Public Board and the local
operating unit's management committee or PrivatarBoover an Annual Externaliti@idget

for that enterprise, over the Externaligesto be paid by that local operating unit for the
external costs that such a Budget still allows &maérprise to produce, or over the Externality
Finesassessed by the Public Board for a breach or lhesauf an Externality Budget agreed to
by that local operating unit -- or over any comlibima of the three.

For example, a Stewardship Equity or Capital Eqgertterprise governing body might formally
Protest, as exorbitant, the Externalittesesassessed by its internalized Public Board Dirsctor
Or, such an enterprise governing body might foryn@hotest an Externalitidane, assessed by
that Public Board of Directors, for a breach ofatternalitiesBudgetAgreement, that this
governing body denies having occurred, or thatdbserning body finds to be excessive in
dollar amount.



Or, the internalized Public Board of such an emtegomight formally Protest to the Tribunal
the refusal of such a governing body to come tm$eosn the next year's Externalities Budget
Agreement.

After the resulting litigation concludes, the Tmial issues to each party to that litigation its
Statement of Decision. The Tribunal may ordemtamagement committee or Private Board to
accede to the negotiating position of its Publi@®io The Tribunal may order the Public Board
to change its negotiating position. Or the Tridunaght order a compromise solution of its
own devising, albeit that solution too subject fogp&al by either or both of the parties.

Whatever the Tribunal's Decision, that Decisioniddaccord with the ‘Equitist Amendment’,
its ‘Constitutional Annex’, National Office reguiahs, and Congressional statutes, if and only
if those regulations and statutes accord withfalhe former. Otherwise, that Tribunal may
declare those regulations, and/or those statutds tinconstitutional, null, and void.

The Tribunal, in its Statement Of Decision, regesdlof the content of its Decision, bills the
costs of the litigation that led to that Decisiorai proportion, that this court decides, by its
majority vote, between or among the ProtestingnBtaparties and the Defendant parties, in
percentages which reflect the Tribunal’s findingtod parties’ relative fault for creating the
conflict. These costs of litigation must be maimea as significant but also as affordable, even
if a single party to the litigation is assigned,thg Tribunal, to pay the entire cost of the
litigation, to avoid deterring litigation even wieet is warranted.

Tribunals for Citizen Stewardship Equity. The Citizen Stewardship Equity system of
tribunals, with individual tribunals situated aetbounty, state, and national geographical
scales, are primarily intended to help resolve latsfarising in the conduct of the new Citizen
Stewardship Equity human rights and property rigl8ach disputes might arise among the
Stewards of a single Stewardship Equity enterpasemong different Stewardship Equity
enterprises -- except if the dispute relates tool&ssence Depreciation Insurance and National
Office means of production Standards -- or betwetenvardship Equity versus Capital Equity
enterprises, or among Stewardship Equity Produ€eperative enterprises versus Social
Bank Stewardship Equity enterprises, or among $8eak Stewardship Equity enterprises, or
certain types of disputes among Social Bank StestgpdEquity enterprises versus the National
Office, or disputes of Stewardship Equity ProducE€moperative enterprises, Social Bank
Stewardship Equity enterprises and Capital Equitgmrises with/versus the National Office.

Any of these parties will have standing to fileoanfial Protest with the Tribunal for Citizen
Stewardship Equity of most proximate jurisdictiortie legal physical address(es)/location(s)
of the defendant party or parties. It is up toThbunal to decide whether or not to proceed
with litigation in response to the filing of sucHamal Protest. But if the Tribunal declines to
litigate such a Protest, then the protesting partyarties will have standing to Appeal for the
litigation of that Protest. That Plaintiff party parties may Appeal to the Tribunal for Citizen
Stewardship Equity of proximate jurisdiction foetlegal physical location(s) of the Defendant
party or parties, and Seated at the next highegrgpbical scale in this tribunals-system.



The most typical expected litigation scenarios ranof which will involve National Office
means of production standards -- include (a.) agybrirreconcilable differences among the
Citizen Steward Members of a given Stewardship §ganterprise, (b.) unfair competition
disputes, including Steward Member “poaching” disgubetween, or among two or more
Stewardship Equity enterprises, (c.) unfair contjpetidisputes pitting Stewardship Equity
enterprises against Capital Equity enterprise¥ didputes between a Stewardship enterprise
and its Sponsoring Social Bank(s) enterprise(s) Gvedit Administration conduct, including
Covenants enforcement and/or Insolvency Declarsti() disputes among Social Banks over
allegations of unfair competitive practices in threicruitment of Citizen Collectives for
Stewardship Equity enterprise Sponsorship, and/er the division of shares of Social Rents
among those Social Banks joined in multi-SocialHB8aansortia or Joint Ventures, to Sponsor
one or more Stewardship Equity Producers’ Coopsarati

National Tribunal for Social Property Equity . The National Social Property Equity
Tribunal, situated at the national geographicalesoaly, because of the nationwide import of
anyof its rulings, is primarily intended to help reds grievances arising between protesting,
petitioning groups of Citizens and the NationaliGdfof the Custodian of Social Property, or
between such groups of Citizens and any of thec®#iconstituent Commissions, regarding
the Office’s conduct of the Constitutional, statytand/or regulatory rules of Social Property
Equity. Other parties with standing to file fornpabtests and/or petitions with the National
Tribunal for Social Property Equity include Pulloards of Directors, Associations of Public
Directors of any geographical level, Producers’ @mative Stewardship Equity enterprises,
Capital Equity enterprises, and Social Bank SteslapdEquity enterprises. Any of these
parties may file a formal Protest/Petition with thational Tribunal for Social Property Equity.
It is up to the Tribunal to decide whether or roptoceed with litigation in response to the
filing of formal Protest(s)/Petition(s). If theibunal declines to litigate a given such formal
Protest/Petition, then the protesting party hasdsta, or the protesting parties have standing,
to Appeal for the litigation of their Protest/Petit to the Supreme Court of the United States.

Typical expected scenarios for such Protests ircl(ld Social Bank(sdontraNational
Custodian, alleging insufficient allocation of SaldRents shares to Social Bank(s), which is
their entire source of income; (2) CitizesentraNational Custodian, alleging insufficient
allocation of Social Rents to Citizen Birthrightutty Social Trust Funds, and; (3) Capital
Equity and/or Stewardship Equity enterpris&@)tra National Custodian, alleging
unreasonably high premiums for Obsolescence Deagiregilnsurance Policies.

National Tribunal for Social Productivity Advancement. The National Social Productivity
Advancement Tribunal, situated at the national gaalgcal level/scalenly, because of the
nationwide import ofiny of its rulings, is primarily intended to help résodisputes arising in
the conduct, by the National Office of the Custadih Social Property, of its national ‘Means
of Production Obsolescence Depreciation InsuraocegabRisk Management Program’.



Social Bank Stewardship Equity enterprises, SteslapdEquity Producers’ Cooperative
enterprises, and Capital Equity enterprises wiMehstanding to file formal Protests with the
Social Productivity Advancement Tribunal. It istapthis Tribunal to decide whether or not to
proceed with litigation in response to the filingsoch a formal Protest. If the Tribunal
declines to litigate such a Protest, then the ptiotg party or parties will have standing to
Appeal for hearing of that Protest to the SuprermerCof the United States.

The typical expected litigation scenario for sucbtests issue from Social Bank Stewardship
Equity enterprise(s), and/or from Producer’'s Coapee Stewardship Equity enterprise(s),
and/or from Obsolescence Insurance-subscribingt&@dgguity enterprisegontrathe National
Custodian of Social Property. These plaintiffs Wddae alleging unfair delay in Declaring a
new Office Standard for means of production invegiBusiness Category and Market, given
grievous competitive and material damage to théeptimg enterprises by competition from
(an)other enterprise(s), employing new, supericamseof production, that render their legacy
means of production competitively obsolete, oegilig a premature such Declaration.

Flows of Other Communications _Interactions among the New Equitist Institutions .

Let us next envision the flows of other kinds ofrcounications and interactions among the key
“organs” of the ‘Equitist orgasism’. We will organize this envisioning via a degtion and
explication of diagram 111.3., posted below.

Expected additional modes of interaction amonguae Birthright Equity, Externality Equity,
and Stewardship Equity components of Generalizagtfcand between those “‘Equitist™
components and continuing main components of Qpgaity and of political-only Federal
governance, are addressed below.

Citizen Birthright Equity and Citizen Externality E quity. Some Sole Proprietorship, some
Capital Equity, and some Stewardship Equity enieegrwill doubtless produce external costs
above the regulatory Threshold, as set and reviamadally by the Office of the Custodian of
Social Property. Such would thus come under theggoots, democratic regulation of Boards
of Public Directors, internalized into their entesp governance. Some of these enterprises
may have been launched, in part, by using funds fteeir private owners’, or from Steward
Members’, Citizen Birthright Equity Social Trust ias.

Citizen Birthright Equity and Citizen Stewardship Equity. We expect that many Citizen
Stewardship Collectives, aiming to found Citizeevi&rdship Equity Producers’ Cooperatives
in a given State of the Union, and recruiting tip@rgsorship of one or more Social Banks, that
are Chartered for that State of the Union, thathirch their initial headquarters, and their initial
market area, reside, will incur many expenses wgtilefunctioning as Citizen Stewardship
Equity Collectives. We expect that some of thogeeases will often be financed using funds
from some of their Steward Members’ Citizen Birgjinti Equity Social Trust Funds.



Citizen Externality Equity and Citizen Stewardship Equity. Each Citizen Stewardship
Equity enterprise that produces external costs @lioe legal Threshold will come under the
democratic grassroots regulation of a Board of ieubirectors, internalized into its internal
governance.

Citizen Externality Equity and Associations of Pubic Directors. There is one main
contribution of the system of Associations of Paliirectors to the Citizen Externality Equity
Public Boards of Directors, which argernalized into the management of Capital Equity an
of Stewardship Equity enterprises that producereateosts above the legal Threshold in order
to internalize those enterprises’ otherwgséernal costs. That contribution is an actionable
annual report of resolutions and recommendatiandse Public Boards, regarding zoning in
a higher sense — the recommended deployment phtyscal plant of society at all of the
geographical scales within the given Associatignsvview: municipal, county, state, regional,
or national. These recommendations will be nordhibigy, but they will aid concurring Public
Boards in steering their negotiations with theevrdship Equity or Capital Equity managers’
councils, management committees, or Private Boafr@srectors toward implementation of
those Associations’ resolutions and recommendabonshysical plant ‘geo-deployment’.

The production qualities, quantities, and pricethefoutput of enterprises aret to be

centrally planned in an ‘Equitist Republic’, bueamstead, to be determined by do®nomic
checks and balances of market competition. Ths® ias to avoid the social catastrophe of a
dictatorial command economy. However, the deplaynoéthe physical plants of enterprises
and of other social infrastructures is subjectdaisory --not mandatory — democratic planning
with the help of the Associations of Public Dirasto

Associations of Public Directors the National Office of the Custodian of Social Prperty.
The key input from the system of Associations dblleuDirectors to the National Office of the
Custodian of Social Property is an annual docuntkat,Annual Proposal for National Social
Infrastructure Maintenance and Enhancement’, pdintghich are contributed by the many
Associations of Public Directors at all geographszales, and which are integrated into a
single, coherent National Proposal by the Natidysaociation of Public Directors [NAPD].
That Annual Proposal is to be taken into accourthieyNational Office in formulating its own
Annual National Plan in the ongoing ‘Social Infrasture Maintenance and Enhancement
Program’ of that Office. That Annual Plan addresSecial Infrastructures at all geographical
scales of the purview of those various AssociatmiBublic Directors [APDs], municipal
[MAPDs], county [CAPDs], state [SAPDs], regionalARDs], as well as national [NAPD].



Diagram II1.3



Congress and Citizen Birthright Equity. Upon adoption of the ‘Equitist Amendment’ angl it
‘Amendatory Annex’, Congress will be constitutioyaiequired to fund a definite portion of

the Citizen Birthright Equity Social Trust Fundshaally, from general tax revenues, as well as
to adopt detailed statutes governing operatiorf(#)eoCitizen Birthright Equity Social Trust
Funds Administration, and of the system of Tribsrfal Birthright Equity. Only such statutes
as accord to the letter and the spirit of that iEsiuUAmendment’ and its ‘Amendatory Annex’
will survive court review. Statutes not in sucle@cance can be declared unconstitutional,
null, and void, by a Tribunal for Birthright Equjtgr by the Supreme Court of the United
States. Citizens numbering twenty percent or mbtae National Electorate may Protest
Congressional appropriations for annual contrimgito Birthright Equity Social Trust Funds,
e.g., for, in their views, insufficient supporttbese Social Trust Funds, or, in their views, for
excessively generous such contributions, by fiarigetition of Protest, verified for their
signatures, with the National Tribunal for Birthmigequity. So doing, they will have also
requested thereby a Hearing and a Court OrderdiyTitibunal, redressing the grievance(s)
stated in their Petition. If the Tribunal's Statamhof Decision does not adequately redress
their grievance(s) in their views, then they wdiMe standing to Appeal that Decision to the
Supreme Court of the United States. CongresslivaSpeaker of the House and the President
pro temporeof the Senate, jointly, may also Appeal a Decigibthat National Tribunal to the
Supreme Court, given a majority vote of both HousfeSongress to so Appeal.

Congress and Citizen Externality Equity Upon adoption of the ‘Equitist Amendment’ and
of its ‘Amendatory Annex’, Congress will be congtibnally required to adopt detailed statutes
governing the operation(s) of the Citizen Extetyaliquity Public Boards of Directors, the
system of Tribunals for Externality Equity, and #h&sociations of Public Directors. Only such
statutes as accord with the letter and the sgithat ‘Equitist Amendment and Annex’ will
survive court review. Statutes not in such acoaml be declared unconstitutional, null, and
void, by a Tribunal for Externality Equity, or blye Supreme Court of the United States.
Congress will then also be constitutionally reqdiite adopt annual budgetary bills, funding the
operating expenses of the Tribunals for Extern&iquity annually, from general tax revenues,
but only if such bills accord with the letter ame tspirit of the ‘Equitist Amendment/Annex’.
Citizens numbering twenty percent or more of thadwal Electorate will be constitutionally
empowered to formally Protest such bill or billgy.efor the failure of Congress to adopt bills
adequately addressing such operating expenses, addpting such a bill or bills that provide
insufficient support for said operating expensésey may so Protest by filing a Petition of
Protest, verified for their signatures, with thetiNiaal Tribunal for Externality Equity. So
doing, they will thereby have also requested a iHgaand a Court Order by that Tribunal,
redressing the grievance(s) stated in their Patitibthe Tribunal’'s Statement of Decision does
not fully redress their grievance(s), in their vigwhen they will have standing to Appeal that
Decision to the Supreme Court of the United Sta@sngress also may Appeal a Decision of
that National Tribunal to the Supreme Court. Cesgrvia The Speaker of the House and the
Presidenpro temporeof the Senate, jointly, may Appeal a DecisionhattNational Tribunal

to the Supreme Court, given a majority vote of ddtuses of Congress to so Appeal.



Congress and Citizen Stewardship Equity Upon adoption of the ‘Equitist Amendment’ and
of its ‘Amendatory Annex’, Congress will be congtibnally required to adopt detailed statutes,
governing the operations of Citizen Stewardshipiggdbocial Bank Cooperative enterprises,
and those of Stewardship Equity Producers’ Cooperaiterprises, and the system of
Tribunals for Stewardship Equity. Only such stasuas accord with the letter and the spirit of
that ‘Equitist Amendment/Annex’ will survive cowstrutiny. Congressional statutes not in
such accord can be declared unconstitutional, andl,void, by a Tribunal for Stewardship
Equity, or by the Supreme Court of the United Stat€ongress will also be constitutionally
required to adopt annual budgetary bills, fundimg dperating expenses of the Tribunals for
Stewardship Equity annually, from general tax remen but only if such bills accord with the
letter and the spirit of the ‘Equitist Amendmentdeof its ‘Amendatory Annex’. Citizens
numbering twenty percent or more of the NationalcEdrate will be constitutionally
empowered to formally Protest such bill or billgg.efor the failure of Congress to adopt bills
addressing said operating expenses, or for siggunl a bill or bills providing insufficient
support for said operating expenses. They may s@$trby filing a Petition of Protest, verified
for their signatures, with the National Tribunat gtewardship Equity. So doing, they will
thereby also have requested a Hearing and a Codetr ®y that Tribunal, redressing the
grievance(s) stated in their Petition. If the Tnhl's Statement of Decision does not
adequately redress their grievance(s), in thewsje¢hey will have standing to Appeal that
Decision to the Supreme Court of the United Sta@sngress, per its majority vote, may also
Appeal a Decision of that National Tribunal to Bgpreme Court.

Congress and the National Office of the Custodianfc&ocial Property. Upon adoption of

the ‘Equitist Amendment’ and ‘Amendatory Annex’, igpess will be constitutionally required
to adopt detailed statutes governing the opera)asf(the National Office of the Custodian of
Social Property, but only such statutes as accdfdtire letter and the spirit of the ‘Equitist
Amendment and Annex’. Congressional statutes wleagebeing not in such accord can be
declared unconstitutional, null, and void, by thatidnal Tribunal for Social Property Equity,

or by the Supreme Court of the United States, iiswing. Congress will also be required,
constitutionally, to adopt annual budgetary biilsyding the operating expenses of the National
Office of the Custodian of Social Property annudigm general tax revenues, but only if such
bills accord with the letter and the spirit of tBgjuitist Amendment and Amendatory Annex’.
Citizens numbering twenty percent or more of thadwal Electorate will be constitutionally
empowered to formally Protest such bill or billgg.efor the failure of Congress to adopt bills
addressing said operating expenses, or for adoatbillj or bills granting insufficient support
for said operating expenses. Such Citizens md@rstst by filing a Petition of Protest,
verified for their signatures, with the Nationalldumal for Social Property Equity. So doing,
they will thereby also have requested a Hearingaa@aurt Order by that Tribunal, redressing
the grievance(s) stated in their Petition. If Tmdunal’s Statement of Decision does not
adequately redress their grievance(s), in thewsje¢hey will have standing to Appeal that
Decision to the Supreme Court of the United Stafdso, the Custodian, and/or Congress, by
its majority vote, may Appeal a Decision of thattidaal Tribunal to the Supreme Court.



The Presidency and Citizen Birthright Equity. Upon adoption of the ‘Equitist Amendment’
and of its ‘Amendatory Annex’, the President will bonstitutionally required to sign, or veto,
annually, a budgetary bill or bills, funding a detie portion of the Citizen Birthright Equity
Social Trust Funds annually, from general tax reresnif such a bill is presented to the
President by Congress. Only such bills as accaiutive letter and the spirit of that ‘Equitist
Amendment and Annex’ will pass tribunal mustertiZéns numbering twenty percent or more
of the National Electorate will be constitutionadlgnpowered to formally Protest such a bill or
bills, e.g., for the failure of the President tgrssuch a bill or bills, or for signing such a lil

bills providing, in their views, only insufficie@nnual support to the Social Trust Funds. They
may so Protest by filing a Petition of Protest jfied for their signatures, with the National
Tribunal for Birthright Equity. So doing, they Wwihereby also have requested a Hearing and a
Court Order by that Tribunal, redressing the gneeds) stated in their Petition. If the resulting
Tribunal Statement of Decision does not adequaglyess their grievance(s), in their views,
then they will have standing to Appeal that Decigsio the Supreme Court of the United States.
Also, the President may Appeal a Decision of th#tunal to the Supreme Court.

The Presidency and Citizen Externality Equity Upon adoption of the ‘Equitist Amendment’
and of its ‘Amendatory Annex’, the President wil bonstitutionally required to sign, or veto,
an annual budgetary bill or bills, funding a certportion of the operating expenses of the
system of Tribunals for Externality Equity, annyafrom general tax revenues, if such a bill is
presented to the President by Congress. Citizembaring twenty percent or more of the
National Electorate may formally Protest such bdibills, e.g., for the failure of the President
to sign such a bill or bills, or for signing suchiél or bills that provide only insufficient

support, in their views, for the operating expersfatie Citizen Externality Equity Tribunals.
They may so Protest by filing a Petition of Pragtestified for their signatures, with the
National Tribunal for Externality Equity. So doiritpey will have also requested a Hearing and
a Court Order by that Tribunal, redressing thevguee(s) stated in their Petition. If that
Tribunal’s Statement of Decision does not adequaezlress their grievance(s), in their views,
then they will have standing to Appeal that Decidio the Supreme Court of the United States.
Also, the President may Appeal a Decision of thattidhal Tribunal to the Supreme Court.

The Presidency Citizen Stewardship Equity. Upon adoption of the ‘Equitist Amendment’
and of its ‘Amendatory Annex’, the President wil bonstitutionally required to sign, or to
veto, an annual budgetary bill or bills, if sucle @aresented to the President by Congress,
funding a portion of the operating expenses oflthleunals for Stewardship Equity, from
general tax revenues. Citizens numbering twentggoe or more of the National Electorate
may formally Protest such a bill or bills, e.g.; failure of the President to sign such a bill or
bills, or for insufficient support by such Presitlatly-signed bill or bills, in their view(s), for
the operating expenses of the Citizen Stewardsgipt§Tribunals.



They may so Protest by filing a Petition of Pragtestified for their signatures, with the
National Tribunal for Stewardship Equity. So dqititey will thereby have also requested a
Hearing and a Court Order by that Tribunal, redngsthe grievance(s) stated in their Protest.

If the Tribunal’s Statement of Decision does natqehtely redress their grievance(s), in their
views, then they will have standing to Appeal thatision to the Supreme Court of the United
States. The President too may Appeal a DecisighabtfTribunal to the Supreme Court.

The Presidency and the National Office of the Custhan of Social Property. The Office of
the President of the United States, and the Ndtoffece of the Custodian of Social Property,
are placed in a relationship of partially countdmg powers, of the mutual provision of checks
and balances, and of sustaiml power, by the ‘Equitist Amendment’ and its ‘Amendatory
Annex’. Similarly, the present Constitution of thaited States places the Legislative Branch,
the Judiciary Branch, and the Executive Branchaditipal governance in a relationship of
countervailing powers, and of sustaintggdle power. Thus, as a whole, the ‘Equitist Reform’
places those three Political branches, togethér thé new, ‘Equitist Political-Economic
Branch’, in a relationship of partially countervag powers, and of sustaingdadruplepower.
This quadruple sustaining provides new and revoléxhecks and balances against tyranny.

Upon adoption of the ‘Equitist Constitutional Amenent and Annex’, the President, and the
U.S. Department of the Treasury, will be constanélly required to comply with the Decisions
regarding the U.S. Dollar Money Supply, and thersterm interest rates Decisions, of the
elected Monetary Commission of the National Offi€¢he Custodian of Social Property.

The U.S. National Custodian of Social Property Walve standing to formally Protest a
perceived failure, by the Office of the Presidenthe United States, to comply with a
Monetary Commission Decision or Decisions, by glim Statement of Petition and formal
Protest with the National Tribunal for Social Prapdequity. So doing, the Custodian will
have thereby also requested a Hearing and a Codetr Oy that Tribunal, requiring the
President to comply with the Monetary CommissiomriBien or Decisions in question. If
unsatisfied with the Decision(s) of the Tribun&k Custodian may Appeal said Decision(s) to
the U.S. Supreme Court. The President too may &mp®ecision of that National Tribunal to
the Supreme Court of the United States.

Citizens numbering twenty percent or more of thédwal Electorate may formally Protest
Monetary Commission Decisions, or the failure @& Executive Branch to comply with such
Decisions, by filing a Petition of Protest, verdi®or their signatures, with the National
Tribunal for Social Property Equity. So doing,\thvll have thereby also requested a Hearing
and a Court Order by that Tribunal, redressinggtievance(s) stated in their Petition. If
unsatisfied with the Decision(s) of the Tribunak Petitioning Citizens may Appeal said
Decision(s) to the Supreme Court of the United&staiThe National Custodian, and/or the
President, also may Appeal a Decision of that Maiid ribunal to the U.S. Supreme Court.



In particular, the President of the United Statdsha&ve standing to formally Protest any single
Decision of the Monetary Commission, by filing iten of Protest with the National Tribunal
for Social Property Equity. So doing, the Prestdeili thereby also have requested a Hearing
and a Court Order by that Tribunal, countermandggMonetary Commission Decision so
Protested. If unsatisfied with the Decision of Twdunal, the President may Appeal said
Decision to the Supreme Court of the United States.

The Custodian too may Appeal such a Decision dfffaional Tribunal to the Supreme Court.

The President will also be constitutionally reqdite sign, or to veto, an annual budgetary bill
or bills, if presented to the President by Congraesgding a definite portion of the operating
expenses of the National Office of the CustodiaBadial Property annually, from general tax
revenues. Only such bills as accord with the iettel the spirit of that ‘Equitist Amendment
and Amendatory Annex’ will pass tribunal muster.

Citizens numbering twenty percent or more of thédwal Electorate are constitutionally
empowered to formally Protest such a bill or bidlg., for the failure of the President to sign
such an operating expenses bill or bills, if suererpresented to the President by Congress, or
for signing such a bill or bills providing only iaficient support for said operating expenses, in
their view(s). They may so Protest by filing aitf@t of Protest, verified for their signatures,
with the National Tribunal for Social Property Etyui So doing, they will have thereby also
requested a Hearing and a Court Order by that mabuedressing the grievance(s) stated in
their Petition. If the Tribunal’'s Statement of @x@on does not adequately redress their
grievance(s) in their views, they will have stampio Appeal that Decision to the Supreme
Court of the United States. The Custodian andiemrresident too will have standing to
Appeal such a Decision of that National Tribunaltite Supreme Court of the United States.

The Supreme Court and the Constitutional Organs ofseneralized Equity. The Supreme
Court of the United States is the ultimate recotwsé\ppeal of the Decisions of each of the
new, ‘Equitist Tribunals’. For that reason, ibicritical importance that that Supreme Court
becomes a body of Justices accountable to the €dbpl is, a body of nationalslected
mandated, term-limited -- albeit durably-termednédrecallable Justices, per the ‘Equitist
Constitutional Amendment’ and its ‘Amendatory Anhex

The ‘Equitist Reforms’ will not be adopted unlessudstantial majority of the National
Electorate comes to support them — and most adansmt

Supreme Court Justices, just prior to the adopiidhe ‘Equitist Constitutional Amendment
and Annex’, will likely be — just as now — profemsal jurists who have spent their entire adult
lives beholden to, and serving, the interests eb@iting elements of the U.S.A’s presently-
ruling, oligarchic, concentrated capital-owningimglclass. They are thus likely to be both
personally hostile to, and/or to be ordered to dile to, the -nhonwviolently adoptable but still
revolutionary -- ‘Equitist economic-democratic refes’.



If left as appointed Justices, unaccountable td’#@ple, as presently, they might likely act as a
counter-revolutionary “elite”, endeavoring to araitly undo every provision of the ‘Equitist
Constitutional Reform/Revolution’, by judicial fiafThat would leave little recourse for the
majority of the National Electorate, except foramstitutional reform of the Supreme Court
itself -- likely reforming that Court in almost tlsame way that we are proposing, here, to
accomplishpreemptively- but that, if accomplisheédost-emptively’, would likely be instituted
only after much, and very costly, society-wide dste

Therefore it is crucial that, within 90 days of t@nstitutional adoption of the ‘Equitist
Constitutional Amendment’ and of its ‘Amendatoryrfax’, a Special National Election be
held, to choose the nine new, accountable Jusiickee new, democratized Supreme Court.

The nine prior, appointed Justices will lose tiseiats on the Supreme Court immediately upon
adoption of the ‘Equitist Constitutional Amendmantd Constitutional Annex’.

However, any of those Justices may choose to rtiminNational Special Election.

But they will likely face electoral competition fronew candidate Supreme Court Justices.
Some of the latter will likely be less beholderotigarchic special interests, and more resonant
with the values of the National Electorate, andtlass likely to attempt to sabotage the
‘Equitist Reforms’, by bypassing the rule-of-lawute for modification of those constitutional
reforms. That rule-of-law route is to modify thasgéormsonly via further Amendment(s) to

the U.S. Constitution, and/or via revisions toAmendatory Annex’.



Chapter IV. Detailed Definitions Explanations, Justifications, & Statements of Intention

Regarding the Proposed® Equitist” Legislations

Overall Intention. The successor system that we propose is natieeof a “state-less”,
anarchist-localist model, nor any variant of thegantly-prevalent “Big Governmengtate-
capitalist model. What we propose, in this bosla system based upgrass-rootspolitical-
ECONOMIC DEMOCRACY'extending theule of lawtradition, and re-democratizing the
Federal state. Its implementation is intendedetsdught, in a scaling-up fashion, starting on

the municipal scale, and extending, ultimately asaquentially, to the county, state, regional,

and national scales, and, eventually, to the iateynal scale.

All of these scales of implementation are intentbelde achieved by entirely lawful, legislative
reform and constitutional amendment mearad by any hyper-costly and failure-prone path of
bloody, law-less, violent revolution, which would@ potentiate the new dictatorships to which

that path tends to lead: “Meet the new boss; sakeaold boss” -er worse

We do not claim, in any way, that what we propasee implemented, would produce a
“perfection”, or a “heaven on Earth”. Realigimperfection. But we do hold that the
successor system we propose would produce a nydjteitar better than what the majority
suffers today. It represents, we hold, the neeqt 8t the evolution of democracy, in the
evolution of human rights, in the evolution of peoty rights, in the evolution of human wealth,

and in the evolution of the collective pursuit oflective human happiness.

We are consciously seeking, in designing the lededstructure for this successor system, to
resuscitate the “checks and balances” and “couaitery powers” founded in the Constitution
of the United States. This design is, in particulargeted to resuscitate the subvegeliical
-only checks-and-balances of the U.S. Constitutionbverted by a hyper-concentration of
capital wealth so gargantuan that it can buy aud,that, arguably, has bought out, all three

branches of political government, and yoked thdrtoa singular, dictatorial directorate.

The way to the resuscitation of thgssitical-only checks and balances, we hold, is by adding
new, grassroots-democratic, constitutior@pnomicchecks and balances’.



We are also, thereby, consciously aiming to achéegl@lecticabynthesi®f the, “divided and
conquered”, “left versus right” conflict that hagdly engulfed, and incapacitated, the people

and the politics of the United States, of Westanrolge, and beyond.

Our aim is to present a constitutional and soaasigh for a successor system that will appeal
to the majorities of the electorates, “right”-leagiand “left’-leaning alike, and that will prove
ultimately far more satisfying to their instincéd to their social desires, than the traditional

models that presently politically paralyze peogdléath persuasions.

This successor system is designed tobeedemocraticmorerespectful of individual liberty,
morein accord with the rule of lavmoreobservant of property rightand more observant of

human rightsthan capitalism today is, than it ever was, anth ever even could have been.

It is often said, not only that, in a dictatorshipe people must fear “their” government, but also
that, in a real democracy, the officers of govemntmaust fear the people. We dot hold that
public servants in an ‘Equitist system’ should limeconstant fear of their electorates. If they
perform their duties in alignment with the will thfe majority, and in accord with the law,
including with the ‘Equitist Amendment’ and its ‘Aandatory Annex’, and with the regulations
of the National Office, they should not. But gavaental officers who subvert the will of the
people, and/or those who violate the people’s Ialwsuld fearecall and replacement, and/or

criminal prosecution by jury, if they committedroes in the process of so subverting.

We call this successor system-design by the na@eséeralized Equity’, and ‘Political-
Economic Democracy’. We call the social, politiaaonomic, and constitutional/legal process

that implements this successor system by the ndhee Equitist Reform-Revolution’.

This “Reform” is a “revolution”not in the sense of violence in the streets, butensénse that,
if implemented, by the legally-expressed will o tmajority, it will gradually change the
fundamental socio-economic relationship, to theurses of livelihood, of, eventually, the
majority of individuals in our society. It wouldhange their primary ‘social relation of
livelihood’, from that of“capital -only equity”, i.e., for most of us, of waged or salaried labor
for capital-owning employers. Thaxkclusiveform of equity means, for an owner-minority, the

ownership, for example, of financial shares indRsets, hence profits, of capitalist enterprises.



For the majority, it means a primary social relatad wage-labor or of typically work-time-
basedsalaried labor in enforced servitude to a unit of capital-equégd to its profitability,

without any share in that profitability.

It would change their primary ‘social relation ofdlihood’ to that of‘generalizedequity’. This
means a system of all-citizens, univergat|usiveequityproperties and human rightby way
of instituting three new, additional forms of aitizens,inclusiveequity, beyond the

historically first form, theexclusive form, of equity -- capital equity.

It also meansot outlawing, but including -- and alsmntainingand constraining the terrible
downsides of -- the old, only-kind of equity, cabkequity; equity for capital-ownemnly. This

Is because an outlawing of capital equity woulduneja dictatorial state, and a police state
apparatus to suppress the black markets, etcthisaduthoritarian and coercive suppression of
the capital social relation would generate. Altlodt would be incompatible with the survival

of any shred of democracy at all, let alone with dgldlvance to the higher level of democracy

herein proposed.

General Definition. The system of ‘Equitist Political-ECONOMIC DEM®2ACY’ that we
propose herein rests upon three new institutioRaldrs”, each of which is to be both a newly-
recognized, fundamental, constitutiorfalman right and also a new kind of, constitutionally-
protected, universal, all-citizepsoperty right We name these three “Pillars” of thelusive
specesof equity, as follows -- (1) ‘Citizen Birthrightdgiity’, (2) ‘Citizen Externality Equity’,
and (3) ‘Citizen Stewardship Equity’. Diagram IYdosted below, summarizes these three
“Pillars”, and their dialectical interconnection®eth with one another, and with capital equity,

theexclusionaryspeces of equity, diagrammatically.

These new constitutional rights, and their enabisfytutions, are designed to advance both the
liberty and the prosperity of the vast majoritytloé population, and to offer risk management to
the individuals and families making up that majgréagainst the “market failures” and the other
mortal hazards to which contemporary capitalisnnaasingly exposes us, but against which it

offers us nceffectiveremedies.



Diagram IV.1



General Motivation. The urgent social impetus that has led us wdbcial design is part of a
growing recognition of the increasing failures‘afctually-existing capitalism™. We will, in

later Parts of this treatise, delve deeply intorttemy dimensions of those growing failures of

actually-existing capitalism™. These failures include the impasmitiof ever more severe,
ever more frequent near hyper-inflations, follovilgdand “justifying”] global recessions and
depressions -- e.g., induced by the ‘oligarchy-advirederal Reserve -- and the promulgation,
by the dominant faction of the capitalist rulingss, of a Malthusian, ‘Meta-Nazipeople are

pollution” pseude“ecology” ideology that puts the majority of humnin their cross-hairs.

We will also, in those later Parts, introduce ypershaps for your first time, to the dynamical
“law of motion” of thisactually-existingcapitalism; to the dynamic that unifies these many
problematic dimensions as their singular -- alddftcult to discern -- root cause. We name
this law ‘the law of the tendency of th&te of reproduction of capital’. Byeproductionof
capital, we mean the continual production of, anestment of present profits into, new, for
example, fixed capital plant and equipment, eayreplace that old fixed-capital, which has
been, at length, consumed in the process of prmoiyair which has become competitively,
technologically obsolete. By thedte of reproduction, we mean the periodic ratio ot thet
new capital valuedivided bythe old capital value, already accumulated andasheling its

equitable share of profit.

Those later Parts will also introduce you to thecapt of aascendence phasef the

capitalist system, followed by itdescendence phaseThe former;ascendence phasas
already behind us, in history past. The lattiescendence phase the phase that surrounds
and permeates and dominates our lives today. Ptnelascendence phasaiow passed, the
trend of that rate of capital reproduction ratioswa rise. From the beginning of the present,
‘descendence phasethich now engulfs us, the trend of that rateagital reproduction ratio
has been to fall. In response, the owners of auraed capital, due to that waning rate of
reproduction ratio of their capital, are threatermdthat waning, with theon-reproduction of
their power, and, due to that impending losspaiwer, threatened also with the loss of all of the

criminal “perks” of their anti-democratipowerand of their anti-democratic, extra-legale.



As a result, as could have been expected, theyuirest at first largely in a covert, stealth mode
-- extreme measures, in an attempt to reversenaing, unfortunately in ways which threaten

the livelihoods, and the very lives, of the majpuatass.

A key aspect of thislescendence phaseaind of itsspecific‘law of motion”, is its drive toward
statecapitalist, police-state, state-terrorist, totaidga, ‘omni-genocidal’/‘humanocidal’, and

permanent-war, “national security” dictatorship.

George Orwell perceived this tendency with unswsedslarity. He warned us about it in his
famous novell984 President Eisenhower, himself a former Gendrddle@U.S. Army, also
perceived this threat. He warned the people othl&, in his Presidential Farewell Address, of

the threat to democracy implied by the emerginditamy-industrial complex”his namefor it.

Some symptoms of thtendency to totalitarianisnmclude a declining investment in public
education, and a “dumbing down” of what little edtion remains; an increase in punitive
social control -- such as escalating, unprecedéntegh rates of incarceration — and such as
police hyper-militarization as well as in armeddes imperial militarism, an increase in internet
censorship of all forms of free expression, anaase in the seemingly permanent military
invasion of and occupation of other nations, antharease in the electronic surveillance of all
citizens’ communications and financial transactjamshout even the slightest pretense of rule-

of-law, probable cause justification of that ‘onsuirveillance’.

In the transition from feudalism and monarchy tpitaism, in the fight against the brutal
feudal“ancien régime”, and in the early history of capitalism -- duricepitalism’s

‘ascendence phase’ many capitalists fought heroically for greatetividual liberty.



They fought for the expansion of suffrage, andmately, for universal adult suffrage; for
freedom of speech; for freedom of the press; ferripht of the people to bear arms as a
potential check against abuses of power by thaiegonent; for freedorof religion and
freedomfrom religion, and prohibition of the establishmentaoly religion by the state; for the
rule of law, as opposed to arbitrary rule by “asatic” kings and cults of personality; for
human rights such as the right of the assemblytiakas to petition their government for
redress of grievances; for trial by juries seledteth the peers of the accused; for the right to
privacy, and for the right to the protection ofiga#ns’ liberty and property — against tyrannical

governmental abuse -- by due process of law.

But, with the turn into th&descendence phasehe most powerful faction of the ultra-wealthy
capitalist ruling class seems to have turned agalhef this, and appears to be driving toward
dictatorship. We will, in later Parts, trace baickdetail, to the root cause of this turn, findibg

in the “law of motion” already mentioned.

Thistendency to totalitarianisns rooted partly in a corollary of that “law of man” -- in its
subsumed law of capitalist competition. Capital@mnpetition leads, not primarily to the
reproduction of competition, but to the negatiorcampetition -- to oligopoly and monopoly.

Extreme capital wealth ownership concentrates asngly, and into ever fewer hands.

And those ever-fewer hands may act to undermingdhgcal-only checks and balances, that,
alone, when they function as intended, help mighalprotect democracy from degenerating
into tyranny.

With sufficient concentration of gargantuan capmanetary wealth, the ever-fewer owners of
that capital wealth can “buy out” all three polgidranches of political government, in a
“hostile takeover”, overriding the intended ‘int@utually’ restraining and “countervailing”
powers of those three political branches of pdaltgovernment.



The houses of legislature become houses for tHeeredtamp approval of the agendas of the

dominant owners of that hyper-concentrated capiaith.

The also-compromised executive branch becomeseamcggromoting the interests of those
ever fewer, and ever more dominant, concentratpdat@wners, against the interests of the

majority.

The judiciary branch becomes an enforcer of ther@sts of that same predominant capital-

controlling hyper-minority.

The “free” press, the media in general, also owaradl controlled mainly by that oligarchy,
become agents of the propaganda, and of the “dawdieconquer” ideologies, engineered by
that oligarchic “1%-of-the-1%". These ideologies designed to psychologically impair and to
disempower the majority class. Race, religion, amyg other easily, superficially discernible
differences within the majority population becomeans for these media to “balkanize” the
population into ever smaller divisions, with ‘interutual’ hatreds cultivated by those media

among them all.

The hyper-concentration of capital equity wealtmevghip, and the growth of oligopoly and
monopoly, contains thgotentialfor the subversion of thaolitical-only checks and balances
that help preserve liberty. However, theyria fully explain, in our view, why the strongest
faction of the ultra-wealthy seems lately to hapéed to use that potential &mtualize
dictatorship.

While it is true, in our view, that “power tendsdorrupt, and absolute power corrupts
absolutely”, we think that this concentrated powakthe most ‘owner-ous’ capitalists is not
sufficient to explain what has happened, and wa btppening now. We detect something
moredesperaten thelber+uling-class reaction to themotentialfor near-absolute power. We

will address, in later Parts, the root cause df desperate anti-democratic agenda as well.



To do so, we will have to unearth much of the hrddestory of the late 19th century, and of the
20"-to-21% centuries to-date, as well. We will have to shymu “where the bodies are buried”,
both figuratively and literally.

SOME EXPECTED QUESTIONS, AND OUR REPLIES, on* Equitism™ in General.

We have, below, stated, and responded to, key gemqeestions about “‘Equitism™” that we

anticipate that our readers will want us to address

Expected Question How would this new system impact individuals?

Response An individual citizen of the majority class wauho longer be just ‘capital-fodder’

or ‘profit-fodder’, valued only for work that turresprofit for capitalists, and otherwise hastily
discarded. Each new Citizen would be a valuedgfatie community, with material proof of
that valuing in the form of a ‘Citizen Birthrightglity Social Trust Fund’, plus a right to pursue
a ‘Stewardship Equity’ alternative to wage or saleaipital-relationships as that citizen’s source
of livelihood, and a voting right to limit the impibion of pollution and of other “external costs”
[“externalities”] upon that Citizen by either CagdiEquity or Stewardship Equity enterprises.

Expected QuestionHow would this new system impact business?

ResponseCitizens would have an option to purscallective self-employmentand‘collective
entrepreneurship’via ‘Stewardship Equity’ enterprise, as well aptrrsue traditional capitalist
waged work and salaried work relationships withaemmg Capital Equity firms. Theconomic
“checks and balances” of market competition wowddctbnserved and, in fact, expanded.
Competition among Capital Equity firms would be gl@mnented by competition among
‘Stewardship Equity Cooperatives’, as well as bgnpetition between ‘Stewardship Equity
Cooperative enterprises’ and/versus remaining @apgquity enterprises.

Expected QuestionWhat would be the status of private property withiis successor system?

Response Suchexclusive, private property rights would be retainaak, outlawed They
would also be supplemented, by new kindsraflusive property rights. These would include
‘collective property rights’such as ‘Externality Equity’ voting rights. Tleewould also
include newpersonal property rights such as the right to a ‘Birthright Equity Soci&aiust
Fund’. These would includésocial property rights’, and rights tdindividual property”
[Marx], such as the right to the stewardship andgrust -- in return for paying a monthly
‘Social Rent’ -- of social-property means of protioie in socialized Producers’ Cooperative
enterprises, and thedividual rightto one’s Membership in such a Co-Op, and, thereban
equitable share in its net operating surplus, ¥f, ger the ‘Stewardship Equity’ property right,
and human right.



That is, these rights would include tivedividual property right’ of a Citizen Steward of a
‘Stewardship Equity Cooperative’ to that Stewaiddividual Membership in the undergirding
‘Stewardship Collective’ of that Cooperative, ahtiggot removable except by due process of
law/jury trial, and a right that includes an egbl&ashare in that Co-op’s net operating surplus.

Expected QuestionWhat is the extent of government reform that wdwdsle to occur in order
to institute this new system?

Response For the United States, the reforms would extenseveral amendments to the U.S.
constitution, plus the institution of an “intermath” level of the law of the land in the form of
an enabling law ‘constitutional annex’. The latteuld be less difficult to amend than the
Constitution, but more difficult to revise than ar@ressional statute. Our drafts of these
proposed enactments are presented herein, in Chaptehis Part, Part .

Expected QuestionWhat level of consensus would the people of thaddinbtates — the
majority class — have to achieve in order to makerew system happen?

Response For the United States, the majority class wddde to be convinced -- despite all
of the oligarchy’s concerted media opposition, #rat oligarchy’s engineering of “divide-and-
conquer” ideologies -- théactually existingcapitalism” is failing, and that what we call
‘revolutionary reform’ is necessary, in the formtbé constitutional amendments and enabling
legislations that constitute ‘The Equitist ReforraM@lution’.

Expected QuestionWhat organizations stand in the way of implementing new system?

ResponseAll the organizations that are the organs ofitieeeasingly democracy-subverting,
oligarchic, proto-dictatorial rule of the hyper-ranity class of dominant capitalists. These
include some organizations that are secret, an@ sbat are publicly-known, including the
major mass media organizations, the Rockefellen#ation, the Rockefeller-controlled New
York Council on Foreign Relations, the Gates Fotindathe Ford Foundation, the so-called
“Democrat” Party, the traditional “Republican” Bgretc. They also include large swaths of
the “standing bureaucracy”, that survives any mati@lection, in the Federal Executive branch,
and that typically represent the growing proto-p®istate infrastructure of “our” government --
the FBI, the CIA, the NSA, various “Black Ops” orgzations, and the industries and lobbies
which prosper off of the burgeoning “National SetyuBtate” and its “Military-Industrial
Complex”, as well as Pentagon-equipped, hyper-anihed, anti-People local police forces



Pillar | -- ‘Citizen Birthright Equity .

The first, simplest and most universal pillar oke¥ieralized Equity’ and of ‘Equitist Political-
ECONOMIC DEMOCRACYis what we have named ‘Citizen Birthright Equity’

‘Citizen Birthright Equity ' Overview. The ‘Citizen Birthright Equity’ “Pillar”, is to b
financed, primarily, from portions of the proceedshe other two ‘Pillars of Generalized
Equity’. Birthright Equity would make every chilgbrn after the adoption of ““Equitism’,
every new Citizen, de facto“Trust Fund Baby”. Each such Citizen would beippgad with

an absolutelyportable persona) unified “social safety net”, tied to their persoot to any
employer, regardless of which “side of the tradksit baby was born on, or which employer(s)
that adult Citizen later works for. A good exampfea proposal that approximates this “Pillar”

of ‘Generalized Equity’ are recent “Baby Bonds” posals and trial implementations.

The ‘Citizen Birthright Equity’ human right consties also a new, constitutional property right
-- a right ofpersonal property It is also surrounded by built-in “moral hazadrdstigations.

This is because thaersonal propertys sourced in and converted fr@ocial property

Society therefore has a rightful interest in se¢inag these funds are used constructively.

By “moral hazards”, we mean perverse incentivesitight unintentionally reward personally
and socially destructive behaviors. An extremama of destructive use of such society-
provided funds would be their expenditure to precalcohol or other harmful drugs. In

general, “moral hazard” is lack of incentive to gliagainst risks, and against the costs of those

risks, because one expects to be shielded frone itmss by others, or by society as a whole.

Via ‘Birthright Equity’, society would ‘self-investn every new citizen born, eventually
enough to give each new child the wherewithal feoeially supported decent start in life,

regardless of the resources of that child’s biatmify.



‘Birthright Equity’ is intended also to make it nelikely that each new Citizen, as they grow
up, will feel valued by their society. They wolikkly so feel because each would experience,
by society’s grant to them of their own, persoraithright Equity Social Trust Fund’, material
proof of their valuing by society, even if not thetr birth family. No new Citizen child would
be abandoned by their society, to fend for thenesel\ they lacked parental support. No child
would be treated, as so often today, in a desperatducing and crime-breeding manner, as if
the police, and as if society at large, would rathat they died young -- very young -- or that
they were already dead, or that they had never lbgen born [as per the “Eugenics” ideology

of the ruling faction of the oligarchy]!

Moreover, each new Citizen would thereby also Hak@ in the game”; would have\aery big
something to lose should they nevertheless tuamtanti-social life of crime. That is, if
convicted of a crime, by a jury of their peers,lsacCitizen’s ‘Birthright Equity’ trust fund
would be liable for the cost of jury-determinedaggions to their victim(s). If that ‘Birthright
Equity’ trust fund were to be exhausted by suclaratons, for example, due to very serious
and/or repeated victimizations of others, then su€htizen would have to fall back upon their

own earnings and, ultimately, upon much more meggeeral social welfare provisions.

If automation — and, e.g., Al robotization — doalea point where there are simply not enough
jobs paying livelihood-level compensation to gousnd, then the Citizen Birthright Equity
Social Trust Funds could provide a ready-made cbhaiudistributing “Universal Basic

Income” [UBI] payments to Citizens. However -- el Social Trust Funds, which require
Citizen applications, scrutinized by the Socialstriunds Administration for appropriateness
and for moral hazard -- the, e.g., monthly, UBImpayts should be as fully discretionary as are

wage and salary incomes presently.



SOME EXPECTED QUESTIONS, AND OUR RESPONSES, ON C.H.

We have stated, and responded to, below, some d&eth questions on the ‘Citizen Birthright
Equity’ [C.B.E.] “Pillar” of ““Equitism™” that we anticipate our readers will want us to address.

Expected QuestionWith regard to ‘Citizen Birthright Equity’: how cddiour society possibly
afford the gigantic cost of this ‘pillar of genarad equity’? To provide the approximately 333
million U.S. citizens, in 2022, each with a Sodialist Fund worth as little as $10,000 dollars
would cost 3.33 trillion dollars, while U.S. GDRyf2022, is only around 23 trillion dollars.
Your “C.B.E.” would thus cost about 15% of preseins. GDP

Response Clearly, the transition to “full coverage” of@ss, for each Citizen, to essential life-
opportunities would have to be scaled-up over tiv& favor initially limiting coverage --
starting from the year after adoption of the ‘EgtiiAmendment’ -- to each year’s increment of
newly-born Citizens, so that the newest generattamdd be covered first. With new births in
the U.S., for 2022, at around 1,256,000, an iniéaél of the ‘Birthright Equity Trust Funds’, at
$10,000 dollars per birth, would require fundingl@56 billion dollars per year, or far less
than 1% [~0.05461%] of 2022 U.S. GDP. To avoidagmpon to a “redistributionist” funding

of ‘Birthright Equity’, we also favor a plan whicdjusts the level of coverage for new-born
Citizens in proportion to the growth of the flowfohds to the ‘Birthright Equity’ pool from
‘Citizen Stewardship Equity Social Rents’, as vadlfrom ‘Citizens Externality Equity’
pollution taxes, fees and fines. In this way, e/ system would be largely self-funding, and
likely fast-growing in its coverage.

Expected QuestionHow would ‘Citizen Birthright Equity’ ensure thatd ‘Social Trust Fund’
monies are not spent on frivolous or damaging fosfmnsumption?

ResponseDesired expenditures from a Citizen’s personati&l Trust Fund’ would be
applied-for by that Citizen to the ‘Social Trustrieis Administration’. Per the ‘Equitist
Annex’, and ‘Constitutional Amendment’, as drafteztein, this Administration could approve
or disapprove that Citizen’s application. ThatZ&ih would have standing to appeal an
unfavorable decision by the Commission to the “astérTribunal for Citizen Birthright

Equity’ that has jurisdiction for that citizen’sdale of legal residence. The Justices of that
Tribunal would be popularly elected by the Citizefisheir jurisdiction, and would also be
mandated, term-limited, and recallable by theicteleate. The losing party in such an appeal
would be required to pay all of the court costthatt appeal, unless the Tribunal’s majority
assigned, by its majority vote, a stipulated fi@tif those costs to each party to the litigation.
This Litigation Costs Reimbursement Responsibisitintended to ‘dis-incent’ frivolous
applications and resulting frivolous litigationhd cost of Citizen Birthright Equity litigation
must therefore be significant enough to deter inggpate appeals, but affordable even if the
individual Citizen plaintiff ends up paying the tdésr the entire litigation that they initiated.



The latter is crucial to avoid suppressing apptatbe Birthright Equity Tribunals altogether —
even suppressing legitimate appeals, due to tkeai€itizens of unaffordable Tribunal bills.

Expected QuestionWhat are some local examples that could eventealhve into national
‘Citizen Birthright Equity’-like systems?

Response Examples include municipal, county, or Stateeléaby Bonds” programs, and
city-level Guaranteed Monthly Minimum Income legisbn.

Expected Question How might we successfully scale down from theaspt of a national
scale ‘Citizen Birthright Equity’ human right andoperty right, to, say, one at the scale of a
single city?

That is, how might we fund such a scaled-down wersif ‘Birthright Equity’, at that level of
one single city, as distinct from how it would hmdled if instituted on a national scale,
together with the other two “Pillars”? How mighewreclude, within a municipal-level,
scaled-down version of ‘Citizen Birthright Equity,“gold rush” of people crowding into a
municipality that was testing that ‘Citizen Birtght Equity’ benefit, from other cities not
offering any such ‘Citizen Equity’ benefits?

Response Such a single city level implementation of ategsresembling a national ‘Citizen
Birthright Equity’ system presents difficult probhs. In relation to existing constitutional and
statute law, it might involve breaches to the pplecof the “equality before the law” of each
Citizen. With afull national ‘Citizen Birthright Equity’ system, noweCitizen would be
excluded from ‘Citizen Birthright Equity Social TsuFund’ coverage. But, on any smaller
scale, the right of Citizens to free movement, @nidke up residence in new localities of their
choice, contravenes the need for the exclusiomufsiders” and “interlopers” from coverage,
to avoid unjust exploitation of this ‘Citizen Eqgiibenefit by them. If the ‘Social Trust
Funds’ were supplied via municipal-level taxedeast each tax-paying resident of the
municipality should have to be eligible, or at leaach of their newborn children should be
eligible, for a ‘Social Trust Fund’. But if sucBocial Trust Fund’ eligibility would accrue
immediately to anyone who newly established residen that municipality, a “gold rush”
should be expected, in which non-residents wowddhaps only briefly, become residents,
obtain at least some of the ‘Social Trust Fund’ lspand then perhaps quickly move out of
that city -- move on, or move back to the city frarich they came. This would likely lead to
rapid exhaustion of the ‘Social Trust Funds’ monetaherewithal, and to its accrual mostly to
Citizens who were neveeal, contributing residents of their transiently-adapmunicipality at
all. But restricting access based upon, e.g., tatiwe taxes paid to, or duration of residence
in, that municipality, might run afoul of the pripte of the “equality before the law” of all
Citizens. It would thus probably be a mistakettwtehe municipal-scale implementation of
“‘Equitism™” with a scaled-down version of ‘Citien Birthright Equity’.



Pillar Il -- ‘Citizen Externality Equity '.

The second and somewhat more complex pillar of &eaized Equity’ and of ‘Equitist
Politica ECONOMIC DEMOCRACY s that which we name ‘Citizen Externality Equity

‘Citizen Externality Equity ' Overview. In brief, ‘Citizen Externality Equity’ provides
constitutional rights-based, direct electoral deéeagainst the “market failures” that capitalist
economists call “external costs”, ‘@xternalities’. Such “external costs” include pollution as
well as property value depreciation, rent unafforilsy, traffic and parking congestion, etc.,
caused for residents by the activities of Capitplify enterprises. The new defenses we
propose start in the locale of residence of eattreaq, via a kind ofirassroots-democratjc

‘economicsuffrage’, which is also a kind afrassroots-democraticegulation’.

The ‘Citizen Externality Equity’ human right cortsiies also a new, constitutional property
right, acollective propertyight, exercised via voting. It is a right tpeeventativaemedy, in
return for having suffered, in the past, the “emédicosts” imposed coercively upon citizen
publics by enterprises in relation to which theisgens may be, typically, neither stockholders
nor customers. By having so suffered, per thecppias of equitable jurisprudence, said
citizens have “purchasedt kind, andin effect this new kind of equity stake in those polluting,

and/or other “external costs”-imposing, enterprises

If neither stockholders nor customers of thoserpntes, these citizens are unprotected by
standard, competitive “market forces”. They tyflichave noeffectivevoice to redress their
suffering of thepften deadly coercive visitations upon them of these toxidygmn and/or

other “external cost” damages, by those enterprises

But what do we mean by “externalities™? A way &1 gt what the term “externality” means is

to ask just exactly whdexternalities” are“ external” to.



“Externalities” aré‘external” to the market relationship between the ownerstdrerises that
produce goods and/or services — e.g., betweenwthers of “capital equity stock” in those
enterprises, as the “first parties” in this mankaationship -- and the customers of those
enterprises, who buy and continually consume tlgosels and/or services, as the “second

parties” in this market relationship.

The “second parties” are at least somewhat pratestesuch market relationships, from abuse
by the “first parties”, by the ‘economic check aralance’par excellencef repeat-trade
market competition. The “first parties” may abtise “second parties”, by foisting upon them
low-quality customer service, and/or poor-qualibods and services, and/or prices that
constitute profiteering. If so, the “second patimay have recourse to competitors of those
abusive “first parties”. Those competitors maywia in competition against the abusive “first

parties”, offer better prices, and/or better gosels/ices quality, and/or better customer service.

But the sufferers of “externality” damages, suclpaltution poisoning, etc., are “third parties”
to this market relationship. They dexternal’ to the market relationship between the first

parties and the second parties as defined above.

These “third party” citizens angprotected, by any market competition kind of ‘econo
check and balance’, against damages such as palle&tic., imposed upon them, coercively, by

the “first parties”.

The function of the new ‘Citizens Externality Equitonstitutional right is to provide a new
kind of ‘economiccheck and balance’. This new kind of “checks baldnces” is designed to
systematically and comprehensively redresddhere of the market-based, competition-based
kind of ‘economicchecks and balances’ to protect citizens agdnesiet — often life-threatening

-- costs to those citizens &gernal, “third parties”.



The ‘Citizen Externality Equity’ human right andoperty right is designed to expand the
power of self-protection of each citizen, and tipmwer of protection for their families, and
neighbors, etcstarting from where they livagainst pollution, for example, by local factsrie

and other physical plants which threaten their kasiihealth and, potentially, their very lives.

But it is designed to provide this protection imeaty direct and local way, and in a way that
makes ruling-class bribery, to thwart that protatctiexorbitant, unaffordable -- even to the

bribery budgets of the richest of the rich!

This way is one which also skirts the failed cdfgtanethod of externalities mitigation, that of

relying upon external regulatory bureaucraciescWiaire regularly “captured” -- co-opted -- by
the very industries that they were created to mgund restrain. Consider, for example, the

cases of the FCC, the FDA, the SEC, etc., attnauseam

This way also skirts the increasingly failed appfoaf suing such polluting enterprises in civil
court. This typically means fighting a usuallyitag court battle against deep-pocketed mega-
corporations, and against an increasingly comprednjgdiciary, appointed by an executive
branch increasingly “owned”, under our presentaystof “legalized bribery”, by the lobbyists
and campaign donors of those same corporationgy las adopted by, and with the “advice
and consent” of, a legislature increasingly beholae-- or populated by “representatives” who
are co-owners and/or officers of -- the same cafpams, and/or of the oligarchy’s ultrarich

families, tax-exempt, tax-law-privileged foundatsgetc.

For example, such polluters are typically able &ydwoff litigation through various legal
maneuvers, and to settle out of court, thereby madmitting to any wrong-doing, and thereby
also never incurring judicial precedents that mightbit similar destructive, even deadly,

externalities-generating behaviors in the futuyethemselves, or by others of their ‘ill-K'.



SOME EXPECTED QUESTIONS, AND OUR RESPONSES, on C.E.

We have stated, and responded to, below, some d&etyh questions about the ‘Citizen
Externality Equity’ “Pillar” of “*Equitism’ that we expect our readers will want us to address.

Expected Question Why would the ‘Citizen Externality Equity PublRoards’ be, as you say,
‘unbribable’, or “unaffordable to bribe even foethribery budgets of the richest of the rich”?

Response There are presently approximately 32 million Lb8sinesses, nationwide. Every
enterprise that, e.g., pollutes beyond the cortistital and statutory threshold woutdernalize
a ‘Public Board of Directors’, consisting of 5 ‘RigDirectors’, each a mandated, recallable,
term-limited, elected representative of the resslanpacted by that pollution. For the United
States, we estimate that there would be hundrett®asands of such ‘Public Boards’
nationwide. Paying annual bribes of just $50,08€heto the 5 ‘Public Directors’ of each
‘Public Board’, giverjust one million‘Public Boards’ nationwide, would cost the rulidgss
250 billion dollarsevery year There would simply be too many ‘Public Directdcsafford to
bribe, and too much turnover, due to term limitd/anto recalls of “successfully”-corrupted
‘Public Directors’, costing ‘re-bribery’ for evemngplacement ‘Public Director’ sworn-in, if that
‘Public Director’ were even willing to be bribed'he “externalities” that the ‘Public Directors’
aim to reduce, arecally-damagingpollution, etc., externalities, in the very plagese those
grassroots ‘Public Directors’, and their familieglaneighbors, live and work. No “absentee”
‘Public Directors’ would be eligible for electiorHHence ‘Public Directors’ would tend to have
a personal interesin reducing externalities production proximateheir places of residence,
and thus to tend to refuse propositions made tm thye agents of the oligarchy, and by others.

Expected QuestionHow would ‘Citizen-Externality Equity’ give Citizengrassroots level
control over pollution, etc., in their residentiatalities?

ResponseResidents of each locality impacted by the alibweshold pollution, etc., external
costs of a given enterprise -- Capital Equay,Stewardship Equity=- would elect 5 ‘Public
Directors’, forming a Public Board, internalizedarthe operations of that enterprise, to
negotiate, with enterprise management, an annuétrgalities Budget’ for that enterprise, per
the wishes of the Public Directors’ constituerithiese elected ‘Public Directors’ would all be
mandated, term-limited, and recallable by theictelates.

If negotiations between the ‘Public Board’ and tevate Board’, or the local/appointed
“management committee”, of that enterprise, wergeadlock, then the negotiation would be
remanded to the “nearest” ‘Tribunal for Externakiguity’ having jurisdiction over the
iImpacted locale. The Justices of that Tribunal ivdae popularly elected by the residents of
their jurisdiction, and would also be mandatedntéimited, and recallable by their electorate.



The losing party in the adjudication of the deakllaould be required to pay all of the court
costs of that adjudication, or that fraction ofgaa@osts assigned to them by majority vote of
that Tribunal. This provision is to ‘dis-incent’amt-less deadlocks, and merit-less litigation.

The mandating of electguiblic servantsnentioned herein is intended to ‘belf-mandating’.
This means that each candidptilic servantupon registering to stand for election for a give
office, would be required to file a statement d@émt regarding their conduct of that office if
elected to it, and regarding the approach thatdaiatlidate pledges to take to the public issues
addressed by that office. This statement of in@nmandate, would be published to the
electorate before the election, and would be nadibg on that candidate if elected. The
mandates of the various competing candidates aat tve electorate should be voting on;
voting to elect. However, once in office, if tHeaed candidate, in any way, abrogated their
mandate, that would be OK if OK with the majoritiytioeir electorate. If not, that abrogation
would constitute grounds, perhaps together witkeiotBven more severe grounds, for a petition
campaign aiming to qualify for calling a speciaatlon to recall thgbublic servantand to

elect a new candidate to replace thablic servant



Pillar Il -- ‘Citizen Stewardship Equity.

The third and most complex pillar of ‘Generalizeguigy’ and of ‘Equitist Political-
ECONOMIC DEMOCRACYiS that which we have named ‘Citizen Stewardslypity’.

‘Citizen Stewardship Equity Overview. This new constitutional “Pillar” of ‘Generalized
Equity’ calls for a kind ofPublic Venture Capital’. It would enable capital-lackiwgrkers to

self-organize as ‘Citizen Stewardship Collectives'.

Each such ‘CitizengCollective’ would, if underwritten by a ‘Social Bank’, receitle funds
required to procure the means of production, esdled for in thatCollectives Business Plan,
and would thereby become a ‘Citizen Stewardshiptifgocialized Producer€ooperative’

A good example of an existing institution that apgpmates this “Pillar” of ‘Generalized
Equity’ is the Mondragon cooperative -- a worker-owned, international, higgiversified,

and, in some of its divisions, high-tech producemperative.

The essence of the social contract at the hednisoform of social equity is as follows.
Collectives of Citizens are granted Stewardship ommership, of a portion of social wealth, by
representatives of society — of the social genatatest — in return for using that social wealth
to create goods and/or services that are benefiicedciety as a whole, while also creating a
livelihood for themselves. Implied in this soatantract is that such Collectives will not
produce'bads’ — “goods” and/or “services” that are harmful texisty as a whole. Thus,
Collectives proposing to launch businesses prodggcé.g., tobacco products, or gambling

“services” are unlikely to obtain Social Bank bamki

Each such ‘Social Bank’ would itself also be a kafddemocratically self-managed, ‘Citizen
Stewardship Equity Cooperative’, chartered by tlfiicc® of the popularly-elected National
Custodian of Social Property. Such a ‘Social Bam&uld fund that Citizen Collective’s
Business Plan if that bank so decided, by majeote of its own Member-Owners.

[See:Making Mondragon The Growth and Dynamics of the Worker Cooperativeriplex by Kathleen and William

Whyte, 1991 [second edition], Cornell U. Pressadtn New York].



The ‘Social Bank’ Member-owners would tend to stevibthey found that the Collective’s
Business Plan and By-Laws met constitutional aatligiry requirements. These would
include requirements for internal democracy, suchecallability’ of elected managers. The
‘Social Bank’ Member-owners majority would also deto vote to fund that Citizen
Collective’s Business Plan if they also found tiag Business Plan, and the resumes of its
would-be ‘Citizen Stewards’ -- the Member-ownersladt Collective -- convinced them to risk
their Social Bank’s own solvency by underwritingtiCollective’s Business Plan. Once
underwritten, that ‘Stewardship EquiBpllective’ becomes a ‘Stewardship Equip-op’.

Each Citizen Steward Member of that Cooperativeld/enjoy two streams of income -- an
annual equitable share in thet operating surplusf their Cooperative, in proportion to their
hours worked in that annum, relative to the totalis worked in their Co-op in that annugmn
and, e.g., weekly or monthly compensation for thiene worked therein, in proportion to the
costs of their skills. Those costs would be deteech by the competition for Citizens bearing
such skills, with other Stewardship Equity entesgsi, and with remaining Capital Equity
enterprises. This staffing competition would enaoeng ‘Stewardship Equity Cooperatives’,
among remaining Capital Equity enterprises, and/éen ‘Stewardship Equity Cooperatives’
versus remaining Capital Equity enterprises. Thispetition would help to place a floor
beneath the capitalist “race to the bottom” in tewhthe treatment and per-hour compensation
of majority-class workers. It might even resuleikind of “bidding-up”; a “race to the top”.
Those remaining Capital Equity firms would havedonpete for workers with ‘Citizen
Stewardship Equity Cooperatives’ in which the woskihemselves decide, democratically,
how they are to be treated, albeit under the cammstof keeping their customers, and attracting
more new customers. Each Stewardship Equity Catigerwould als@ompetdor customers
with remaining Capital Equity firms, and with otH&tewardship Equity Cooperatives’, if those
co-ops also produce in its chosen product andferceemarket or markets. If the Stewards of a
given Cooperative were too easy on themselvespatad hard on their customers, their

Cooperative would likely fail, become insolventddre dissolved.

[So as to value all life-hours worked equally ie #haring of net operating surpluses].



Each ‘Citizens Stewardship Equity Producers’ Coafpee’ would hold its Social-Bank-granted
means of productiomot in localownership but instewardshipf those means of production,
as Social Property, held by those Stewards as-kimthloan to them from and by their society.
Each ‘Stewardship Equity Cooperative’ would therefpay a monthly ‘Social Rent’, back to
society, for their access to use those means digtmn, with their society represented by the
National Office of the Custodian of Social Propertiis ‘Social Rent’ would also encourage
economy in the use of Social Property means ofymtimh, militating against Citizen
Stewardship Collectives asking for more social propthan they actually need

That ‘Social Rent’ would help finance the ‘CitizBirthright Equity Trust Funds’. And a share
of that ‘Social Rent’ would also form part of thecome, and the onkind of income, of the
‘Social Bank’ or ‘Social Banks’ cooperative enteggs which underwrote a given Citizen

‘Stewardship Equity socialized Producers’ Coopeeati

The human right of ‘Citizen Stewardship Equity’@alsonstitutes a new constitutional property
right. It is the right of each Citizen tondividual property”[cf. Marx ] in the form of that
Citizen’'sownershipof that Citizen’sMembershign their ‘Citizen Stewardship Collective’,
which that Citizen co-founded, or into the Memb@gysbf which that Citizen was later inducted,

by vote of the then-admitted Citizen-Members.

When that ‘Citizen Stewardship EquiBpllective’ becomes a ‘Citizen Stewardship Equity
Cooperative, that Citizen’sight of Membershigntails the right to a share, proportionate to
that Steward’s share of the total hours workedhat Co-op in that year, in the annual net
operating surplus of that Cooperative, as welhasight to work in and for that Cooperative,
with fair compensation for each hour worked. AiZéin’s “individual property right” in such
Membership would baéalienable insaleable], and revocable, except by constitutionally-

stipulated due process of law, including trial byry of that Citizen’s peers.

. [...capitalist production begets, with the inexoitdy of a law of Nature, its own negation. ... Thises not re-establish private property for the peed, but gives
himindividual property..” -- Karl Marx, Capital: A Critique of Political EconomyVolume 1, ©er Produktionsprocess des KapitalsPart VIII, Chapter XXXII].



Each ‘Citizen Stewardship Equity Cooperative’ atihd to produce externalities beyond the
constitutional and statutory limit, would also e less and no more than remaining Capital
Equity enterprises found to produce externalitiegdnd that limit -- be required to determine
its ‘annual externalities budget’ in negotiationghwits owninternalized popularly-elected
‘Citizen Externality Equity Public Board of Diree&). That Board would be elected by the

adult public residing in the area of impact of éxternalities produced by that Cooperative.

As with remaining Capital Equity enterprises, ib$ie negotiations on externalities production
budgeting deadlocked, then those negotiations westdlate, for adjudication, to the “nearest”
Tribunal for Externality Equity with jurisdictiorof that area of impact. That Tribunal would
consist of elected, mandated, term-limited, andltalole justices, chosen by majority vote of
the electorate of their geographical area of juctszh. The losing party in such litigation
would be required to pay all of the court costshat litigation -- unless the Tribunal’s majority
assigned a stipulated fraction of those costsdb party to that litigation -- so as to ‘dis-incent
frivolous deadlocks and resulting frivolous litigmat, or litigation intended to delay justice.

SOME EXPECTED QUESTIONS, AND OUR RESPONSES, ON C.&.

We have stated, and responded to, below, some d&eth questions that we anticipate that our
readers will want us to address, regarding Cit&mwardship Equity [C.S.E.].

Expected Question Suppose that a Citizen Member of a ‘Stewardslgpity Cooperative’
became totally uncooperative and/or disruptive withat Cooperative. How would such a
problem be redressed?

Response The right of each Steward of a ‘Stewardship BgGooperative’ to Membership in
its undergirding ‘Stewardship Equity Collective’ uld be an “Individual Property’’ right,
one that would be irrevocable except by due proceksw, including an option for a trial by a
jury of the peers of that Steward-Member. If aecgumajority of the Members of a given
‘Stewardship Equity Collective’ voted to revokeige;n Membership, then that Member’s
“‘Individual Property’” in that Membership wouldbe provisionally revoked, but subject to
appeal by the revoked Member. That revoked Merabeld opt to appeal their revocation to
the “nearest” Tribunal for Stewardship Equity witinisdiction for the principal legal locale of
operation of that Cooperative. The Justices df Tidunal would be popularly elected by the
Citizens of their jurisdiction, and would also bamdated, term-limited, and recallable by that
electorate.



The losing party in such litigation would be re@airto pay all of the court costs of that
litigation, unless the Tribunal’s majority assigreedtipulated fraction of those costs to each
party to that litigation. This is so as to ‘dient’ irresponsible Steward conflict and
misconduct, and the resulting, avoidable, litigatidut such litigation costs must be
maintained at a level which is significant, butoaddfordable, even if only one of the parties to
the litigation ends up bearing the entire costtheflitigation. Otherwise, these legal costs
could impose a “chilling effect”, blocking even Iegate litigation, due to the risk of liability
for unaffordable court costs. If the revoked Member glisad with the Tribunal's Decision,
Appeal for a trial by a jury of peers, to the nbigher-scale proximate Tribunal for Stewardship
Equity, supervised by the three-judge panel of Tmdtunal, would be an option for the revoked
Member. The Tribunal and its jury of peers woutd Ine limited to a “yes-or-no” Decision on
such revocations of Citizen Steward Membershipshe majority of the Justices held that both
the revoked Member and the rest of the Memberskeig woth partly at fault for the conflict(s)
that led to the revocation, then the Tribunal caarder the ‘Stewardship Equity Collective’ to
pay a fraction of that revoked Member’s former patcshare in the annual net operating
surplus of that ‘Stewardship Equity Cooperativethat revoked member, while that
Cooperative continued in operation, and to therddéthat ex-Member’s longevity. The
fraction ordered should reflect the Tribunal’s viefithe culpability of the former Member
versus of the rest of the Members for the con8ictijat led to that Membership revocation.

Expected Question How might some of these reforms implement on allengeographical
scale, say that of a single city, county, or statethat they can be tested and perhaps thereby
improved in detail for later scaling up to the naal scale, and, eventually, beyond?

Response‘Stewardship Equity’ might be scaled down to then of a ‘Public Venture

Capital’ fund, administered by municipal officiagdepularly elected for that task, and, as a
matter of municipal public policy, adopted by méjypwote of the municipal electorate. If this
iImplementation developed a city-level critical massooperative enterprises, then a similarly
scaled-down version of ‘Citizen Externality Equitpight also then be implemented, with
cooperative enterprises filling-in the gaps lefttbg expected flight of private and corporate
capital in response to that implementation of Z&ti Externality Equity’. Such C.E.E.
implementations would likely come under attack bgt& Supreme Courts, and, ultimately, by
SCOTUS. Effective defenses against such attackddweeed to be developed.

NOTE: In terms of the ‘inter-dynamics’ of Citizen Stamdship Equity, Citizen Externality
Equity, and Citizen Birthright Equity, we expecatlthe relative contributions of the new
Stewardship Equity and Externality Equity instituts to the Birthright Equity Social Trust
Funds will shift over time. We expect that theatigle contribution to those Trust Funds of the
Stewardship Equity Social Rents will rise, as mamd more Stewardship Equity Producers’
Co-ops are formed, and learn how to succeed fdotigehaul. We expect that the relative
contribution of Externality Fees and Fines will veaas Stewardship Equity enterprises and
remaining Capital Equity enterprises learn howdegktheir external costs production below
the legal Threshold, even if the level of that Bm@&@d ramps down over time.



Commentary on Sections of Draft Amendment #28 The Equitist Amendment.

Section 0. [Principles]. This section sets foime of the standards that apply to most sections
of this article of amendment. This avoids repeptiesertions of these standards in every other
relevant section. The mandating standard provmieihe non-binding self-mandating of
candidates, because, if elected candidates ddxaatetheir ‘self-mandates’, but with a

sufficient majority approval by their electorate, Imarm to the peoples’ will is done thereby. If
a sufficient minority of their electorate disappes\wof elected candidates’ conduct in office, that
minority can trigger recall/replacement electiom#n if the elected candidates have adhered to
their ‘self-mandates’, e.g., if a sufficient mingrof their electorate no longer approves.

Section 1. This section is intended to estabhsih Capital Equity enterprises will not be
outlawed, under the ‘Equitist system’, but musgbegerned in accord with the principles of
Capital Equity, including that of stockholder demamy, and not, as all too often presently,
governed by a “crony capitalism”, in which “insidéoards of directors and self-serving senior
managements conspire to honor the interests ortlyeofiselves, and, perhaps, of their largest
shareholders, suppressing the voices and igndmmqiterests of the majority of shareholders.
Outlawing capitalism would require a dictatoriaktalitarian, police-state form of state-
capitalism, e.g., to continually act to suppress“tilack markets” that would continually tend
to arise. Such a state-capitalist police stateldvdastroy both liberty and the vital, and already
partially existingeconomiachecks and balances of market competition. Gibetions of this
amendment even add new dimensions of competitign, @mmpetition between Capital Equity
and Stewardship Equity enterprises. The latteasseciations of producersno longer wage-
workers— which are not corporate dictatorships, but deatamally self-governing cooperative
enterprises.

Section 2. Government regulatory bureaucracigscayly “captured” and corrupted by the
Capital Equity entities whose externalities they suipposed to restrain and mitigate, as well as
increasingly-unaffordable civil court lawsuits, bght, e.g., by pollution-afflicted citizens,
against deep-pocketed Capital Equity enterprisgforeé judges who may also be compromised,
no longer provide adequate protection of citizegerest the deleterious and often lethal
damages wrought by such Capital Equity enterpri3éss section establishes a new form of
democraticnon-bureaucratic, ‘grassroots regulation’, which wd &itizen Externality

Equity’; both a new, constitutionally-recognizediman right, and a new, all-Citizens property
right. This section creates a new kind of equitiks in such enterprises, for their Citizen
stakeholders. This can be seen aslective propertyapplication of the Coase Theorem,

which holds that the market failures or externaditof capitalism can be redressed only by
creating appropriate new property rights. This also be seen as an application of the
principles of equitable jurisprudence, by the tlyagbat, by “paying”, in kind -- suffering the
costs of, e.g., the pollution damages imposed tipein bodies coercively by polluting
enterprises -- Citizens thereby “purchase”, in kil ‘externality equity’ in those polluting
enterprises, that entitles them to, collectivelyybting, govern, regulate, and ameliorate those
externality damages to, e.g., their persons, taaiilies, and their neighbors.



Section 3. This section establishes a nationaésysf geographically-nested, popularly-
elected ‘Associations of Public Directors’, to piaer a people’s voice in decisions regarding
social infrastructure and ‘mega-zoning’ — the dgpient of the physical plant of society — at
geographical levels including but also beyond thmicipal level. This section provides for the
democratic planning of that deployment, including placement of parks, greenbelts, and other
public amenities, on mon-compulsory basis. The ‘Associations of Public Dioes’ make
annual resolutions and recommendations on suclogl®eint to the enterprise-internalized
Boards of Public Directors, and an annual Sociébtructure Proposal to the National
Custodian of Social Property, all oman-compulsory, advisory basis. This is the only eleime
of “economic planning” established by the ‘Equilshendment’ and its ‘Amendatory Annex’.
Bureaucratic, governmental planning is otherwisgided, so as to avoid creating a “command
economy”, and the dictatorial kind of governmerattsuch a “command economy” requires.

Section 4. This section establishes the human, rgiidpersonalproperty right, of ‘Citizen
Birthright Equity’ as a constitutional right. Theday, society ‘self-invests’ in each newborn
Citizen. It does so lest the pursuit of happinassl, the potential contribution to society as a
whole, by that new Citizen, via the human developinoé that Citizen, be squandered, due to,
e.g., the poverty of that Citizen’s birth familirhe provision by society, to each such Citizen,
of a personal Trust Funthateriallycommunicates the value that this Citizen’s soaigtiyolds
for that Citizen’s life and life-opportunities. dtves each such Citizen “skin-in-the-game” to
value their society in return. In particular, a@nal conviction, by a jury of peers, of that
Citizen means that part of that Citizen’s Trust éwill be ordered, by the convicting jury and
court, to help repair the damages wrought by ttr&ne upon the victims of their crime. Each
Citizen Trust Fund is provided to support accesshat Citizen to basic life opportunities.
Because theersonal propertyf such Trust Funds is supplied fr@ocial property society
must encumber the uses allowed, mitigating potefitiaral hazards” of its Trust Fund grant.
Special courts are provided for Citizens to protiestied Birthright Trust Fund use requests.

The implementation of the ‘Citizen Birthright Equifocial Trust Funds’ has to be incremental.
Initially, at least, those Trust Funds can onlyafferded to cover children born after adoption
of the ‘Equitist Amendment’ and its ‘Amendatory Aexi. The standard amount of each Social
Trust Fund can also increase only incrementallyhagroductivity and wealth of American
society overall grows, and, e.g., as proceedseW&iship enterprises’ ‘Social Rents’ grow.

If production automation, e.g., via Al robotizatjoraches a point in the U.S. where there are
simply not enough livelihood-earning jobs to go around, ttren‘Citizen Birthright Equity
Social Trust Funds’ can provide a ready-made cdridudistributing Universal Basic Income
[UBI] payments to Citizens. However -- unlike ‘SalcTrust Funds’, which require Citizen
applications to, and scrutiny by, the Social Trshds Administration for appropriateness and
for moral hazard -- the, e.g., monthly, UBI paynsesttould be as fully discretionary, as to their
expenditure, as are wage and salary incomes phgsent



Section 5. This section establishes the human tagbasic health care services as an All-
Citizens’ constitutional right. This right is t@ lexercised via the expenditure of vouchers,
provided directly to Citizens via Congress, no lented to Citizen’s employers. Citizens
decide which health care services providers thdélyawiploy, motivated to maximize the health
care benefits acquired for each voucher dollar th@yend. This is to bring into play the
economiachecks and balances of market competition on tisegof health care services, as
well as on the quality -- including the customawvs®e quality -- of said services. Third-party
payer systems, including nationalized health careices systems, suppress this cost discipline.
They thus create another kind of ““‘moral hazard’For Citizen’s with ‘Social Trust Fund’
coverage, their health care needs beyond the leagicare to be covered with the help of their
‘Citizen’s Birthright Equity Social Trust Funds’.

Section 6. This section establishes the ‘Nati@féte of the Custodian of Social Property’,
with a nationally, popularly elected, mandatedntéimited, and recallable National Custodian,
as, in effect, theconomicdemocratic ‘Second President’ or ‘Co-Presidenthaf United

States. The fundamental duty of the National Qliatois to safeguard the Social Property
owned collectively by all Citizens of the Unitechfts. The Custodian fulfills this duty by, e.g.,
chartering Qualified ‘Social Bank Citizen Stewangskquity Cooperatives’, which are a key to
the system of Citizen Stewardship Equity -- ano &l revoking the charters of Social Banks
which become Disqualified. The Custodian also dmeby funding the operating expenses of
the Special Tribunals established by the ‘EquAistendment’, as well as by chairing, as their
voting and tie-breaking chairperson, the key, papyelected Commissions that manage the
democratized economy of the United States as amtiEgRepublic’. In particular, the
Custodian chairs the elected Monetary Commissidniciwmanages the U.S. Dollar money-
supply, taking over that function from the oligayabwned, derogated Federal Reserve System.

The Custodian also manages the main economic renasgigation and risk management
program of the United States, e.g., the ObsolescBepreciation Insurance Program. That
Office will be encouraged to out-source — to baw&rdship Equity and Capital Equity
enterprises, via competitive bidding — whatevereatpof this program can be solvently and
gainfully contracted out to such enterprises. Hmvewe believe that the core of this program
must be taxpayer financed. Reasonable premiunmmotanver the expected andexpected
costs of compensating obsolescence depreciatiorwisch can strike suddenind massively
involving impacts to hundreds or thousands of gmiges at a time. Stewardship Equity and
Capital Equity enterprises require positive neheeys. But the federal government need not
turn a monetary “‘profit’”. That government casover obsolescence depreciation costs as
long as general tax revenues suffice to cover tbests together with the costs of other Citizen
needs. The National Office directly constructs/angrocures, and then supplies, means of
production plant and equipment to requesting Qiti@eewardship Equity Producers’ Co-ops
that have been authorized to so request by theirsgping Social Bank or Social Banks. It also
purchases the property in land required in thei2ss Plans filed by those Social Bank(s)
Qualified Stewardship enterprises.



Section 7. This section establishes ‘the Prinagbl€itizen Allocational Equity’ with regard to
the ‘Citizen Stewardship Equity’ aspect of the aaridiational Investments Budget of the
Office of the Custodian of Social Property. Thisans that the geographical allocation of this
funding is to achieve the sarper capitaallocation for all U.S. States, unless resulta of
national referendumemporarilyprovide for a redress of past allocational aneiothequities.

Section 8. This section constitutionally estaldskhe human right, and the property rights, of
‘Citizen Stewardship Equity’.

Perhaps its seems unfair, that Citizen Stewardsfiigrprises would be forced, per this section,
to subscribe to ‘Obsolescence Depreciation Ins@dnam the National Office of the
Custodian of Social Property, and to pay premiuma,thly, for that insurance. The remaining
Capital Equity enterprises anet forced to do so, although they are allowed to skdo do so.
Moreover, the replacement means of productiondhablescence-insurance-subscribing
Capital Equity enterprises receiggatis, via the National Office, when obsolescence
depreciation strikes them -- impairing their praffility and even their solvency -- is theirs to
keep. It becomes their private or corporate pryperhich isnot the case for Stewardship
enterprises. The replacement means of produdiainStewardship enterprises receive, via the
National Office, in the same event, remain Socraperty, which the Stewards dot own, but
only steward, and for which they pay a monthly i@bRent’, proportionate to theurrentcost

of thereproduction of those replacement means of productiodoes the fact that subscribing
Capital Equity enterprises pay higher monthly prems for their obsolescence insurance than
do Stewardship Equity Co-ops, as a consequendegdrtvate ownership by the former of that
replacement, seem sufficient to compensate forginadtization?

The obsolescence risk management required of Stiehigrenterprises is a matter of Public
Policy on the part of the People. Unprotected l@s®@nce depreciation is, we hold, the core
cause of the falling rates of return on investmartter capitalism as social productivity rises,
and of the recessions and depressions, and ofareamd genocides to which such downturns
often lead, that bedevil capitalism, causing untoid ever-increasing human misery globally.

‘Obsolescence Depreciation Insurance’ is one ok#yeprograms by which we believe that the
‘Equitist system’ will be able to solve the horciforoblem of the recessions and depressions of
Capitalism -- of Capital Equity as the sole fornSaicial Equity. Compliance with this Public
Policy by Stewardship enterprises is one of theswxalesides their ‘Social Rent’ payments —
that these enterprises provide their society witlid pro quofor their society’s grant, to them,
of their stipulated means of production, withowdithpurchase or debt-financing thereof.

Section 9. This section establishes the ‘Equslystem’ of ‘Specialized Tribunals’ — the
Tribunals for ‘Citizen Birthright Equity’, for ‘Cizen Externality Equity’, and for ‘Citizen
Stewardship Equity’, as well as the Tribunals ®ocial Property Equity’, for ‘Social
Productivity Advancement’, and for ‘Shareholder anmacy’.



Section 10. This section [re-Jdemocratizes theeFadExecutive Branch, first by providing for
the nationapopularelection -- ending the Electoral College — as \aslthe mandating, term-
limitation, and recallability of the President bktUnited States, thus giving The People of the
United States even better political and libertyspreing benefits than those afforded by some
Parliamentary/Prime-Minister systems, that proyateParliamentary majority — not popular
majority — “no confidence” votes, empowered to fine Prime Minister, and to dissolve that
Minister’'s executive government. This sectionwadl, provides for the national popular
election, mandating, term-limitation, and recalldpof the leaders of other bureaucracies,
ending and replacing the appointment authorityhefRresident of the United States for those
agencies/-bureaucracies. This section also estaslithe [re-Jdemocratization of the Federal
Legislative Branch, by providing for the nationalgular election, mandating, term-limitation,
and recallability of Senators and Representativesthermore, it [re-Jdemocratizes the two
highest levels of the Federal Judiciary Branchpimyviding for the national popular election,
mandating, term-limitation, and recallability ofderal Supreme Court Justices and of Federal
Circuit Court Judges, as further detailed in tharnax'.

Section 11. This section governs implementationng for the provisions of the ‘Equitist
Amendment’ and its ‘Amendatory Annex’. It assigbsengress to support this amendment and
its ‘Amendatory Annex’ via legislation. It alsogerns amendment(s) of this amendment.



Commentary on Sections of the Draft" Equitist’ * Amendatory Annex.

Section 0. This section simply sets forth som#hefkey standards that apply to most sections
of this ‘Amendatory Annex’. This also avoids repeg the assertion of these standards in
every other relevant section.

Sub-section 0.a Recall elections and replacemedti@ns shall be run conjointly, to avoid
delays in replacements of recalled Officials.

Sub-section 0.b Elections in which no candidatesvthe majority of the votes cast will trigger
a run-off election.

Sub-section 0.c The National Custodian of SoaiapPrty, as the elected representative of the
Citizens of the United States for their economimderatic institutions, chairs the old and new
U.S. Commissions, per the ‘Equitist Amendment’ ahidiendatory Annex’, and exercises the
tie-breaking vote in these Commissions’ decisitm$ielp coordinate those decisions per the
Custodian’s mandate. Commissioners are electe@acieby majority votes of the electorates
of ten contiguous U.S. Regions, with nearly equahbers of Citizens in each Region, and with
reapportionment of these ten Regions in the ygar abmpletion of each decennial Census.

Sub-section 0.d The Citizens-Externality-Equityaedishing enterprise-internalized Boards of
Public Directors, and the higher-geographical-séaigociations of Public Directors, will each
consist of five Public Directors. Decisions whabadlockwithin a ‘Citizen Externality Equity
Board of Public Directors’, awithin an ‘Association of Public Directors’, are to becidied by

a Tribunal for Externality Equity, if at least oBérector of the deadlocked unit so Petitions to
that Tribunal.

Sub-section 0.e Like Federal Circuit Court Papetsently, each species of ‘Equitist Tribunal’
standardly consists of three elected justice afficevith at least one separate Tribunal sitting in
each county and State, as well as one Nationalifabb When initial adjudication by “a
Tribunal” is stated in the ‘Amendatory Annex’, tiiabunal, of the given species, of most
proximate jurisdiction, sitting at the lowest geagjnical scale for that Tribunal, is intended.
Any Tribunal may refuse to hear a case broughtlvg parties despite their standing to do so.
However, those parties then have standing to appelé next higher geographical scale of
that Tribunal, and, ultimately, to the Supreme Cofithe United States. Appeals of Tribunal
Decisions, also, are to be made to the Tribun#iisfspecies of most proximate jurisdiction,
sitting at the next higher geographical scale. eghpf a Decision of the National Tribunal of
the given species is to the Supreme Court of theedistate®nly. Appeals to other civil or
criminal courts are barred. Costs of litigatiorthie ‘Equitist Tribunals’ are billed to the losing
party, unless the Tribunal majority orders thosgtsto be allocated by percentage among the
parties. Such allocation is intended to deteiofaus litigation, litigation intended to delay
justice, litigation intended for harassment of &ddant, or litigation serving other wrongful
motives. Litigation costs must be moderated tatadeterring even legitimate access to these
Tribunals.



A Tribunal higher in the geographical scale ofsp&cies, receiving an Appeal of a Decision of
a Tribunal of its species lower in that geograplscale, may bill that lower-scale Tribunal,
instead of the plaintiff(s) and/or the defendanti®) that lower-scale Tribunal’'s costs in
litigating that case, and also for the litigatiarsts in that case of the higher-scale Tribunal. It
may do so if the lower-scale Tribunal repeated aifden already overturned in prior Decisions
by (a) higher-scale Tribunal(s), and/or by the $uap Court of the United States, thus
constituting a violation of precedent by that lovgeale Tribunal. That so-billed lower-scale
Tribunal shall have standing to Appeal that billloghe next higher-scale Tribunal, beyond the
billing Tribunal, up to the National Tribunal, whe@®ecision on such Appeals shall be final.

Sub-section 0.f Annual compensation of electeddiitist” Public Servants is designed to
match the central tendency of annual compensatfitmeelectoral base that elected those
Public Servants. This is so as to help align titerests of such Public Servants with those of
their electorate. This is also so as to avoidradeur-compensation that would increase the
vulnerability of such Public Servants to briberyt blso to avoid an over-compensation that
would attract candidates motivated merely by ageosof personal enrichment if elected —
enrichment beyond the norm of the electoral bas® fivhich that candidate emanates.

Sub-section 0.g For purposes of Regional refeseheesin and in the ‘Equitist Amendment’,
article of amendment #28, the geographical areaeoUnited States shall be organized in ten
geographical Regions, approximately equal in pdpurissize, and updated every ten years,
using decennial census data.

Section 1. This section establishes the principfeSapital Equity and Stockholder Democracy
as legally binding checks and balances upon thdwmrof Capital Equity firms -- principles so
often otherwise, in the past-to-present, “honomadinly in the breach.

Sub-section 1.a This sub-section is intendedaim, o help outlaw the presently rampdat
facto bribery subversion of U.S. Public Servants, and &. elections, contrary to the will of
the People of the United States, via campaign artton lobbying, contributions to ballot
proposition campaigns, etc. Presently, Capitalitydoards of Directors and Senior Officers
frequently make such monetary contributions withexug consideration of the will of the
owners whose interests those Directors and Off@ersupposed to serve: the holders of
common stock in those enterprises. In anothergfdhis ‘Amendatory Annex’, Citizen
Stewardship Equity enterprises are placed undalasipolitical contribution constraints.

Subsection 1.b This sub-section governs enforceofd@apital Equity Rights and Constraints
by a geographically-nested system of special “Tndds for Stockholder Equity’.

Subsection 1.c This sub-section establishes astdqis the right of groups of Citizens to
organize boycotts of products and/or of servicesdypced by Capital Equity enterprises, in
response to decisions and/or actions by their Boafdirectors and or by a Senior
Management Officer thereof, opposed by those grofi@stizens. In another part of this
Annex, Stewardship Equity enterprises are placettusimilar Citizen Boycott checks.



Section 2. This section establishes the ‘Extety&quity’ human rights and property rights of
U.S. Citizens. It codifies, in effect, a CollediProperty application of the Coase Theorem,
and an External Costs application of principlegqtiitable Jurisprudence.

Sub-section 2.a This sub-section establishesubgobcess by which both Capital Equity and
Stewardship Equity enterprises are assessed torde&etheir liability for Citizen Externality
Equity taxation, fines, fees, and for democratresgroots regulation of their externalities
production, by popularly elected Public DirectorsaBds, internalized inside such enterprises.

Sub-section 2.b This sub-section establisheghleaollective Property Right of Citizen
Externality Equity shall be exercised by Citizening for Public Directors, local to each
externalities area of impact, and that candidatdi®Directors must reside in the area of
impact of the externalities production for whoseaBbof Public Directors they are candidate.

Sub-section 2.c This sub-section states that Babhc Board of Directors is the ““Second
House™ of a ‘bicameral co-management committekthe enterprise into which that Public
Board is internalized, and that the enterprise Ba&Directors, or local-unit management
committee, is the “‘First House’” thereof. The&eblic Boards intend an ‘internal
envelopment of such enterprises, to check theereat costs production. This section requires
that these two Houses mutually negotiate to regudaterprise externality production. This
includes negotiation to optimize the balance betwtbe above legal threshold external costs
production and any external benefits productiotha enterprise; assessment of Externalities
Fees for above-threshold externalities productidihpermitted, and assessment of Externalities
Fines for externalities production mitigations agt¢o by the “‘First House’, but not fulfilled
by it. This sub-section also stipulates that thbunal for Citizen Externality Equity shall have
jurisdiction over disputes and negotiation deadédaiought to it via Petitions of Protest by the
Second House, or by the First House, or by bothsestogether.

Sub-section 2.d This sub-section governs usestefrialities Taxes, of Externalities Fees,
assessed for above-legal-threshold externalitiedymtion still permitted, and of Externalities
Fines, assessed for externalities production nitiga agreed to by the First House, but not
fulfilled by it, as well as the funding of the opéions of Boards of Public Directors, and of the
monthly compensation to Public Board Directors.

Sub-section 2.e This sub-section addresses tlray@ucally-scaled National System of
special Tribunals for Citizen Externality Equitys jurisdictions, and modes of litigation access.

Section 3. This section sets the funding, scalpogyers, constraints, and compensation of
Public Directors of Associations of Public Dired@stablished by the ‘Equitist Amendment’.

Sub-section 3.a This sub-section addressesitbgonassigned to the ‘Associations of Public
Directors’ by the U.S. Constitution, as amendex, to democratically plan for, and to
influence, bynon-binding recommendations, resolutions, and propptadarger-scale ‘mega-
zoning' -- deployment of the physical plant of @aciety -- in accordance with the principles
and amenities desired by, and electorally demabglethe People of the United States.



Sub-section 3.b This sub-section governs the eati@ qualification, nomination, registration,
self-mandating, election, term-limitation, and f&oaplacement, of the Public Directors of the
‘Associations of Public Directors’.

Sub-section 3.c This sub-section stipulates tigelacale ‘mega-zoning’ poliagsolution
recommendatiorand social infrastructuggoposalroles of ‘Associations of Public Directors’,
for their various geographical scales or levelsl, e advisorynon-binding, voluntary
compliance character of their resolutions, recondagans, and proposals. These include a
detailed annual National Social Infrastructure Mamance and Enhancemérbposalto the
National Office of the Custodian of Social Propefor use in the construction of that Office’s
annual National Infrastructure Maintenance and Bobmen®lan.

Sub-section 3.d This sub-section governs the ighdf the operations of the national system
of ‘Associations of Public Directors’, and the caengation of Association Public Directors.

Section 4. This section states the funding, sgafowers, uses, and constraints of the Citizen
Birthright Equity Social Trust Funds, of the elettdational Commission for Citizen Birthright
Equity, and of the Social Trust Funds Administrattbrected by that National Commission,
including the goals for the coverage of basicdigortunity costs by those Social Trust Funds.

Sub-section 4.a This sub-section governs eactaBorist-Fund-covered Citizen'’s rights,
responsibilities, and constraints regarding thepalsition of their Social Trust Fund assets, in
relation to the jurisdictions of the elected Natib@ommission for Citizen Birthright Equity,
and of the Social Trust Funds Administration diegicby that National Commission.

Sub-section 4.b This sub-section specifies theceswf funding for the Citizen Birthright
Equity Social Trust Funds.

Sub-section 4.c This sub-section governs the malti®ystem of Tribunals for Citizen Birthright
Equity, with its individual tribunals situated &t municipal, county, state, regional, and
national geographical scales, and the powers amstreonts of those jurisdictionally
geographically-scaled tribunals.

Sub-section 4.d This sub-section establishesptierg offered, to Jury-selected content
creators, to sell the use-rights for their creaitmthe elected, mandated, term-limited, and
recallable National Jury for Content Accessibilityreturn for a regular, monthly, cost-of-
living escalated, lifetime but non-inheritable psoty, in lieu of their enforcement of royalty
payments via their own efforts. Acceptance of soitérs would place these creations in the
Public Domain, accessible to all Citizens, e.qa,iaternet, free of royalties.

Section 5. This section sets forth the all-Citizdduman Right, and Property Right, of Citizen
Stewardship Equity, including the legal processlifierestablishment of Stewardship Equity
Collectives, and for their matriculation as Citizétewardship Equity Cooperative enterprises.

Sub-section 5.a This sub-section defines the idoame-stream Rights of Citizen Stewards.



Sub-section 5.b This sub-section defines the deatioself-governance requirements of
Citizen Stewardship Equity enterprises, includieguirements for the qualification,
nomination, self-mandating, election, term limibatj and recall/replacement of their managers.

The Citizen Collectives’ Bylaws and Social Bankgv@nants requirements for ‘reduction of
force’ priorities regarding the Citizen StewardsSeéwardship Equity enterprises provide a key
contribution of the ‘Equitist system’ to the ameéibon of the chronicaperiodic recession and
depression disasters immanent in the Capital-Equnty System. [The other main contribution
to this amelioration is the provision for Obsolasm® Depreciation Insurance risk management
by the Government’s Office of the National Custodid Social Property, as noted above, to
bothall Stewardship Equity enterprises, and voluntasuipscribingCapital Equity enterprises].

The provision that, normally, without special dispation from the Sponsoring Social Bank(s)
and from the National Custodian, Stewardship EqQigperative enterprises must number
90% of those who work in/for them as Citizen Stedgawf them, is crucial to maintain the
integrity of the Citizen Stewardship Equity humaght and property right. Some capitalists
will be attracted to form bogus “Stewardship Eq@iyoperatives”, e.g., in order to obtain their
means of production from the government, i.e., ftbemNational Office and from its Social
Banks, without putting their own capital at risik.such capitalists were allowed to limit their
Citizen Steward Membership to, say, a half dozesoobteward Members, and hire non-
Stewards — non-Members — to all other needed pasitihen these ~ half dozen Steward
Members would monopolize all of the enterprise’soperating surplus, thereby re-converting
it into quasi-profit, reducing their non-Stewardm@ayees to the retrograde status of quasi-
waged/salaried laborers.

Sub-section 5.c This sub-section applies the ‘E&juConstitutional Principle’ of ‘Citizen
Allocational Equity’ to theper capitaallocation of Social Bank Social Property assets f
investment in Citizen Stewardship Equity Produc@soperative enterprises.

This allocation is allowed to includemporarybreaks in the application of that Principle, by
national referendum, for the purpose of reparatiofa correctingpastinequities. Such
reparations may include, e.g., extra coveragerfatural” disasters exacerbated by historically
discriminatory, abusively low levels of investmamprotective infrastructure, e.g., based on
racism [for example, the egregious New Orleansitame Katrina damage to majority African
American residential areas historically neglecteterms of storm-protective investments].

This sub-section also restricts the tolerationtat&SProperty or of State Capital enterprises.

Sub-section 5.d This sub-section establishes grgphically scaled national system of
“Tribunals for Citizen Stewardship and Allocatio&juity’, to adjudicate disputes arising in
the conduct of Citizen Stewardship Equity, involyits human rights, property rights, and
responsibilities, and with regard to individualigains, Stewardship Equity co-op enterprises,
Stewardship Equity Social Banks, and the Natiorfat® of the Custodian of Social Property.



Sub-section 5.e This sub-section establishesldtéed National Office of the Custodian of
Social Property, and some of the general and ddecietions of that National Office.

Sub-section 5.f This sub-section governs the etestational Office of the Custodian of Social
Property, in terms of its duties, functions, powéusding, constraints, and compensation, and
including the election, self-mandating, and termiation of this Office, and the process for
calling elections to recall/replace the Nationaktdian.

Sub-section 5.g This sub-section governs the praviof land and [other] means of production
to aQualified Citizen Stewardship Equity Producers’ Cooperaginterprise, by the National
Office of the Custodian of Social Property, upoprapal of that provisioning by the Social
Bank(s) Citizen Stewardship Equity Cooperative gatse(s) that is(are) sponsoring and
underwriting that Producers’ Cooperative Stewanugyquity enterprise.

Sub-section 5.h This sub-section governs the afsir Stewardship of Social Property by
the Citizen-Steward Members of Citizen Steward&gpity Producers’ Cooperative
enterprises, including monthly payment of ‘Sociahi®’ on their Social-Bank(s)-provided land
and [other] means of production, their solvencynteaiance requirements, their compliance
with Citizen Stewardship Equity statutes and retyute, their compliance with Citizen
Externality Equity Public Board requirements, if applicabled @heir compliance with any
sponsoring Social Bank(s’) Covenant(s) to whiclythave agreed in order to secure their
Social Bank(s) sponsorship.

Sub-section 5.i This sub-section governs decisiop<£itizen Stewardship Equity Producers’
Cooperative enterprises, to procure their Sociakis funded, and/or their self-funded means
of production from suppliers other than the NatldDHice of the Custodian of Social Property.

Sub-section 5.j This sub-section governs the ‘&@deents’, paid monthly by each Citizen
Stewardship Equity Producers’ Cooperative entegptsthe National Office of the Custodian
of Social Property, in return for that enterprises® of Social Property land and [other] means
of production, and the allocation of that Officet®al Rent’ income to its legal social uses.

Sub-section 5.k This sub-section governs the @ssehce Depreciation Insurance Policies
Program of the National Office of the CustodiarbSotial Property. It governs tigeatis
replacemenbf means of production declared obsolescent arldnger Standard by the
National Office, or by order of the Tribunal for Gal Productivity Advancementyith New
Office Standard means of production. This appheStewardship Equity enterprises, which
are all, by law, subscribed to National Office Obsoence Insurance Policies, and for Capital
Equity enterprises which choose to subscribe to@ssence Insurance Policies, in return for
the monthly payment of their Obsolescence Depriecidhsurance premiums directly to the
National Office of the Custodian of Social Property



Sub-section 5.1 This sub-section governs adjustmiibocial Rents’ and of Obsolescence
Depreciation Insurance premiums to reflect chamgése cost of production of Office-
Standard means of production subsequent to thanaligost of construction of those means of
production for Stewardship Equity enterprises,asrdbsolescence-insurance-subscribing
Capital Equity enterprises, or for classes comgisif the former, of the latter, or of both.

Sub-section 5.m This sub-section states eligybdrtteria for Stewardship Equity Producers’
Cooperatives to receive Social Property assetsd-dad [other] means of production plant and
equipment — from their sponsoring Social Bank(sjl eonsequences if that eligibility lapses.

Sub-section 5.n This sub-section states the SBomderty Stewardship duties of Social Banks.
Sub-section 5.0 This sub-section states Exteynatjuity checks on Stewardship enterprises.

Sub-section 5.p This sub-section establishes titbeiffal for Social Productivity Advancement,
to adjudicate disputes regarding the timing of dlai Office Updates to its Office Standard
Means of Production Designs in a given Business@eay, of resulting Declarations of
Obsolescence for former Office Standard Designd,cditMeans of Production replacement
gratis under the National Office’s Obsolescence Depregidhsurance Policies.

Sub-section 5.9 This sub-section establishesghierg granted to means-of-production
innovation owners, to sell their inventions’ usghs to the ‘Tribunal for Social Productivity
Advancement’, in return for a regular, cost-of4ligiescalated but non-inheritable monthly
royalty, in lieu of the enforcement of, e.g., pateyalties, at their own expense. Acceptance of
such offers would accelerate the widespread adopfitheir innovations, in accord with the
‘Social Productivity Advancement Policy’ of the Pd® of the United States. We can be
certain, based upon past experience, e.g., tHhitad Farnsworth, that some Capital Equity
enterprises will be “claim jumpers”, violating, e.the patent rights, of inventors and
innovators. We cannot be certain that all Stewapdgquity enterprises will always refrain
from such piracies. Some may succumb, e.g., tedyime even with the backing of their
Social Bank Sponsor(s), despite the National Offimections, and the other sanctions, which
such conduct would likely incur for both. This pigion will allow at least some inventors and
innovators to preempt both the high monetary @, the high cost in angst, of “David vs.
Goliath” fights to enforce their creator’s rightgaanst potentially deep-pocketed and corruptly-
influential adversaries of both kinds, and in a wdych also benefits the Public at large.

Sub-section 5.r This sub-section governs demaaigtidecided and fully-compensated
Conversions of Capital Equity Property into Stevsawd Equity Property.

Sub-section 5.s This sub-section governs the LIBgalProcess for the loss of a Citizen
Steward’s Membership in a Citizen Stewardship @tiNe, which that Steward helped to
found, or to which that Steward was elected subseifo that founding.

[See, for example, Evan I. Schwarfhe Last Lone Inventor..A Tale of GeniusDeceit and the Birth of Television2003, Perennial, pp. 4-5; 295-297].




Sub-section 5.t This sub-section states the cas®gs of Stewardship enterprise insolvency,
and of Stewardship enterprise non-compliance wighwardship Equity statutes, regulations,
Social Rent payment requirements, ObsolescenceeDigion Insurance premium payment
requirements, and sponsoring Social Bank Covenants.

Sub-section 5.u This sub-section governs decigmissband or to Change Business Category
by majority vote of the Citizen Stewards of a GhzStewardship Equity enterprise.

Sub-section 5.v This sub-section states sanctigamst a Citizen acting with intent to ruin a
Citizen Stewardship enterprise, sanctions thatat@pply to effects of economic competition.

Sub-section 5.w This sub-section states conseggdnc Citizen Stewards conspiring with
intent to rob the People of the United States liyadeing the Stewardship Equity system.

Sub-section 5.x This sub-section governs politcedtributions by Stewardship enterprises.
Sub-section 5.y This sub-section restricts lobipyog Stewardship Equity enterprises.
Sub-section 5.z This sub-section governs Boyeagjtsnst Stewardship Equity enterprises.

Section 6. This section prescribes the furthera®atization of pre-existing Federal entities.
Sub-section 6.a This sub-section expands the pempBqual Rights Amendment to cover
equal rights before the law regardless not onlgidh gender, but of ethnic heritage, of
religious belief -- or of the absence thereof -sexual orientation, and of gender transition.

Sub-section 6.b This sub-section restricts lobipyip U.S. Citizens in general.

Sub-section 6.c This sub-section establishes ntiswgdand recallability of the U.S. President,
giving the U.S. better benefits than Parliamentmyie-Minister/no-confidence vote systems.

Sub-section 6.d This sub-section establishesldoti@n, mandating, term-limitation, and
recallability of Commissioners for key, re-demoizadl Executive Branch Commissions.

Sub-section 6.e This sub-section establishesldoti@an, mandating, term-limitation, and
recallability of Federal Circuit Court Judges, b Electorates of their geographic jurisdictions.

Sub-section 6.f This sub-section establishes th&rge national election, mandating, term-
limitation, and recallability of the nine Supremeutt Justices.

Section 7. This section defines the legal formgroperty in the United States, and the
Conditions and Due Process of Law for their ‘Cotibdities’, if any.

Section 8. This section empowers the People obthited States and their Federal
Government to employ Congressional ‘DeclarationBedice and Prosperity’ for other nations.

Section 9. This section empowers the People obthited States and their Federal
Government to seek an ‘International Contracidev@ation’ to reduce loss of life in wars.

Section 10. This section states the requirementthé implementation of the ‘Equitist
Amendatory Annex’ to the Constitution of the Unit8tates, and for its revision.



Chapter V. Draft Constitutional Amendments and Statutes for the Estblishment of

‘Equitist Political-Economic_ Democracyin the United States of America

Introduction . The new “laws of the land” that we see as esa&tatithe actualization of the
‘Equitist System’, ofpolitical-economic democracyin the United States — and that, to
successfully enact these new “laws of the landll, i@quire a determined, sustained, and
vigilant electoral majority, convinced of the nesigs of these ‘Equitist revolutionary reforms’

— are embodied in (1) three proposed general amemidnto the United States Constitution, and
(2) in a more detailed ‘Equitist Constitutional A;n¢\, functioning as a system of ‘enabling
statutes’ for the establishment and ongoing repotiolu of the legal infrastructure of the
‘Equitist System’. Adjectives capitalized in th@@ndatory and statutory texts below are terms
requiring precise legal definition and/or otherbalation, by Congress, in law, and/or by the
appropriate commissions and other agencies, ingjuidliose to be created thereby.

Proposed Article of Amendment #28 is designed exethe fundamental constitutional
scaffolding of the ‘Equitist System’, but leavirfgetmore detailed elaboration and enactment
of that system to the ‘Equitist Amendatory Annex’.

Proposed Article of Amendment #29 is designed ealbthe further degeneration of the
omnipresent, proto-police-state surveillance ofJa$. Citizens — “guilty unless proven
innocent” — that has already been imposed upaallukargely illegally, by the U.S. Federal
Government, and by the ruling class ruling factioat now “owns” that Government.

Proposed Article of Amendment #30 is designed fwrigle the ruling class ruling faction of
one of their greatest divide-and-conquer asse&qikg “Right to Life” versus “Right-to-
Choose” factions within the majority class at eatiter’s throats, distracted, pre-occupied
with attacking one another, and thus unable togreecheir real enemy — the ‘humanocidal’
ruling class ruling faction itself. This amendmenteavors to do so by finding a just and
integrated balance between the mutually-contradiatiaims of the “Right-to-Life” and
“Right-to-Choose” factions.

Thedraft ‘Equitist Amendatory Annex’ is designed to fleshtthie proposed ‘Equitist
Amendment’, Amendment #28 to the U.S. Constitutiorg form that is more stable than a
Congressional statute, or an Executive Branch atigul, yet also still easier to amend than
the U.S. Constitution itself.



[Draft] Article of Amendment 28 to the Constitution of theUnited States of America

‘Generalized EquityHuman Rights and Property Rightsf All United States Citizens.

SECTION 0. [Principles] The Principles stated befmertain throughout this article of amendmenti® t).S.
Constitution, and throughout its incorporated Anaondy Annex, unless stated otherwise further below.
0.a. Offices treated below shall be governed by tBlectorates via voting, mandates, term-limatsq recalls.
0.b. Non-binding mandates, stating candidate tidea regarding issues of the Office sought, shalfiled
among documents required to register cagidoy seekers of each electoral Office addrelsstmiv.
0.c. If a Recall Election is set, it shall inclucencurrent election for a replacement in casdRibeall succeeds.
0.d. Commissions created hereby shall consis@ @onmissioners, chaired by the Social Propertytdciiesn.
0.e. Tribunals addressed hereby shall typicallystt of 3 Justices, at City, County, State, antiddal levels.
0.f. Litigation accesses defined herein refeh®Tribunal of most nearby jurisdiction to the digmt parties.
0.g. A Tribunal may refuse to hear a case brougfitlty parties with standing to do so. Howevkase
parties then have standing to appeal this refostle next higher geographical level Tribunal @fttbame
species, or, ultimately, to the Supreme Court eflinited States, and to no other Courts, Statederal.
0.h. Trial-losing parties shall pay trial costslass the Tribunal votes to assign parts of thesdmseach party.
0.i. Compensation of Officials created hereby Idbalset to the Median Income for the Electorasy therve.
0.j. Equality of Citizen rights under the Condiidm, including human rights and property rightsabished by
this article of amendment, shall not be dewiedbridged by the United States or by any stegestwithin
to Citizens of minority groups, whetheridetl by political or religious beliefs or lack tleef, by racial or
ethnic heritage, by sexual orientationgleynder transition, or by physical disability.
0.k. Non-Citizen persons living in the United Sgashall not be afforded the additional human rigimis
property rights codified by this articlearhendment and by its Amendatory Annex.

SECTION 1. Enterprises sharing their ownership @modits by selling shares in their Capital Equstpck
shall be governed in accord with the Principle€apital Equity, including the Principle of Stocktet
Democracy, on a one share of common stock, onebastis. Any political contribution made by sucjoiat
stock Capital Equity enterprise must be approveabivance by a vote of the holders of its commoaoksiio
which at least a majority of the common stock shafehose stockholders are voted in favor of mgkinat
political contribution. Alleged breaches of Stoolder Equity shall be resolved via stockholdertpmtito that
Tribunal for Stockholder Equity covering the maifiae of the enterprise in question, by at leasp2€écent of
the common stock owners of the joint stock Cayttgliity enterprise alleged, by them, to have sodired.

Capital Equity enterprises shall be eligible tosutbe to the Obsolescence Depreciation Insuranteiés for
such enterprises, maintained by the National Offickhe Custodian of Social Property, on theirigk-means
of production. Their Obsolescence insurance premisinall reflect that the replacement means of prtoolu
supplied via these Policies become the privategntgmf the receiving Capital Equity enterpriségrefore in
return for monthly insurance premiums set highantthose for Stewardship Equity enterprise Obsetese
Depreciation Insurance policies.

SECTION 2. Each Citizen of the United States whexposed to pollution and/or other kinds of exdeoosts,
or Externalities, generated by the operations ef @nmore enterprises, whether privately, publi€lgpital
Equity or Stewardship Equity governed, that imghat Citizen’s district at or above a minimum Threlsl set
per the Amendatory Annex incorporated herein bgrezice, shall be considered to have thereby achaire
equal share in a public, collective property, deatgd herein as an Externality Equity. The exeroigthis
Equity Property shall be by the periodic castingates, by that Citizen, together with other Ciigalso so
impacted, for the election, on a one Citizen, ook \basis, of five Public Directors for each subbwee-
Threshold Externalities-generating enterprise,teteat large from within the area of impact of teaterprise.
Each thereby resulting Board of Public Directorgath such enterprise shall meet, internally,samdjority
deems necessary, and with the local management itt@anmanagers’ council, or private board of eswth
enterprise, but at least quarterly, during each.yea



They shall meet to first negotiate and subsequéattp-administer an annual Externalities Budgettiat
enterprise, and to assure compliance with thatrBatéies Budget, negotiated so as to optimizedloal public
impacts of external costs and external benefitdymred by that enterprise. This right, of CitizeddEnality
Equity, shall apply severally to each enterprispasting a Citizen’s district of residence with exi costs at
or above the legal Threshold. Those Externalttias are still permitted by the negotiated annudéEalities
Budget of such an enterprise shall be permittezkahange for its Public Board’s assessed Exteiestees,
payable monthly, by that enterprise, to the Nati@féice of the Custodian of Social Property. Brieas of
negotiated annual Externalities Budget limits bgtsan enterprise shall incur Fines, set by the @o&Public
Directors of that enterprise, and payable, by émaerprise, to the National Office of the CustodifuSocial
Property. If Externalities Budget negotiationsg/n the co-administration of that Budget, dead]dbk Board
of Public Directors that is party to this deadloakd/or the Capital Equity Board, shall have reseufor
resolution, to the covering Tribunal for ExternglEquity. Likewise, for the Capital Equity Boaitlit protests
the Fees and/or Fines. The costs of operationeoBbards of Public Directors operating within eaoka of
impact shall be funded out of a MAPD municipal spkfund, paid into by each enterprise operatinthwi
above-Threshold external costs impact within eaelrgarea of impact within that municipality, by ams of
an annual Externalities Tax, whose rate shall lwatga annually by majority vote of the MAPD, antl se
proportionate to the above-Threshold external cat§itsSmposed on its local Citizens by that entesp, and
payable by each such enterprise to that fund. Ahoperating budgets of Boards of Public Directaithin a
given municipality shall be decided by majority @aif the elected, mandated, term-limited, and laick
Directors of the Municipal Association of PublicrBitors (MAPD), set-up by SECTION 3, for the givaty.

SECTION 3. After adoption of this article of amemeht each Citizen shall have the right to votea@me
Citizen, one vote basis, for candidate Public Doemembers of Associations of Public Directorsyded by
Annual Externalities Taxes, whose jurisdictionsfaregeographical scales beyond that Citizen'sridtsof
residence, at the Municipal, County, State, Redjaral National scales. One Association Publietiior
shall be elected for each Seat for the geograpbiuato be represented by that Public Director gach Board
of Public Directors in a municipality, for each ncipality in a county, for each county in a stdt®,each state
in a Region, and for each Region in the UnitedeStafThe stipulated odd number of Association Rubli
Directors in each such Association shall be sechyeithe addition of an at large Association Publicector if
the geographical units count for a given AssocratbPublic Directors unit is an even number. Eswath
Association of Public Directors shall be electedalayajority vote of all Citizens legally residenithin the
geographical base of the geographical scale ifdigtion of that Association of Public DirectoriSach such
Association shall be empowered to meet at leastepyg and to Recommend, on a non-compulsory basid
to publish Resolutions regarding coordinated, statming policies for the deployment of the engihgsical
plant of society at the level of that Associatiog&ographical scale of jurisdiction, including theployment of
enterprises, whether privately or publicly CapiEguity governed, or Stewardship Equity governed, @n
public infrastructure. Each such Association sfallvard said Recommendations and Resolutionsdb ea
Board of Public Directors, and to each AssociatbRublic Directors of all of the smaller geogragaiiscales,
within that Association’s geographical area ofgdiction. The National Association of Public Dirers shall
provide a Social Infrastructure Maintenance anddgieckement Plan Proposal to the National Office allynua

SECTION 4. Each Citizen born after adoption o thiticle of amendment shall be assigned, fronh by
society, and by right of birth, a Citizen Birthrigiquity non-transferable personal property Sotrakt Fund.
That Trust Fund shall be socially encumbered ds tases, and shall be attached to that Citizehfégrwith
any remainder upon the death of that Citizen reito the National Office. That Trust Fund shalldeated
to serve as a completely portable, individual, peas social safety net and opportunity resourcesémh such
Citizen. This socially-granted Individual Trustrieushall be funded, and restricted in its useagctord with
the provisions of the Amendatory Annex incorporatecein, and also, but only in accord therewith, by
Congress, in law. General uses to which the furfidisese Trust Funds may be put include help tot tivee
individual Citizen’s needs for special, exceptiohaalth care, for special, exceptional child ckyegducation
and training, for unemployment insurance, for besgformation, including for formation-costs ofiggn
Stewardship Equity Collectives, and for first hopugchase, as well as to help compensate damadfes to



victim or victims of that Citizen’s actions in tieeent of the criminal conviction of that Citizen ayury of that
Citizen’s peers, but not diminishing any fines amdhcarceration penalties also incurred by thatvedion.

The principle of Citizen Allocational Equity, inlatating the same dollar amount to the CitizentBight
Equity Social Trust Funds of every eligible Citizemay be suspended, temporarily, by a nationateatium,
and by majority vote of the adult Citizens of theitdd States voting in that referendum, in favoanfunequal,
higher allocation of Social Trust Fund dollars tdass of Citizens, for purposes of “the correctobthe past”
— e.g., for redressing past historical inequitidsut for no more than a period of eight yearsrpégrendum.

These Citizen Birthright Equity Individual Trust ks shall be funded, in part, by the Externalikess and
Fines addressed in SECTION 2, by the Social Ratdseased in SECTION 7, and by Congress, in lawm fro
general tax revenues, as well as by voluntary domafrom, and by majority vote of, State, Courtyd
Municipal legislative bodies. Disputes involvingfi@en Birthright Equity Individual Trust Funds dhbe
resolved by recourse of the Citizen so disputintpéoTribunal for Birthright Equity covering thegial place of
residence of that Citizen.

SECTION 5. Basic, general health care costs di €atizen shall be addressed by a system of voscher
provided to each such Citizen of the United Sthiethe Federal Government, to use to cover sucis ebs
Qualified health care providers of that Citizen®osing, and funded by Congress from general teenees.

SECTION 6. A self-mandated, recallable Nationast@dian of Social Property shall be elected by dvei
majority vote of the voting adult Citizens, in Hiens coinciding with the elections of the Presiglamd for a
terms of four years, limited to a maximum of twasecutive such terms. The Custodian shall orgamde
maintain the Office of the Custodian of Social Rnyp.

The duties of the Custodian shall include charggriand charter revocations for Social Banks, aSp&TION
7, the receiving and safekeeping of the followingdk of funds: of Externality Fees and Fines, f@€TION

2; of monthly Social Rent payments from non-So8iahk Citizen Stewardship Equity enterprises, per
SECTION 6; of monthly Obsolescence Depreciatiomiasce premiums from same, plus from other
subscribing enterprises, as well as the adminigjesf Obsolescence Depreciation Insurance pay-thés,
carrying out of orders for construction of meangfduction plant and equipment in accordance @ahial
Bank approved Business Plans and Covenants ok@iitewardship Equity enterprises, managing thehit
Public Infrastructure Enhancement Program, andNtiteonal Basic Research Program, and chairingptiegy
chair, the Monetary Commission, and the other Cassions established and/or democratized herebiy, all
accordance with the provisions of the Amendatornés) incorporated herein by references thereto.

The Monetary Commission shall be constituted asdy lof ten self-mandated, recallable Commissioners,
elected every four years, Regionally, by majoribyevof the voting adult citizens of each Regiorglections
coinciding with the Presidential Elections, andrtdimited to up to two consecutive such terms. yibleall
meet at least monthly, to manage and regulate treeynsupply of the United States Dollar, as a diedgtfiat
currency, per majority votes of the Monetary Consiuis. The Federal Reserve Act of 1913, plus all
subsequent Congressional legislations involvingRtba@eral Reserve System, are hereby declaredmiil@d,
unconstitutional, and are repealed, replaced byvteetary Commission of the National Office of the
Custodian of Social Property, and by the Treaswgddtment for Capital Equity Bank Regulation pugsos

The Custodian shall serve as the voting chairpes$time National Commission for Social Property Bgu
This Commission shall be constituted as a bodgmitandated, recallable Commissioners, electey éwer
years, regionally, in elections coinciding with fheesidential Elections, and term-limited to ugvo
consecutive such terms. They shall decide, by ntajeote, the allocation of the revenues receiligdhe
Office to its various uses, including the budgetstfie National Public Infrastructure EnhancemengkRam,
for the National Basic Research Program, for th@g&®&ent revenues to the Social Banks as incoare, f
Citizen Stewardship Equity means of production fagdfor the operating expenses of the System et@p
Tribunals, and for the Citizen Birthright Equityust.



The National Public Infrastructure Enhancement Rnog the National Basic Research Program, andrtheah
National Investments Budget of the Office shalfibanced, in part, by the proceeds of the Sociait®eof
Externality Fees and Fines, and also, in part, tygeess, in law, from general tax revenues.

Disputes regarding the conduct of the National @@ffof the Custodian of Social Property shall belkesl by
Citizen recourse to the National Tribunal for SbEieoperty Equity, via a Petition of Protest byeatst 20
percent of the National Electorate, or by a SuffitiQuantity of formal protests and complaintsdfiveith the
Tribunal for Social Property Equity, from a dispgiclass of Social Banks, and/or of Stewardshiptiqu
Cooperatives and/or Collectives, and/or of Cajitgliity enterprises.

SECTION 7. The Citizen Stewardship Equity Natioimaestments Budget shall be allocated, geograjihica
in accordance with the principle of Citizen Allocatal Equity, such that the same per-Citizesr, capita
investment budget is allocated to each State of/tiien, and divided equally among the Custodiarenead
Social Banks serving that State. This PrincipfeCitizen Allocational Equity, may be suspendednperarily,
by a national referendum, and by majority votehaf &dult Citizens of the United States voting it th
referendum, in favor of a disproportionate allogatof the annual National Investments Budget fufats,
purposes of redressing past historical inequibasfor no more than a period of eight years premdum.

SECTION 8. Each adult Citizen of the United Statieall have the right to organize, together wittheotsuch
Citizens, a democratically self-managed Citizem&@teship Equity Collective.

If the Bylaws and the Business Plan of that Calecineet statutory requirements, as provided in the
Amendatory Annex, and, in alignment therewith, lmn@ress, in law, and by regulations adopted by the
National Office, and if the Members of the Collgetsuccessfully enlist one or more Office-Charte3edial
Banks to Sponsor and fund their Business Plan, tthenshall thereby be officially constituted aSitizen
Stewardship Equity Producers’ Cooperative. Thefldshen receive credit vouchers from that Spomgpri
Social Bank, or from those Sponsoring Social Batkkgrocure the land, other means of productiorsjuay
plant and equipment, and other resources, as gakaifthat Social-Bank(s)-approved Business Htam the
National Office of the Custodian of Social Propedyfrom (an)other provider(s) of that Cooperatve
choosing, given majority approval of the provideifg the Sponsoring Social Bank or Social Banks.

These developments shall establish this Steward&toigucers’ Cooperative as a going concern. It stain
that status provided that the Citizen Steward Mamsbad Collective Self-Employees of this Coopemtiv
continue to abide by their approved Business Rlad,by any Covenants agreed to with their supppSiocial
Bank(s), and that they continue to maintain Solyananarkets-competition with any competing Citizen
Stewardship Equity enterprises, as well as with@mypeting Capital Equity enterprises.

Each such Citizen Stewardship Equity Cooperatiad glay a Social Rent on the Social Property lamdl a
other means of production that it Stewards, inaiim®unt negotiated and agreed to with its Spons@ouwal
Bank(s), monthly, in proportion to the cost of proement of its Stewarded land and other meansaafyation,
and in accordance with current National Office tagans, budgets, and Congressional statutesgtdligtional
Office of the Custodian of Social Property. EachlsCitizen Stewardship Equity Cooperative shajl ga
insurance premium for the Obsolescence Deprecias&ron its means of production, monthly, in timecaint
negotiated and agreed to with its Sponsoring S&aak(s), in proportion to the cost of procuremaints
Stewarded means of production, and in accordanitecnirent National Office Obsolescence Depreamtio
Insurance Policies for Stewardship Equity Coopeeati and related, accordant regulations and Cosigresd
statutes, to the National Office of the Custodi&Bacial Property.

Each Citizen Steward Member of a Stewardship Equdgperative, and that Cooperative enterprise as a
whole, shall hold the land, the other means of petidn physical plant and equipment, and the atbsources,
so granted to that Cooperative, as Social Proértiye People of the United States, in Stewardsmnp, neither
as Private Property, nor as Capital Property, sd?ersonal Property.



Each Citizen Steward Member of a Citizen Stewapl&igjuity Collective and Cooperative enterprise Istvah
that Member’s Membership therein, as distinct fitgySocial Property, as Individual Property, exsedi as a
right to two income streams from their Co-op, as@aight to vote on all of the major decisionshait Co-op,
including on the election and recall of managdes;ted from among that Co-op’s Steward Membersat Th

Cooperative Membership Individual Property shall lo@ alienable, nor revocable, without Legal Dueckss.

Citizen Steward Members of such a Citizen Stewapdshuity Cooperative enterprise shall enjoy tweains
of income from their participation in that entegari weekly, bi-weekly, or monthly compensationtfore
worked in that enterprise for each given such perwommensurate with their work skills’ competitiverket
costs, and an annual share in the net operatipdususf that enterprise, in proportion to theirrghaf all
Steward Member hours worked in that calendar ye#rat enterprise.

Any political contribution made by such an entespnmust be approved in advance by a ballot in whidbast
a majority of the Steward Members vote in favonaking that political contribution.

Disputes arising in the conduct of this system ibiz€n Stewardship Equity Producers’ Cooperativiegarises
shall be adjudicated by Tribunal if at least twepéycent of Steward Members of the Stewardship Eatpe
to which the Dispute in question applies, so Ptaad Petition to a Tribunal for Stewardship Equity

Each adult Citizen of the United States shall htheeRight to organize, together with other suchz€its, a
democratically self-managed Social Bank Citizem@relship Equity Collective, and to apply to the iNaal
Office of the Custodian of Social Property for atabBank Charter, and for an equitable share énBhdget
for National Investments of that Office, and in ®ecial Rents income of that Office.

If the Bylaws and Business Plan of that Social B&oKective meet all statutory requirements, avjoled in
the Amendatory Annex incorporated herein, anddoly in alignment therewith, by Congress, in lawg@r
by National Office adopted regulations, and if amaliocated National Investments Budget share igahbla for
the State of operation requested by this SociakEzwilective, then this Collective shall receive ttredits
necessary, per its Office-approved Business Ptargrtder it a Chartered Social Bank going conc&uch a
Social Bank shall remain in that Status provideat thmaintains its solvency in competition wittetbther
Social Banks established in its State of the Unoempeting to find and fund Qualified, successfitiz€n
Stewardship Equity enterprises, in return for amitedple share in the Social Rents paid by thoserpnses.

Disputes arising in the conduct of this system itiz€n Stewardship Equity Cooperative Social Basikall be
tried by Tribunal if at least twenty percent of Béed Members of the Social Bank Stewardship Equity
enterprise incurring this Dispute so Protest andi®e to a Tribunal for Stewardship Equity.

SECTION 9. A geographically nested system of spélaibunals, as set forth above, and consistiniipiefe
justices for each unit of each given geographicalesof Tribunal jurisdiction, shall be establisheddjudicate
Disputes arising in the conduct of the provisiohthe article of amendment, and of its Amendatannex.

Any such Tribunal, if a case brought before it ilwes regulations for any portion of the Equitisst®m as
established by this article of amendment or byAiteendatory Annex, and inheres in the aspects oEthetist
system within the jurisdiction of that Tribunal, @ther that regulation was promulgated by the Nati@ffice
of the Custodian of Social Property, or by anyaddhe Executive Branch, or that involves a lawaovs passed
by Congress within like purview, shall be subjectonstitutional review by that Tribunal. That@unal may
declare that regulation, or that legislation, urstiational, null, and void, if it so finds by maity vote of its
justice officers.

Appeal of a decision of a given Tribunal shall lyerécourse to the covering Tribunal Sitting at hlest higher
geographical scale. Only the ultimate recoursemfa decision of a National Tribunal, shall be ppeal to the
Supreme Court of the United States, and to no dloerts of U.S. National, State, or local juristtiot



Each candidate Justice of each such Tribunal bledllected, for a designated Seat on its bencbc¢diving
the majority vote of the adult citizens’ electorafehat Tribunal’s geographical scale and unitysting, and
for terms of eight years. Their times of Electgiall coincide with those of the President. Sudtides shall
be limited to up to two consecutive such terms.

Any Justice of such a Tribunal may be caused taodsita a recall-replacement Election, by a Citizecatl-
replacement Protest and Petition, including théiedrsignatures of at least twenty per cent ofla@itizens
legally residing in the district of jurisdictionrsed by the Tribunal of which said Justice is a rhem A
Justice shall be recalled from that bench and cepla the majority of voting Citizens legally rdsig in that
jurisdiction so vote in such a recall-replacemeetion, and Elect a replacement candidate viaEhettion.

Every Citizen shall have a constitutional righfite lawsuits, and to have their day in Court. hght shall
apply to both the Generalized Equity Special Tradanand to U.S. Courts generally. In such lavgstiite

losing party shall pay the costs of the litigatianless the Court of the litigation decides to@sgortions of
those costs to each party to the litigation. Niz€n shall be forced into arbitration in lieu od@t litigation.

SECTION 10. The Electoral College is hereby endEde President of the United States shall be Etkby
National Popular Votes, non-bindingly self-mandaaéthe time of filing for Presidential candidaeynd
subject to Recall-Replacement Elections, if sotideed by the verified signatures of a sufficieatgentage of
the National Electorate. The leaders of key Fdderacutive Branch Agencies, Federal Legislativarigh
Senators and Representatives, Federal JudiciancBr@upreme Court Justices, and Federal JudiciamydB
Circuit Court Judges, shall, if not so already,dedarth be popularly Elected in national electicarsd shall be
self-mandated, and shall be term-limited if noafeady. They shall also be subject to Recall-&sghent
Elections if a sufficient percentage of the NatidBlectorate so Petitions, by their verified sigmas, all as
detailed in the Amendatory Annex incorporated hrebsi references thereto.

SECTION 11. Congress shall implement, by legistatall of the provisions of this article of amenraih
provided that such legislation is in full compli@nwith the full provisions of the Amendatory Annex
incorporated herein, by this reference theretoe pitovisions of this amendment, and of its Amengato
Annex, shall take effect during the twelve montfisrahe date of their adoption, except that thigonal
Election for the Justices of the Supreme Courheflinited States shall take place within ninetysdafythat
date of adoption. Congress shall also enforcedpyopriate legislation, all of the requirements$hef
Amendatory Annex. This article of amendment maydwsed, preferably, by majority vote of the Naab
Electorate, in a national Referendum. Otherwisis,drticle of amendment may be revised only byred-
guarters or more super-majority vote of both HoudeSongress, if and only if the thereby Legislatpassed
article(s) of revision are then signed into lawrbby the President of the United States, and byNtitenal
Custodian of Social Property. In any case impleingrthat latter route to revision, either the Rteat alone,
or the National Custodian of Social Property alamreyoth together, can veto any such article(sewaision, if
either the one, or the other, or both hold thad saiicle(s) of revision violate the letter, andiloe spirit, of this
Equitist amendment, and/or the letter, and/or gietsof this Equitist amendment’s Amendatory Arne
Congress may override such a veto or vetoes btisident and/or by the National Custodian onlya by
ninety-five percent or more super-majority votaltoso, in both Houses of Congress.



[Draft] AMENDATORY ANNEX to the Constitution of the United States of Amaric

[Draft] PREAMBLE to the Equitist Amendatory Annex to the Constantof the U.S.A.:
DECLARATION of POLITICAL- ECONOMIC DEMOCRACYin the UNITED STATES.

We, The People of the United States of Americahel@by duly institute into the law of our land this
Economic-Democratic Amendatory Annex to the Counstin of our nation, in order thereby to restpdditical
checks and balances, and political democracy theogicreating theconomiachecks and balances of
Political-Economic Democracy. We do so in cogncaaaf humanity’s experience as to the fatpalitical-

only democracyin the grip of the self-degenerating phase cdaital-centric socio-economic system, and of
the mechanism of that self-degeneration, as reddaldiumanity’s political-economic science. Botmfirm
that human liberty, and human prosperity, cannehéye maintained, let alone advancedpbhtical-only
constitutional and statutory checks and balanmely,among the three branchespafiitical governance, beyond
a definite stage in capitalist economic developmdiite presenpolitical-only checks and balances of the our
Constitution have become victims of their own sgs¢daving enabled, via an unprecedented extension
individual liberty, an economic development sectmdone in this world, due to the recent hyper-eoiation
of capital wealth ownership to which it has alsw, lend the incentives that exist for the ownerthaf hyper-
concentrated capital wealth to subvert all polltateecks and balances, and to overthommpetitivecapitalism
itself, because of that system’s innate drive tatiooally increase wealth productivity, and therelgo to
devalue legacy, concentrated-ownership fixed cbaitd related bank loan capital.

Our historical experience, leading us to theseltgmary reforms, can be further summarized aoved. The
social system founded upon the capital-relationsiepuctably concentrates an ever-greater shaogvaership
and control of social assets in an ever-shrinkimgonity of the population, and in a minority incesagly
tending to social selection for sociopathic projitegss This inherent trend in the capitals-systeaneasingly
affords to its concentrated ownership class, whegtesents only an ever-shrinking minority of thezén
population, an ever-greater possibility of, anceaar-greater financial capability for, wholesalegiitution of
the executive, legislative, and judiciary brancbepolitical government to the unified command lodt class,
at all jurisdictional levels -- international, natial, regional, state, county, and municipal alike
undemocratic, ownership-concentrating capitalist ecoyy must ultimately, by its own inherent laws oftron,
become amnti-democratic economy, undermining and aborting eepnesentativepolitical-only democracy.
That concentrated ownership thereby defeats catistial and statutonpolitical-only checks and balances
among the branches pblitical government at all such territorial, jurisdictioteVels. Moreover, as this
capitals-system continues, capital-value accumsi|gieeponderantly, in the hands of this concerdrate
ownership class, and ever-more preponderantlyaridhms of fixed capital assets, and of capitalkegar
securities assets, as well as in the form of l@ngitbank loan capital assets, the latter based lgpgaterm
borrowings used to purchase vast masses of fixaeitet@lant and equipment. The concentrated owrigrs
class thus perceives an increasing vulnerabilitysainajor assets, the very bases of its socidipalipower, to
be overthrown by forces inherent in competitiveitzism itself. That class therefore acts to efiate its
exposure to such overthrow, in ways which thre#teriiberty, the progress, the health, the livetitte, and the
very lives of the vast majority of U.S. Citizens,well as those of the vast majority of the redtuhanity; thus
in ways increasingly destructive to the majoritylieing human beings, ways which also threatenftitere --
the very survival -- of the human species globalljne capital asset value owned by this concentrate
ownership class is increasingly vulnerable to ebdition due to technological obsolescence depregiat
[hereinafter referenced as “technodepreciationle the continuation of normal competition agaivisier
capital assets from the latest, most technologi@livanced, highest-productivity, often least expenand
least costly to operate fixed capital assets. eikample, that capital asset value is vulnerabt®topetitive
devaluation due to such newly-installed fixed capmperating in newly-industrializing, initiallpWw-wage
nations in the geographical periphery of that c&a4some” nation-states, e.g., the United Statesyell as
from home grown “upstart”, new-entrant innovatotithwn the very heartland of, e.g., the United Statself.



This vulnerability drives that concentrated owngrsitass to defend the capital-value of its captaets -- the
very basis of its socio-political-economic poweagainst such technodepreciation in ways which ntlade
class the enemy of human progress and, ultimatetyenemy of anfilumanfuture whatsoever.

That class uses its concentrated economic poweritg@burgeoning “buy-out” of national governmerits,
increasingly suppress any technological progressse/lcompetition would threaten its assets with such
technological obsolescence depreciation in its horagkets. They focus their allowed technological
development in the areas of weapons of mass déstryéVMDs], including biological, genomically-
engineered “germ warfare” WMDs, and of the incipipalice-state infrastructure of digital mass siltaece
of all Citizens,without even the slightest pretense of rule-of-kmged “probable cause” All non-ruling-class
Citizens are thus, in effect, treated as criminglslty until proven innocent, simply because tlaggnot
members of that oligarchic ruling class. As a lteslits suppression of deep economic competiti@nce of
deep economic and technological innovation, trassinduces the ‘descendence phase’, the ‘debtixamp
capitalist’, state-capitalist dictatorship phadethe capitals-system, increasingly reversing agstrdying the
social virtues that the capitals-system once etdubin its, moreompetitive ascendence phase.

Abroad, this ruling class initially imposed a systef brutal militarist dictatorships on the newhdustrializing
nations of the geographical periphery of its “homation-states, e.g., the United States. It dslgb as to
reverse or suppress industrialization there. sib,atince 1913, taxes the wage and salary incofmestmme
producing class and lower capitalist class to paytHis oligarchy’s global secret police “intelligee”, low-
wage/union-outlawing enforcement, secret prisarsyte, assassination, and mass murder infrastejcind
also conscripting, from the potentially-productixa@uth of its home producing class -- or “voluntegfithem,
by making sure that most producing-class youth leweother options for gainful employment, otheairth
“military service” — as Citizen “cannon fodder” rfiis international military “interventions”. Thesiolent
“interventions” are designed to maintain its globgstem of such state-capitalist, low-wages-enifigrcunions-
butchering, and industrialization-suppressing @oebtate ‘servant-dictatorships’ -- servants to tiwaiicentrated
ownership class, brutal, progress-suppressingtdist#o their own people. Also since 1913, thigaschy has
imposed the “Federal Reserve” central bank regiméch orchestrates barely-controlled near-hypédgtidn,
followed by the Federal Reserve’s rapidly-escatptitierest rates, which impose high-unemployment
“recessions” on the majority class, in “one-two4dgarepunch” rapid succession. The Federal Resengss-
hyper-inflation regime alone continually loweesal wages, even outside of “Fed”-imposed “recessioalst
continually lowering theeal value of majority class families’ savings, in dtempt to insure that such families
have little to pass on to their next generatiofB.of this is to prevent majority-class familiesnd lower
capitalists, from cumulatively gaining sufficierdaomic power, hence sufficient political power,valyich
they might contest this oligarchy’s rule.

This concentrated ownership class thus dupes,@nd-fvolunteers”, people whom it has already deiitely
impoverished into invading the countries of, andgsamurdering, other people whom it has also dedileér
impoverished, so as to make both “sides” desperaegh to be corralled into mass-murdering onehempt
instead of turning against their common tormentotisat concentrated-ownership class itself. I phacess,
this concentrated ownership class imposes, stegtdp;-on the majority of its own heartland popuolatian
increasingly, incipiently totalitarian “national@eity” state/all-citizens-spying state, also ewrerreasingly
suppressing freedom of expression via an Orwellrgrosition of a “political correctness cancel cuéfy and
suppressing so-called “mis-information” and “diseirmation”, all lyingly defined as such by thating
oligarchy — instituting an increasingly human-rigjbutlawing and human rights violating degeneratibn
constitutional, limited-government, representatieenocracy. This concentrated ownership clasd| of a
these many ways, moves to block the progresseaxtho-depreciatingieal productivity growth globally.
That ruling class diverts and perverts potentiatements to global prosperity into socially dedikec
preparations for wars, and contrivance of actuakywas well as into “hostile takeover” financialgorations’
cannibalization/destruction of productive ass&tgantrive “profit” by destruction, rather than pyoduction.



That class also propagates profit-via-destrucgog., as ‘stealth humanocide’ — meaning multi-“gede”,
enacted against all human ethnic groups at one@énstghumanity as a whole, except itself -- viaititerlock
of health-destroying pseudo-foods and lethal pseunddicines, under the control of concentrated-osimpr
“Big Agriculture” and “Big Pharma” oligopolistic nga-corporations, as well as via genomically-engiege
‘designer diseases’, or ‘'GMO-diseases’ — e.g., ie@agineering-exacerbated, and selectively-exsated,

“gain of function”, “natural” pathogens.

By all of these acts, and by many other such actsedl, this concentrated ownership class oligamdtiyes
deepening majority-class impoverishment, ever-dei@gemajority class public dis-education and “dungpi
down”, plus rising majority-class death rates, &alling majority-class life-expectancies, globalbgeing in the
very population size of the increasingly suffermgjority of humanitywhose suffering they are imposjrag
growing remaining threat of misery-driven revolaagst that oligarchy’s rule.

In the end, by now, this concentrated ownershipscia facing théailure of its progress-suppressing strategies;
is facing losing control, failing to suppress thiewgth of real science, of working class skill amtlieation, and
of industrial productivity worldwide, sufficientlyn their eyes, to protect their capital asset @aJand, thus,
their socio-political-economic power -- which thagdictively and obsessively value above all eldeom the
technodepreciation-driven fall in the rate of pro&turns on their investments, down to bankruptacjucing
lows. Just think, for example, what the enginegtathnological breakthrough to nucléasion power would
do to this oligarchy’s oil company share valuesl mits debt-enslaving oil industry, worldwidehi$ class
thus feels threatened with imminent overthrow g/ ‘techno-depreciating’ consequences, and by the
democratic aspirations, of the advanced-fixed-eapitnploying, skilled and educated, economically-
empowered, hence politically-empowered, rising rtaedass working classes worldwide, including ie th
nations that it had formerly been able to “undedadep”, under the heels of its failed ‘servant-diotahips’.
This class still, nonetheless, attempts, via itd,@k IMF -- e.g., to *““outlaw”” and to dismand social safety
nets there -- its World Bank, its WTO, and its peog/pogrom of ‘Global Warming Austerity’, as wed ds
tired attempted imposition of yet-new ‘servant-diotrships’ there, to undo the progress of the prtde
forces and of majority-class living standards thared, now, worldwide, the “First World” itself nowcluded.

But this concentrated ownership class has therefesperately and finally opted for a new, and tine
global, ‘humanocidal’ holocaust. That class has optead&bastrophic, “people are pollution”, Malthusian
“population reduction” -- for “Eugenics” on a gldisxale, i.e., ‘omni-genocide’, but this time dited against
ALL ethnicities. That class plans to do so by contgwatastrophically-rising, unaffordably-escalatmgnthly
household energy utility bills, driving explodingass homelessness, “to save the planet” [i.e. Ve tas
oligarchy’s capital, and its dictatorial power]; Mltra/MK Delta programmed assassin “mass shootjngs
designed to impel repeal of the Second Amendmetiteotl.S. Bill of Rights; false flag “terrorist” epations,
in part, as an excuse for suppression of congditaticivil liberties and for a “national securitiate”, violent
‘totalitarianization’ of America, e.g., the USA PRTOT ACT, whose truthful name is the USARRAITOR
ACT, as well as for the diversion of ever more ptitdly productivity-increasing potential resouréeto
means of mass destruction, and via contrived wigils, and famines; oligarchy-owned, mass-murderous,
lethal-drug-pushing drug carteksscalating mass homelessnepusunprecedented numbers of refugees
worldwide revivals of slavery-based coercion-economics@tiferation of sexual enslavement; genomically-
engineered, “gain of function” pandemic ‘designesedses’; engineered, pseudo-“natural”, e.g., “@lob
Warming” disasters; engineered bankruptcies obnatisocial safety nets; engineered economic csdlamnd
‘designer depressions’; police-state, FEMA, neoilancentration-extermination camps, and new wavdas.

This Amendatory Annex to the Constitution of theitdd States of America is instituted to economycab
well as to politically empower the majority, prodiug class of the Citizens of this nation, so tihé Citizenry
will be enabled to avert the impending ‘humanocitik, by the devices of the presently-ruling alichy,
which will otherwise ensue.



[Draft] EquitistAMENDATORY ANNEX to the Constitution of the United States of Amaric
Constitutional Establishment of Generalized Equitfor by the Citizens of the United States of America

Section 0. [Standards for Generalized Equity lagtins in General] The following standards holdtighout
this Amendatory Annex to the U.S. Constitution,aessl explicitly stated otherwise further below.

Sub-Section 0.a [Election, Self-Mandating, Term-itation, and Recallability of Equitist Public Offads] The
Public Officials holding the all Offices addresdeztein shall be elected by majority vote of thasteged
voters of the Geographical Base area which theyeséor the Seat for which they have selected to rlihey
shall be mandated by a, non-binding, public StatgrakIntentions regarding the issues addressetidy
Institution that, if Elected, they will join, fileds part of their required candidacy registratioouwnentation.
They shall, as candidates, select a specific &aéei Institution for which they wish to run. Theglyall be
term-limited as stipulated, Institution by Institat, below. They shall incur a Recall-Replacentgpecial
Election whenever a Petition of Protest, verifiasagned by a sufficient percentage of their Geaigial Base
Electorate, as specified, Institution by Institatidelow, is filed with the specified Office. Thslgall be
Recalled if a majority of that Electorate, in s@cBpecial Election, so votes, and, in that evénatl] be
Replaced by the Replacement Candidate receiving#jerity of votes in that Recall-Replacement Etatt If
an Equitist Public Official becomes unable to sdovéerm in the Institution to which that Officialas Elected,
a Special Election shall be held, to Replace tH&ti@l, if at least six months of that Officialterm of office
remain. Otherwise, that position shall be fillgdappointment by the chief executive officer of tivet
governing the geographical area served by thati@afs Office, but only for the remainder of thati, that
position’s Office-holder to be determined via thextregular Election.

Sub-Section 0.b [Run-Off Elections] For the Elentie@stablished herein and by the Equitist Amendment
article of amendment #28, if no candidate receasasjority of the votes cast, then the two canéslat
receiving the greatest plurality of those votedistomtend in a Run-Off Election, scheduled as sasifeasible
after all votes in the no-majority-winner Electibave been tallied.

Sub-Section 0.c [Standards Regarding the New Bf@ommissions] The New Equitist Commissions dethil
herein shall consist of ten elected Commissiomneits, a quorum of four Commissioners, plus the Edct
National Custodian of Social Property, unless atig stipulated, for a given governmental Instantifurther
below, and shall also be chaired by the Nationat@iian, who shall hold the tie-breaking votea If
Commission deadlocks on a given Decision withimpiisview, Adjudication of that Decision will remaial the
elected National Tribunal for Social Property Eguitnless otherwise stipulated below.

Sub-Section 0.d [Standards Regarding the Equitibti® Directors Boards] The enterprise-internalizétbcted
Public Directors Boards, detailed below, shall tamdardized to five voting Directors each. If &ofu
Directors’ Board deadlocks on a given Decision wiikts purview, Adjudication of that Decision wikmand
to the Tribunal for Externality Equity of proximatgrisdiction, serving a Geographical Base areaiwithe
area served by that Public Directors Board, if onmore Board Public Directors and/or local op@&tinit,
private management committee member so Petitiotisatol ribunal.

Sub-Section 0.e [Standards Regarding the New EgjTitibunals] The New Equitist Tribunals detailestdin
shall be standardized at three Elected Justice@#$iper Tribunal. Unless otherwise stated furtiedow, these
Tribunals will be Geographically-scaled at the QguState and National Levels. References to Qitiz
standing to access a Tribunal’s Adjudication sa&wikerein shall intend the Tribunal of most proxana
jurisdiction to the legal place of residence of tha@ority of the Citizens so accessing — the Trédwaiso Sitting
at the lowest Geographical scale of that specidsibtinal, unless otherwise specified further below



A Tribunal may refuse to hear a case or Appeal ginoto it by parties with standing to do so. Hoeg\those
parties shall then have standing to Appeal thatsadfto the Tribunal of the same species at thehigker
Geographical scale. Adjudication of Decisions Apgeals accepted by these Tribunals shall be bypnibgj
vote of their Justice Officers. Costs of litigatiof Decisions or Appeals adjudicated via thesburrals shall
be borne by the losing party per the Decision efthbunal, unless the Tribunal assigns, by Majovibte of
its Justice Officers, parts of those costs to edthe litigating parties. A higher-scale Tribupla¢éaring an
Appeal from a lower-scale Tribunal’s Decision, nialy that lower-scale Tribunal for the courts’ cesif both
trials due to violation(s) of precedent. The Tnhlso billed shall have standing to Appeal thHing to
Tribunals above the scale of the billing Tribunad,to the National Tribunal, whose decisions sbalfinal for
Tribunal billing Appeals. In general, Appeal frddecisions of a given Tribunal shall be by filing¢g}h the
next higher Geographical scale Tribunal of moskpnate jurisdiction. Final Appeal within a giveyssem of
Special Tribunals shall be to the National Tribuioalthat System. Allowed Appeals from the Deamsad such
a National Tribunal shall be to the Supreme Colithe United States alone, and to no other couhtztsoever.

Sub-Section 0.f [Standards Regarding CompensafitredNew Equitist Public Officials] The Compensaiti
of the New Equitist Public Officials detailed bel@hall be set to the Median Income of the Geogragbldase
area that their Offices serve, unless otherwisriktted below.

Sub-Section 0.g [Regions of the United States] Gesgyshall apportion the United States into therterstly
contiguous Regions, referenced herein, in accotl thie Principle of Citizen Allocation Equity. Tiha, each
Official Region, each consisting of approximateiyefstates, shall domicile an approximately equahber of
U.S. Citizens. Congress shall also equitably qeedon these Regions, in accord with the samecipim of
Allocational Equity, each decade, within the yeideraa completion of the decennial Census of théddn
States. One among these ten Regions shall be-eamiguous Region, included so as to represent the
populations of non-continental U.S. States, Comnealihis, freely associated states, and territories.

Section 1. [Stockholder Equity Rights and ConstgiAll enterprises under Joint-Stock Capital Eguit
ownership, and operating within the sovereign tigryiof the United States of America, shall be aped in
accord with the Principles of Capital Equity andsadéckholder Democracy for owners of their commimtls

Sub-Section 1.a [Stockholder Referenda] Contriltutdmmoney, or of other capital property, for theghase
of shares of common stock of a Joint-Stock Capitplity enterprise, shall have the constitutionglhtito
nominate, elect, and recall-replace Directors efBloard of Directors, and Senior Managers of th&trerise,
and to vote, in common stock owner referenda, wgibar key matters, including compensation, for Clives,
and for Senior Managers, and for donations of enita® funds to political candidates, and/or to ozl causes,
and to promulgate and to vote upon common stockeowesolutions, all on the basis of one vote paresbf
common stock owned. All such matters shall bediztby majority vote of the owners of record ofttha
common stock, except for political donations. Mas for the latter shall require at least a 3/4srable
majority vote of the common stock owners of redordarry. The results of such common stock owner
referenda shall be binding upon enterprise Dirscamd Managers, who shall be held personally lifdyle
suspected violations thereof, via their felony nefle transmitted to the Federal Justice Departimsna
Tribunal for Stockholder Equity, and if convicteflsnich violation(s) by a Stockholder Equity Tribina

Sub-Section 1.b [Tribunals for Stockholder Equ@gngress shall provide, by statute, for a Geogratli
scaled system of Special Federal courts, the Talsuior Stockholder Equity. Their specific funcetishall be
to uphold Stockholder Equity Rights; to adjudicBtetests, brought by Petition of sufficient Citizemners of
common stock in a Joint-Stock Capital Equity enies alleging that one or more Directors, and/emi8r
Managers, of said enterprise, have violated Stddendquity Rights as established or detailed Ime@nd/or
as established in the Generalized Equity Constitali Amendment, article of amendment #28.



A Trial shall be held before a Tribunal for Stoclder Equity, after at least twenty percent of tbenmon
stock owners of that enterprise file a ProtestRatition with that Tribunal for such a trial. brvicted of the
alleged violation(s), the violating Directors andianagers shall pay court-stipulated civil damaayed
punitive damages in the form of monetary compeasatn equal shares, to common stock owners ofrdeco

Sub-Section 1.c [Countervailing Citizen Rights]igdhs are empowered, by constitutional right, hgitedrein
granted, to organize and enact, using their owouregs, Boycotts of the products and/or of theisesvthat
are offered for sale by Joint Stock or Privatelydh@apital Equity enterprises that said Citizensrd¢o have
intervened in the Legislative, and/or Judicial, /andExecutive, and/or Economic-Democratic procesédise
United States as a whole, and/or in those of argidRe State, County, or Municipality thereof, ima&nner that
they, in their own individual, and/or collectivedgment(s), deem to be inimical to the General Welf

Section 2. [Externality Equity Human Rights andpg&ndy Rights of U.S. Citizens] U.S. Citizens whdfsuthe
consent-less infliction, upon themselves, of abdkieeshold External Costs, in their places of resige by a
local operating unit of a Stewardship Equity entisgy of a Joint Stock Capital Equity enterpridea o
Privately-held Capital Equity enterprise, or ofubficly-owned enterprise, shall thereby acquiresby
suffering, and thereby purchase, in effect, in kienad in law, ownership of a stakeholder equitya special
constitutional class of stakeholder equities, at #gmterprise; an Externality Equity, as a Collectroperty
species of Social Property, and as a hereby cotistitlly guaranteed Human Right and Property Right

Sub-Section 2.a. [External Cost Threshold for RuBbard, Grassroots, Democratic Regulation of Enidies
Production by any enterprise] A Commission for Exét Costs Assessment and Mitigation shall be éstedal
by Congress within the National Office of the Culsém of Social Property, chaired by the Nationast@dian
of Social Property, as a tie-breaking voting menthereof, and otherwise consisting of 10 commissisn
Regionally-Elected in alignment with presidenti&&ions, term-limited to up to two consecutiverfyear
terms, with each Commissioner subject to a Recafilitement Election whenever at least 20% of their
Regional Electorate so Protests and PetitionsgdNttional Custodian. This Commission shall manhyge
majority vote, an External Costs Assessment Adriratisn. When a Protest and Petition to the Natiion
Office, verified as signed by at least 10% of th&z€ns residing in the alleged Impact Area of Ex¢ernal
Costs Production of a given Operation, whether gowental, Capital Equity, Stewardship Equity orestiise
in ownership form, so requests, the External CAsgessment Administration shall dispatch a team of
assessors. That team of assessors shall detdimiaetual Impact Area, and their estimate of thig c
consequential and compensatory damages dollar ayp@mdannumper capita to the Citizens legally-resident
in that Impact Area, as if those external costsatzgs had been adjudicated in a civil court. Thentshall
then report its findings to the Commission for Emtd Costs Assessment and Mitigation. That Comionss
shall place these findings into the U.S. natioakdctronically-accessible Public Record. If fex capita
External Costs civil damages so determined exdezd hreshold dollar cost set, and annually-upddied,
majority vote of that Commission, then that Commoisshall certify the Operation in question for Rtib
Board grassroots, democratic regulation of itsreeities production, and arrange for and fundithigal
Election of the Public Board for that Operatiorscainaugurally convening that Public Board, anddfag its
first-year start-up and operating costs. If ani@pen’s local management committee or Capital EgBoard
of Directors disputes the Decision of that Comnoissiegarding that Operationger capitaexternal costs
producedper annumin its Impact Area, and/or the size of its Impacta, then its local management committee
or Capital Equity Board of Directors shall havensliag to so Protest and Petition to a TribunaHgternality
Equity. If an Operation’s local management comeeitbr Capital Equity Board of Directors concludest it
has substantially reduced its external costs ptomuce.g., sufficient to de-commission its Puliegard, and/or
has substantially reduced the Impact Area of itereal costs production, then it may Petition tkéEal
Costs Assessment Administration to update that Adtration’s assessment of its Operation’s estithaiel
consequential and compensatory dama@gesannuncosts per capita and/or of its Impact Area.



If the Administration refuses to so re-assess, thahlocal management committee or Capital EqBadgrd of
Directors shall have Standing to Protest, and ta@i®e®its cause of action, to a Tribunal for Extality Equity.

Sub-Section 2.b [Election, Self-Mandating and ReRalplacement of Public Directors] The Collective
Property Right of Citizen Externality Equity sha# exercised as a voting right in the nominatiorthe annual
Election, and in the potential Recall-ReplacemehBublic Directors, to an enterprise Board of Rubl
Directors, constituted as a Second House, to tiekisolder Board of Directors or local unit managatne
committee as First House, of the thus bicamerahaoagement committee of each such local operatiig u
First House and Second House together shall cotesthie bicameral co-management committee of aadh s
local operating unit. Each local operating unibRuDirector candidate, to Qualify and registeisash, must
legally reside in the Geographical base Area ofdobpf the Externalities produced by that enteepris

Sub-Section 2.c [Mitigation of External Costs angti®ization of External Benefits] Each co-managetnen
committee Second House, Public Board of Directotsereby constitutionally empowered to co-manage an
Externalities Budget of the Annual Operating Plantenterprise local operating unit, in mutuabperation
with the First House of that unit's co-managemeammittee. Adopted annual Externalities Budgetdl $fea
transmitted to the Tribunal for Externality Equétg Public Records, viewable by all Citizens. Theddd
House shall negotiate with the First House thefeothe mitigation of the External Cost burdenseyarted by
that unit, for the optimization of any External Béits generated by that unit, and regarding thes Fede
charged for the External Cost generation still pgeu to that unit. Those Fees shall be set iatiah to the
size of the estimatgaer annumper capitacivil damages dollar amount of that External Cdstslen, and to
the Impact Area size of that burden. The SecondsEhall assess Fines, to be paid by the Operation
consequence of violations, by the First House xtéialities Budget provisions to which it had agte The
Negotiating Position(s) of each Public Board sbhalframed and modified by that Board by majorityevof its
Directors. If the First House disputes Fees asskeasd/or Fines imposed and/or the External Bemefit
optimization assigned by the Second House, ofif thegotiations deadlock otherwise, the First Hoarsd/or
the Second House may file a Protest for the resoluif the dispute(s) with a Tribunal for ExtermalEquity.

Sub-Section 2.d [Funding of Public Board Operafighdernalities Taxes shall be paid monthly, byhteac
enterprise local operating unit producing aboveeshold External Costs, directly to the Municipakésiation
of Public Directors (MAPD) that includes that epgse’s Area of Impact,. Resulting tax revenues!sin
part, fund the operations of each Public Board ioé®@ors for a local operating unit located witkinat
MAPD'’s jurisdiction, for remediation of the specifiexternal Costs of the enterprise unit that iutatgs.
Externalities Taxes’ rates shall be (re-)set arlyuml majority vote of the MAPD unit in which the
Externalities taxes-paying local operating unide, along with rules for Tax Credit determinatfonany
External Benefits also generated by said local apey units. Monthly salary compensation of Publicectors
from these funds shall be set by the Citizen-ete€y Council of the City in which the Electoratafssaid
Public Directors reside, and shall not exceed thdiam annual income of all Citizens residing witthiat City.
If the Areas of Externalities Impact of an entegpriocated in a given City overlaps the boundariegher
Cities, then the Public Board inside that entegpsisall be elected by the adult residents of thateeArea, and
that enterprise’s Externalities Taxes shall be paithe MAPD units of all Cities whose boundaries a
overlapped by that Impact, in proportion to theydapons in that Area of Impact within each suckyCi

Sub-Section 2.e [Tribunals for Citizen Externaliguity] Congress shall provide, by statute, foeweled,
Geographically scaled system of special Federatggilne Tribunals for Citizen Externality Equifyhe
specific function of these courts shall be to ajatk cases where Externality Production budgetimdjor
Externality Fees and/or Fines negotiations haveldeked between the two Houses of the co-management
committee of a local operating unit of a Stewargdbquity enterprise, of a Capital Equity enterprizeof a
Government enterprise. Such cases may be broydgPtdbest and Petition of the First House of thmat ¢
management committee, by Protest and Petitiorsecond House, or by those of both Houses together



Section 3. [Associations of Public Directors: FungdiScaling, Powers, and Constraints] The Citizen
Externality Equity Public Directors Boards at theexprises’ local operating unit scale shall organi
Associations of Public Directors at larger Geogreglhscales. Those Associations, Sitting at thenidipal,
County, State, and Regional Geographical scaled, lsé funded out of annual Externalities Taxes layd
annual Dues, paid by operating units Boards of iPuhitectors. One Association shall be established
Municipality, per County, per State, and per Regidnsingle National Association of Public Directshall
also be established, also funded by such Exteigsliiaxes and Dues. Those Public Boards may @dismg
initial annual authorization and continuing annigahuthorizations, by favorable majority vote of t.S.
National Electorate in annual National Referendtaldish their representation in Associations djlieu
Directors that may be formed at the Continental Glabal Geographical scales.

Sub-Section 3.a [Associations of Public Directétsrpose] Each Association of Public Directors shall
constituted for the purpose of coordinating Polenyd of expressing the will of their Electorategyarding
larger-scale economic geography, societal morplyplagd zoning, beyond the scale of enterprisesilloc
operating units. Each shall achieve this purpgsméans of Policy Resolutions and annual non-cosqpyl
Recommendations to the Public Boards of DirectatBiwthe Geographical Electoral base of that Asstam,
and by a contribution, for its Geographical basmaato the National Association of Public Direcsaahnual
Proposal to the National Office of the Custodiarsotial Property, for that Office’s annually-updatocial
Infrastructure Maintenance and Enhancement Plan.

Sub-Section 3.b [Association Directors: Residenegu®ements, Self-Mandating, Election, Term-Limdat
Roles, and Recall-Replacement] Each Associatioadir of each Association of Public Directors shall
empowered to propose, and to vote upon, proposkayAResolutions a well as annual, non-compulsory
Recommendations. Each shall be nominated for iBlebly a Petition to that Association from at |efagt
percent of the registered voter Citizens residinthiw the Geographical Unit of jurisdiction of thassociation,
and for a specific Seat in that Association. Toept nomination, a nominee must file, as part gisteation for
candidacy for that Seat, a non-binding public Maedstating the intentions of that candidate wéthard to
issues addressed by that Association, and shalhbeally Elected or Re-Elected, for up to four msive
four-year terms, by majority vote of the combinatR Directors Boards Electorates of the GeogregdHunit
represented by that Association, on a one Citiaea,vote basis. Each Association Director shak fa
Special Election for Recall-Replacement, triggdrgd Recall Petition, filed with the next higheake
including Association of Public Directors, with therified signatures of at least 20% of the Diresto
Association Electorate, and Replaced if the majaitthat Electorate voting so votes, by the Reptaent
Candidate receiving the majority of votes in that&I-Replacement Election. Each Association dflieu
Directors shall consist of an odd number of AssomeDirectors, to preclude deadlocks due to tieso

Sub-Section 3.c [Associations’ Resolutions, Recomaaions and Social Infrastructure Proposals Canpé]
Policy Resolutions, Annual Recommendations, andianimfrastructure Proposals, adopted by majoratte\of
Municipal, County, State, Regional, and NationablRuDirectors Associations, shall be offered toitluded
lower-scale Associations of Public Directors, am@lt included local operating unit Public Diredpon a non-
binding, advisory basis. Compliance or non-commae@with Policy Resolutions, Annual Recommendations
and annual Infrastructure Proposals from a higbatesof Association, by act of a lower-scale of @sation,

or by act of a local operating unit Public Boardafectors, shall be on a voluntary basis, deteetiny
majority vote of said Association of Public Direxdpor Board of Public Directors, respectively.

Sub-Section 3.d [Funding of Association Operatiand Compensation of Association Public Directors]
Operating expenses of each Association of Publieddrs shall be funded by Externalities Taxesland
annual Dues paid from their operating budgets biR@blic Boards of Directors included in the Gequriaal
unit represented by that Association, in amount$atermined and budgeted annually by majority wtall
included Public Board Directors. Monthly salaryrgmensation for Association Directors shall alsdrben
these funds, and shall also be set annually bynhajmte of all Public Board Directors includedtime
Geographical unit represented by that AssociatidPublic Directors, but shall not exceed the medianual
income for all Citizens in that Association’s Geaygjnical unit.



Section 4. [Citizen Birthright Equity Social Trdatinds: Rights and Constraints] Congress shall enttow
every Citizen child born on or after the date difi@tion of the Generalized Equity Amendmentifatime
Social Trust Fund, equal, in initial real value atbother such individual Citizen Birthright EquiSocial Trust
Funds, sufficient to support, in whole, or, at teasthen-affordable part, as determined, anceasdetermined
annually, by Congress, the expected lifetime sjesieeptional healthcare costs, and the educatork-life
career, unemployment insurance, home purchaseydsssiaunch, retirement pension, long-term caick pémer
social-baseline life necessities of that Citiz&art of each Citizen’s Social Trust Fund resoustes| be used,
by court order, to pay reparations for the damagesctims in the event of one or more criminal ei@tions,
by a jury of that Citizen’s peers, of that CitizeBhould such reparations effectively exhaust thaab Trust
Fund of a given Citizen, the Social Safety Nettfat Citizen shall be limited to General Welfare\psions.

Sub-Section 4.a [Citizen Social Trust Funds: AbMseal Hazard Mitigation] Each Trust-Funded Citizen’
disposition rights over the Social Trust Fund assgyto that Citizen from birth shall be constraisedas to
prevent Social Trust Fund misuse. Congress shatitestatutes and the National Office shall forrmula
regulations governing the disposition of Socialsiraund assets, but only in full alignment with the
Generalized Equity Amendment and with this Amendafmnex. Regulation of Birthright Equity Trust kds
shall be entrusted to a National Commission fotHBight Equity. The National Electorate shall eJect
Regionally, by majority vote, to four-year termisjited to up to three consecutive terms, in Elewio
coinciding with Presidential Elections, from thgjistered Candidates for each Regional Seat on this
Commission, each of the ten Commissioners to afsp&egional Seat on the National Commission for
Citizen Birthright Equity. Commissioner candidasgsll file, with their candidacy registration docentation,
a public Mandate, stating their intentions regagdiolicy issues addressed by this Commission. Bittbright
Commission shall be chaired by the National Custodif Social Property, as a tie-breaking votertat t
Commission. That Commission shall promulgate, layomity vote of its Commissioners, Rules and
Regulations for the exercise of Citizen Birthriiguity, and shall direct a National Social Trushési
Administration. These Rules and Regulations di@khdministered by that Social Trust Funds Admiaisin,
whose operations shall be funded by Congress, fremeral Federal tax revenues.

Each Commissioner shall incur a Special ElectiorRecall-Replacement, by Protest and Petition téat ten
percent of the National Electorate, filed with thational Office, and shall be Replaced if the migjauf the
Citizens voting so vote, by the Replacement Carndideceiving the majority of votes in that Speé&bdction.

The Citizen Birthright Equity Social Trust Fundexdch Citizen so endowed shall remain Social Prpperess
or until its assets pass into the Personal Proéfiyat Citizen through their lawful, Social Trdsinds
Administration authorized, per-Rules-and-per-Retjotes authorized, or Tribunal authorized expeneitur
Each Citizen endowed with a Social Trust Fund napgly to the Social Trust Funds Administration for
approval of proposed expenditures from that Cite&wocial Trust Fund. If that Citizen is dissaasfwith a
Ruling, on their Expenditure Application, by thec&b Trust Funds Administration, that Citizen mayptest
and Petition, requesting overturn of that RulirgatTribunal for Birthright Equity.

Sub-Section 4.b [Social Trust Funds: Sources ofifgj Citizen Birthright Equity Social Trust Fundkall be
funded, in part, from a portion of the proceedshef Citizen Stewardship Equity Social Property Repaid for
the usufruct of land and Production Plant and Eqgeipt Social Property held in Stewardship by Citizen
Stewardship Equity Producers’ Cooperative entegpriand also, in part, from Externalities Feesknds, as
well as from general Federal tax revenues, as lladganually by majority vote of Congress, and bgations
to the National Social Trust Funds Administratioarged by majority votes of legislatures at tha&t@ounty
and Municipal levels, which donations, if any, s$He allocated equally to all Social Trust Funds.

Sub-Section 4.c [Tribunals for Citizen Birthrighgjliity] Congress shall provide, by statute, foreled and
comprehensive system of Geographically-Scaled apEederal courts, the Tribunals for Citizen Biigit
Equity. These Tribunals shall Sit at the munigipgalunty, State, Regional, and National levelse $pecific
function of these courts shall be to adjudicatddats brought, by any Trust-Funded Citizen, orz€iis-class,



disputing a Ruling or Rulings, or one or more & Rules and/or Regulations, regarding Citizen-retpe
expenditure(s) of Citizen Birthright Equity Socialust Fund assets, by the Social Trust Funds Aditnation.
These Tribunals shall be empowered to overrulanajprity vote, a Protested Ruling, or Rulings, at€sted
Rule, or Rules, and/or a protested Regulation,eguRations, of the Social Trust Funds Administnatid they
find, by majority vote of the justice officers dfat Tribunal, that said Ruling, or Rulings, andAule, and/or
Rules, and/or Regulation, and/or Regulations stamntblation of the Generalized Equity Constitutan
Amendment, and/or of existing Congressional stajuecial Trust Funds Administration Rules and
Regulations, and/or to overturn a Rule or Regutatiothey find, by majority vote of the justicefiakrs of that
Tribunal, that Rule or Regulation to be unconsbiugl, or in violation of the provisions of this Aex.

Sub-Section 4.d [National Jury for Citizen ContAntessibility] Congress shall provide for a Natibdary for
Content Accessibility, within the National Officepnsisting of five Juror Seats, with Jurors eledtgdhe
National Electorate, in National Elections coinongliwith Presidential Elections, each to a spe@gat on that
Jury, electing the candidate for that Seat recgitre majority of votes for that Seat. Candidat®s shall be
self-mandated, subject to recall-replacement elestif at least 20% of the National Electorate stiti®ns, and
term-limited to 2 consecutive 4 year terms. They 3hall select, by its majority votes, U.S. Cont€reators,
including artists, fiction Content Creators, ancdhiiction Content Creators, in all media and genrese
Offered regular, monthly, cost-of-living escalatéfitime but non-inheritable perpetuities, in eaadge for the
Use-Rights to specific items of, e.g., copyrigh@mzhtent created by them, in lieu of their enforciagalty
payments via their own efforts. Owners of sucht€ohUse-Rights shall also have standing to Patitiis
National Jury to so Offer to them. Acceptancesusth Offers shall place the thus rights-purchasmuatéht
Items in the Public Domain, open to access by iit€hs, e.g., via internet, free of any royaltaaes.

Section 5. [Citizen Stewardship Equity Rights ammh§raints] Each adult Citizen is hereby empowevith a
Citizen Stewardship Equity constitutional Righp@rticipate as a Member in initiating the formatadnand in
the democratic self-governance of, candidate Assiocis of Producers, in the form of Citizen Stevgaid
Equity Collectives. Such a Collective is Qualifieéd form a Citizen Stewardship Equity Cooperati’ene or
more National Office chartered Social Banks appfe\viis By-laws and Business Plan, and agrees to <
and to fund that Business Plan. Each Stewardsbgpé€rative’s Board of Directors, and the First Hesusf
that Board’s local operating units co-managementrodtees (if that enterprise is multi-local), atsl i
operations managers shall be nominated, electddanaadated, and potentially recalled and replabgd,
majority vote of the Citizen Steward Members ofttGaoperative, on a one Citizen Steward Member vabe
basis, and in accord with statutes-compliant, r@guhs-compliant, and sponsoring Social Bank(s) @
By-Laws of that Stewardship Cooperative.

The National Office of the Custodian of Social Redp shall organize and maintain free-of-chargerses,
open to all adult Citizens, and offered in accorthwhe Principle of Citizen Allocational Equity gach Region
of the United States, so as to achieve an equalgmeta availability of these courses in each BR&gion,
appropriate for Citizens interested in self-orgargzSocial Bank Cooperative Stewardship Equity gamiges,
as well as courses appropriate for Citizens intedes self-organizing Producers’ Cooperative Stelsfaip
Equity enterprises.

Sub-Section 5.a [Citizen Stewardship Equity Codpera: Compensation of Citizen Stewards] Each €itiz
Steward Member of such a Qualified Citizen Stewaigl&quity Cooperative enterprise shall have thhtrto
two streams of income from that enterprise. Tha f8 a contingent annual compensation in the fofran
share, proportionate to their work hours in ratidhte total Steward hours worked in that annuntha
enterprise, in the annual net operating surpluan(yf) of that Cooperative enterprise. The secsrawork-
hours-based and job-performance-based monthly -semthly, or weekly compensation, per an hourlg rat
assigned by majority vote of the Stewardship Coatpes’s Board of Directors, a rate not necessatjyal to
that assigned to other Citizen Steward Members pérform within different job categories.

It is likely that Citizen Steward Members of a @&n Stewardship Collective, in their efforts to (ffyaas a
Citizen Stewardship Equity Cooperative enterpng#,incur monetary costs, paid from their own resmes,



and will need to make non-monetary contributionthtoCollective as well. They shall be requirédhey are
to so Qualify, to keep careful and accurate recofdsth the monetary and non-monetary contribtithrat
their Members put at risk in developing their Cdliee, given that Qualification as a Citizen Stegigrip
Equity Cooperative enterprise is not a certairitiie monetary resources granted to each such Geéeby its
Sponsoring Social Bank(s), in converting it to ev&rdship Equity Cooperative, shall include a fanfficient
to reimburse the pre-Qualification Members of esuath Collective, for the monetary equivalent valtigheir
pre-Qualification contributions, monetary and noonetary alike, unless waived, in whole or in phytthat
Collective. The reimbursement due each Membeh@ptre-Qualification Membership shall be paid tosth of
that Membership still active in their Cooperatifeafive years of solvent operation of that Coaiee.

Citizen Stewardship Equity Producers’ Cooperativey, with the approval of their Sponsoring SociahB(s),
holding its costs to be sustainable, establishrsiBe Plan for their Retiring Citizen Steward Memg)dy
Majority Vote of their current Steward Members.tigdn Stewardship Equity Social Bank Cooperativay m
establish a Pension Plan for their Retiring Citi&eward Members, by a super-majority vote of GOcpat
their current Steward Members, given approval af Blan by the National Custodian of Social Prgpert

Sub-Section 5.b [Citizen Stewardship Equity Coofeea: Democratic Self-Governance] The Board of
Directors of each Qualified Stewardship Equity Cerapive enterprise, and the First Houses of eadts tical
operating unit co-management committees (if arhyall€onsist of odd numbers of voting Steward Merabe

The Electoral base for the Board of Directors sbaifisist of the totality of the current Citizen\Béed
Members of the Cooperative enterprise as a whabh, far the First House of the co-management cotem(if
any) of each local operating unit, shall consisalbbf the Citizen Steward Members who regulayfprm
most of their work for that Cooperative in thatdboperating unit. Candidate enterprise Board ées, and
candidate co-management committee First Houseyatiembers, shall be nominated by one or more Qitize
Steward Members within their respective electoesds, from among the Stewards working in thoseectisie
Electoral bases, and shall be designated for afgp8eat on that Board or co-management committes
House. Such voting enterprise Board or co-manageomenmittee First House Members, including the
enterprise General Manager, and the local operatiitg’ General Managers (if any), who shall clleir
Boards or the First Houses of their co-managemaminattees, respectively, shall be elected by s&dtbral
base on a one Citizen Steward Member, one vots,dasmajority vote of the respective Electoraleb@gtizen
Steward Members, for each Seat, from among theidates running for the given Seat. Each Electear@®o
Member, or First House co-management committeegdember, shall be subject to special Electioms fo
recall-replacement, by petition of at least twepgycent of their Electoral base Citizen Steward Mers, and
replaced if a majority of that Electoral base, ngtiso votes, by the replacement candidate recgthia
majority of votes cast in that special Electioron@ress shall, by statute, set forth rules andisiais for
Citizen Stewardship Equity Cooperative enterprismdcratic self-governance By-Laws. These rules and
standards shall include a “reduction of force” ruléhat rule shall be, for Qualifying Citizen Steaship
Equity Collectives’ By-Laws, and Stewardship Co@tie’s Social Bank Covenants, a stipulation of
“reduction of force” priorities. It will requirehiat, in the event of a downturn in demand for av@tdship
enterprise’s goods and/or services output, in aedethreatening the Solvency of that enterpriss, ridductions
of costs for hours worked compensation to Stewaedhlbers of that Cooperative shall exhaust all viable
options for the sharing of reduced work hours amah&teward Members, before any Steward Member is
“laid off” -- reduced to zero work hours and theyegbndered unemployed, e.g., for the rest of thatrdurn.

The Target Proportion for Steward Membership amalhgersons who work in and for a given Stewardship
Equity Cooperative shall be 90%. If a majorityevof the Steward Members of such a Cooperative@ige
favors a percentage of non-Steward-Member contrsetad/or sub-contractors, hired by that Coopezativ
exceed 10% of its personnel count, then that veedrom the Target Proportion must then, before any
implementation, be approved, in writing, per majoviote of the Social Bank(s) Sponsoring that Coafpee,
and then by a written approval of that variancemfthe National Office, signed by the National ©@dsin.



Sub-Section 5.c [CitizeAllocational Equity Right®Regarding Social Property Assets] The Nationaic@fof
the Custodian of Social Property shall annuallgadte a budget of financial assets Social Prop&rtgach
Office-Chartered Social Bank Stewardship Equity @@ative, in accord with an equar capitaavailability
of such Social Property assets by State. Thisiisyant to the Principle of Citizen Allocationalutty. If
unequaber capitaallocations are permitted by majority vote in erendum of all voting-Qualified Citizens of
the United States of America, then such allocatgiral be permitted only on a temporary and renddisis,
e.g., as reparations or for remediation of theasecionomic consequences of past allocational andier
inequities. The terminal date of any referenduipudated unequgber capitaallocation of Social Property
assets shall be stipulated in the terms of any sefelhendum as presented to the National ElectorBbat
terminal date shall be no more than eight years fitee date of the last day of voting on that refdten. The
Principle of Citizen Allocational Equity includelse constitutional Right, established hereby, foll€dtives of
Citizens, organized as Qualified Citizen Stewarnd$kguity Producers’ Cooperative enterprises, diasonal
Custodian-Chartered Citizen Stewardship Equity 8d@ank Cooperative enterprises (given that thghL.Bws
and business launch plans/expansion plans meetr€signal, statutory criteria, and National Office
regulatory criteria) to be granted access to trantjties of Social Property financial assets retpit® their
launch, or to expansion of their operations, ferfilrmer per their Social Bank(s) supported Busiritlans.
Any Citizen Stewardship Collective, which is seegkiitizen Stewardship Equity Cooperative enterprise
formation, by majority vote of its Members, or aQualified Stewardship Equity enterprise’s Board of
Directors, or any Capital Equity enterprise’s BoafdDirectors, all by majority vote of their Memiséowners,
shall have standing to Protest to the Tribunalitizén Stewardship and Allocational Equity, agaioisé or
more Social Banks, and/or against the Nationaldg®ftif the Custodian of Social Property, if theyrdebat
either or both defendants have violated the canstital Rights established for it by this Amendgtdnnex
Section, and/or by the Generalized Equity Consbihati Amendment. The Principle of Citizen Allocatal
Equity also includes a prohibition of the operatadrany enterprise in any Branch of product/sergigpply as
a State Property enterprise, by the National Officdkhe Custodian of Social Property, if any mixfioe or
more Citizen Stewardship Equity enterprises, orit@hgquity enterprises, are Solvently operatingragually
competing Citizen Stewardship Equity enterprised/@ Capital Equity enterprises, in that Branch.

Sub-Section 5.d [Tribunals for Citizen Stewardsdmgl Allocational Equity] Congress shall provide,dbgtute,
for a system of Geographically-scaled federal quhte Tribunals for Stewardship and Allocationquiy,
with individual courts Sitting for the County anth& levels, and a single court Sitting for theidtal level.

The specific function of these Tribunals with respge upholding Citizen Allocational Equity Righgbkall be to
adjudicate Protests, brought by one or more Cit&tenwvardship Collectives or Cooperative enterpyiaed/or
by one or more Capital Equity enterprises, allegiiogation of their Citizen Allocational Equity Rigs by the
National Office of the Custodian of Social Property

Sub-Section 5.e [National Office of the Custodi&social Property] Congress shall institute a nalp
Federal Office of the Custodian of Social Propédnreinafter referenced as the “National Officéhe
principal functions of this National Office shakk bo manage Citizen Stewardship Equity Social Rtgpe
assets, maintaining and updating, as appropridtetianal Office Standard Design for same for each
international standard product/service Branch Gategnd endeavoring to maintain a competitive ragrk
served by multiple Citizen Stewardship Equity Caapige enterprises and/or by multiple Capital Eguit
enterprises, in the markets for each such prodereite Branch Category, as a matter of Constitali®ublic
Policy. The special function of this National O#ishall be to procure, via competitively-bid cootsafrom
Qualified Citizen Stewardship Equity Producers’ Gexative enterprise suppliers, and/or from Cajhitality
enterprise suppliers, or, but only in the abseric@ualified and competing such suppliers, to diseptoduce,
under its own management, and using its own Seec@berty production assets, National Office Stathdar
Design Plant and Equipment Means of Productiontestee each competing Citizen Stewardship Equity
Producers’ Cooperative which Qualifies for Stewhmd®f said assets, and which formally appliesh t
National Office for Provision of such assets, ¥&Sponsoring Social Bank(s).



Sub-Section 5.f [Custodian of Social Property: Riomg Election, Self-Mandating, Compensation, arettl]
The National Electorate shall elect, to four-yeants, limited to up to two consecutive such teimglections
coinciding with Federal Presidential elections,aibhal Custodian of Social Property. All candetator this
National Office shall file a Public non-binding telandate together with their other Candidacy Regfion
documents. This elected Custodian shall oversepribmulgation of regulations, and the implemeatatf
Congressional statutes, for the exercise of CitBethright Equity, and of Citizen Externality Edyj and of
Citizen Stewardship Equity; shall oversee the prigation of National Office Standard Designs forteac
international standard product/service Branch Gateghall oversee the updating of National Offstandard
Designs for which competitive technological obsodge, advances in safety features, and/or advances
Social Best Practices otherwise, in the Custodiprdgment, and if backed by majority vote of thetibiaal
Commission for Social Property Equity, which thes@alian shall chair as voting chair, or per Injimciy
the Tribunal for Social Productivity Advancemerdlls for their updating, and shall manage and sefeyall
National Social Property assets of the People@tthited States of America.

The compensation of the National Custodian of Sdtieperty shall be budgeted annually by Congrasg,
shall be maintained in equality with that of the$tdent of the United States. The National Custodf Social
Property shall be subject to Special ElectionsRecall-Replacement, by Protest and Petition of tywparcent
or greater of the National Electorate, and Replacadnajority of that Electorate voting so votbg,the
Replacement Candidate receiving the majority ofvibtes cast in that same Special Election. ThéoNal
Custodian of Social Property shall also chair trenktary Commission, the Commission for Citizenight
Equity, and the Commission for Social Property Bquas a voting member of each of these Commissions

Sub-Section 5.g [Stewardship Producers’ Cooperstiveovision of Land and other Means of Production]
Stewardship Equity Collectives, converted to Stelsiip Equity Cooperative enterprises by the Spainsor
and Underwriting of their Business Plans by oneore Social Bank Stewardship Equity Cooperativiesall s
be granted the Landed Property and the Office Srahdleans of Production stipulated in their Bussnekans,
as Modified, Covenanted, and Accepted by the Sporgsand Underwriting Social Bank(s). The Social
Bank(s) shall obtain the Office Standard MeansrofiBction for the Branch of Production and in tlwtity
stipulated in that Accepted Business Plan, on heahat Stewardship Equity Producers’ Cooperativam
the National Office of the Custodian of Social Rrdp. The Social Bank(s) shall also obtain LanBeaberty
assets meeting the requirements stipulated inXbegpted Business Plan, also from the Nationalo®ffon
behalf of that Stewardship Equity Producers’ Coapee, unless that Cooperative is approved, by its
Sponsoring Social Bank(s), to pursue one or bothede procurements on its own. That Landed Pppball
thenceforth become Social Property, under the aaspf the National Office of the Custodian of @bci
Property, under the Sponsorship and credit manageoh¢he Social Bank(s), and under the Stewardship
that Stewardship Equity Producers’ Cooperativeguhout its continuation as a going concern.

Sub-Section 5.h [Citizen Stewardship Equity Cooppega: Stewardship of Social Property] Each Citizen

Stewardship Equity Producers’ Cooperative, anthds/zidual Steward-Members, lawfully granted usefrof
Land and other Means of Production Social Propassets, in return for monthly Social Rent paymesitall

not be construed as collectively or privately arsp@ally Owning said assets.

Each Stewardship Equity Producers’ Cooperativerpnge shall retain its Stewardship Equity Righits o
socially-beneficial, socially-productive dispositiof said assets, if it remains in good standinttp wagard to
the statutes and regulations of Citizen StewardBhipty Self-Governance, with the Covenant(s) agitee
with its Sponsoring Social Bank(s), with regardtsoSolvency, and with regard to its use of sagk&s in
compliance with its Social Bank(s) Provider-apprhvies own Board-approved, and its Public Boardrapgd
[if any], and/or its local operating units co-maaagent committees [if any] approved, Annual Operpithans,
and in accord with any other current statutes amefgulations of Citizen Externality Equity. Othese, Social
Property asset Stewardship Qualification may bekes, by act of the Social Bank Cooperative enisefs)
which had been the direct Provider(s) of Sociaperty assets to the thus disqualifiable Citizem@teship
Equity Producers’ Cooperative.



Sub-Section 5.i [Stewardship Cooperatives: [Sef6yision of Non-Standard Production Assets] Each
Qualified Citizen Stewardship Equity Producers’ Gerative enterprise shall have the Right to proQiffee
non-standard Means of Production Plant and Equipifnem the Office, given the endorsement of thefiic@
non-standard Production Plant and Equipment Dedigrike Social Bank Stewardship Equity enterprise(s
which is or are the direct Approver(s) of the SbBiBperty component of its financing. Each Steiship
Equity Producers’ Cooperative shall have the rtghgrocure its own land and other Production ass#tee
Standard in Design, or of its own, Office non-stamdDesign, directly, on its own, from Provisionetker
than those of the Office, such as from other Stdslap Equity Producers’ Cooperative enterprise$;aon
Capital Equity enterpriseby means of its own resourcésit only if approved by the Social Bank Coopemati
enterprise(s) that is or are the direct Approves{ghe Social Property component of its financigsets so
acquired shall be deemed the voting-based Colke&roperty of the Stewards of the Stewardship Equit
enterprise so acquiring, rather than as Socialdttgpor as their Private Property, or as theisBeal Property.

Sub-Section 5.j [Stewardship Cooperatives: SocadtR Paid Monthly in Return for Use of Social Pibyge
Each Stewardship Equity Cooperative enterpriseivewy Provision of Landed Property and of otherakie of
Production Social Property assets, National Offitandard, or non-standafdym the National Officeshall
remit a monthly Social Property Rent to societyraturn for the usufruct of the Social Propertydhiel
Stewardship by it, proportionate to the cost ofcprement of those Social Property assets, at seat@nd
updated, annually, by the Commission for SociapPrty Equity, and paid directly to the National iOdf
These Social Property Social Rent revenues maytbedppport Societal Self-Investment in the form of
production of Means of Production Social Propelsp dor other Stewardship Equity enterprises, anithe
form of Public Infrastructure Social Property, asllvas in the form of the income of Social Bank Geative
enterprises, and in the form of the funding of Z&iti Birthright Equity Social Trust Funds. The Coission
for Social Property Equity shall decide, each ybgrits majority votes, the percentage allocatibthese
Social Rent revenues to their uses per this Ameng@nnex and per the Equitist Amendment.

Sub-Section 5.kGratis Replacement of Insured Enterprises’ Obsolesceminglef Production Social Property]
The National Office shall Re-Provision the Mean$odduction Plant and Equipment assets of Obsalesce
Depreciation Insured enterprises which formallylgdpr this Service, if they hold production assetslonger

of Office-Standard Design.

Their no longer National-Office-Standard Plant &wglipment assets shall be replaced with new, Nalftion
Office-Standard such assets, for Insured entergrigkeenever the relevant National Office Standaedifhs
for a given product and/or service Branch Categdifigially change, given that the return of the\poais, now
National Office non-standard Provision to the cdgtof the National Office by that enterprise. TRis-
Provisioning Service shall be provided at no furttigarge to such Insured enterprises.

This Re-Provisioning Service shall be providedaturn for monthly insurance premiums, updated iow@m
annually by the National Office, and paid diredtiythe National Office, by Stewardship Equity angurance-
subscribing Capital Equity enterprises — thus ieddor Obsolescence Depreciation, Social Depreciabr
other Non-Physical Depreciation -- against chamgé&3ffice Standard Designs resulting from technatal
and/or competitive obsolescence of the previoug®f®Btandard Designs, and/or from advances inysafet
features, and/or from advances in national or mg@onal Social Best Practices otherwise, includiagrdered
by the Tribunal for Social Productivity Advancement

The National Office shall set higher ObsolesceneprBciation Insurance premiums for Capital Equity
enterprisewis-a-visfor Stewardship Equity enterprises, because timadpobtain private property Ownership
of the replacement means of production assets,eabe3tewardship Equity enterprises do not, butgdls

hold those assets in Stewardship, and pay montidiaBRents in return for their usufruct. The Nagl Office
shall outsource, to Stewardship Equity and/or tpitaaEquity enterprises, via competitive biddiagy aspects
of its Obsolescence Depreciation Insurance Progvhioh are economically viable for NGO enterprisgsun.

If technological-advance-induced obsolescence deren renders an entire enterprise, its markeafsj/or it
product(s), and/or its service(s) obsolete ancdongér economically viable, and if that enterpris&lh an



obsolescence depreciation insurance policy froniNignal Office, then the National Office shalVeahe
option to buy-out the assets of that enterprisek,lstock and barrel, at their fair market valu@et realizable
value, and with fair compensation to the employ@eStewardship Equity self-employees of that emieep

Sub-Section 5.| [Adjudications to Adjust Social Refor Changes in Production Costs of Means of &etdn]
The Tribunal for Citizen Stewardship Equity shahsider formal Protests and Petitions, if broughab
earlier-entrant Stewardship Equity enterprise,yoalelass of such enterprises, asking a lowerirtyeif
monthly Social Rent dollar amounts, because thesadgroduction of the Office-Standard Design ngeah
production for a given Business Category havefialigving more recent entrants an unfair advantage
earlier entrants to the market competition in tiveig Business Category. Should costs of produdton
Office-Standard Design means of production in giBusiness Category rise, that Tribunal shall ickems
formal Protests and Petitions, asking a lowerinthefr monthly Social Rent dollar amounts, if bratigy a
more recent entrant Stewardship enterprise, orddgiss of such enterprises, because of the urdaaraages
thereby given to earlier entrant enterprises topattion in that Business Category. In casestbeeikind, the
litigating Tribunal for Citizen Stewardship Equighall deliver its Decision(s) to all Parties totthtgation,
including to the Social Bank(s) that are Sponsotirggenterprise(s) involved in that litigation, andhe Office
of the Custodian of Social Property, whether thietaare explicit or merely implicit Parties to thigigation.

Sub-Section 5.m [Provision of Office Social Propekssets to Producers’ CooperativEsigibility] Citizen
Stewardship Equity Producers’ Cooperatives shakllgble for Landed Property and other Means of
Production Provisioning and Re-Provisioning Sersioktheir Sponsoring Social Bank(s), if Qualified the
granting, in Stewardship, of Landed Property anfic®fStandard Design Social Property. Operations t
determine such Qualification shall be delegatedheyNational Office, to specialized, competing,
democratically self-governing Citizen Stewardshquiey Cooperative enterprises, certified and cliadgby
that National Office, per Congressional statutarieda, and per National Office regulations, asa{ffied to
function as competing, democratically governed &d8ank Stewardship Equity Cooperatives. Each such
Social Bank enterprise shall be restricted, byNh&onal Office, per its Charter, to operate withispecific
State of the Union. Each shall be granted Stevagwds National Office financial assets Social Redp,
allocated to it in accordance with the principleGatizen ‘Allocational Equity’, for use in the purase of
National Office Standard-Design Production as$ets) the National Office, for transfer to the Stedship of
non-bank Stewardship Equity Producers’ Cooperativeter its Sponsorship and credit administratiBach
such Stewardship Equity Receiver of National Offstandard Design Production Plant and Equipmenia&oc
Property must be further Qualified for such Prauisby means of the Approval of their Annual Operati
Plans/Business Plans/Budgets by the Citizen Steiambers-elected Board of Directors of that Spoingpr
Social Bank enterprise, or of those Sponsoring&@@ank enterprises, which is or are the direct&@oc
Property Provider(s) to, and Sponsor(s) of, thézén Stewardship Equity Producers’ Cooperativhe T
income of each such Citizen Stewardship Equity Spong Social Bank shall be limited to a percentsiugre,
which shall be re-determined annually by the Corsiarsfor Social Property Equity, of the Social Rrdp
Rent revenues actually received by the Nationalkc®firom the Stewardship Equity Producers’ Coopezat
who receive Sponsorship, and Social Property, éw&tdship, in part or in whole, via that Social Bai hat
income shall be remitted to that Social Bank in thignpayments by the National Office of the Custwdof
Social Property. A given month’s Social Rent shwre given Social Bank, for a given Stewardship
Producers’ Cooperative under its Sponsorship aeditcadministration, shall be withheld if that Puodrs’
Cooperative defaults on payment of that month’s&dent to the National Office of the CustodiarSaicial
Property. Social Rent share payments to a givemBBank for a given Producers’ Cooperative unter
Sponsorship shall cease permanently upon InsolvendyLiquidation of that Producers’ Cooperative.

Sub-Section 5.n [Stewardship Equity Social Bankew@rdship of Office Financial Social Property] Bac
Office-Chartered Citizen Stewardship Equity So8iahk, lawfully allocated partial usufruct of NatedrSocial
Property financial assets by the National Officeéh&f Custodian of Social Property, shall not befewad any
Ownership of said assets, on behalf of its Citidéeward Members, either collectively, privately personally.
Instead, those Social Property funds shall be ime&tewardship by the Steward-Members of that $&aak.
Each Stewardship Equity Social Bank Cooperativerpnise shall retain its Stewardship Equity Rigsfts



socially-productive disposition of said financialkats, only while remaining in good standing irareigo the
statutes and regulations of Stewardship Equityrpnse Self-Governance and Solvency, as well asgard to
its oversight of the Annual Operating Plans/Bussnekns and Budgets of its Providee Stewardshiptyequ
Producers’ Cooperatives, and including in accorith Wie Constitutional provisions, statutes and lagns
governing Citizen Externality Equity Rights, andig@n ‘Allocational Equity’ Rights, per its SociBank
Charter. Otherwise, its Stewardship Social Ban&r€n, and its Social Property allocation, shalldeked by
the National Office.

Sub-Section 5.0 [Citizen Externality Equity Consitaf Citizen Stewardship Equity Powers] Each menif
the First House of an enterprise co-management ctbeanif any, of each local operating unit, if rmdhan
one, of each Citizen Stewardship Equity Cooperatigea democratically self-governing enterprisalldie
nominated by, elected by, and potentially recadidhy, the Citizen-Stewards, who are the collectisié-
employees of that local operating unit, on a orileesaployee, one vote basis, and only from amomyg th
Steward-Members of that Cooperative. The Secorngkelaf any, of each such local operating unit
co-management committee, if any, shall be its @itiExternality Equity Rights-based, publicly-Elet#&oard
of Public Directors, if and only if that Stewardgtitquity Producers’ Cooperative has been foundadyxce
above-Threshold External Costs. If a Citizen Stelslaip Equity Cooperative enterprise consists &f an
single local operating unit, its Steward-Memberseitd enterprise Board of Directors shall congtitbe First
House of its co-management committee, and its plybdlected Citizen Externality Equity Board of Fiab
Directors shall constitute the Second House therkeahd only if that Citizen Stewardship Equityoducers’
Cooperative has been found to produce above-Thickgixbernal Costs. That enterprise Board of Dext
shall be nominated by, elected by, and potentraitgllable by, its Citizen Steward-Members, whothee
collective self-employees of that single local @terg unit, on a one Steward-Member, one vote basis only
from among the Steward-Members of that Citizen &teghip Equity Cooperative enterprise.

Sub-Section 5.p [National Tribunal for Social Protiity Advancement] Each Stewardship Equity entisg
Board of Directors, and each National Office Obso#ace Insurance subscribing Capital Equity ernsapr
Board of Directors, or any class consisting of dtiplicity thereof, shall have standing to formalyotest and
Petition to the National Office of the CustodianSafcial Property for an update to the Office Statidesign
of Production Plant and Equipment for one or magalpct and/or service Business Branch Categoriesng
majority vote of the Board(s) of Directors to do gerounds for such Protest and Petitioning sialuide out-
competing innovation(s) in Means of Productionafistl by one or more Stewardship Equity and/or @api
Equity enterprise, Obsolescence-Insured or nong@ss shall provide, by statute, for a single Umad for
Social Productivity Advancement, with national gdhiction.

The specific function of this Tribunal shall beDRecide cases brought by Formal Protests and Retitmthe
Office for Update of one or more Means of Produttiational-Office Standard Designs, for one or more
standard product and/or service Business BrancbgGees, when those Standard Designs are in digpubag
Citizen Stewardship Equity Producers’ Cooperativemprises, and/or Obsolescence-Insured Capitatyfequ
enterprises, and/or Chartered Social Bank Cooperatiterprises, or wherein one or more Nationale®ff
Standard Design Update Decisions are in disputedsst the National Office and one or more Citizen
Stewardship Equity Producers’ Cooperative entegpriand/or Insured Capital Equity enterprises,@nd/
Chartered Social Bank Cooperative enterprisesh Qltizen Stewardship Equity enterprises, and/or
Obsolescence-Insured Capital Equity enterprisesd| Bave standing to file such Petitions of Proteish the
national Tribunal for Social Productivity Advancemte

Individual Citizens, and Citizens Groups, includidgsociations of Public Directors at all Geographigcales,
shall also have standing to bring Petitions of €bto this Tribunal, or to file “friend of the adubriefs, and
other briefs, and to provide testimony, under oggbarding the expected Externalities impact, otloeral
impacts, and natural basis of society environmentphcts, of proposed Updates of National-Officangard



Designs of Production Plant and Equipment for aneore product and/or service Business Branch Qateg
if said Updates are already under enterprise Beft) of Protest to this Tribunal.

Sub-Section 5.q [Compensated Voluntary Conversidnrmvation Use-Rights into Social Property] The
National Tribunal for Social Productivity Advancemehall select, by majority votes, U.S. Means of
Production inventors and innovators, to be Offesgglilar, monthly, cost-of-living escalated, lifegrbut
non-inheritable perpetuities, in exchange for tlse{Rights to specific innovations Created and/on€iby
them, e.g., via Patent, in lieu of their enforcmgalty payments via their own efforts. Acceptanoésuch
Offers shall Convert the thus Use-Rights-purchasedvations into Social Property, able to be ineldidh
National Office Means of Production Standard Desifpm the relevant Business Branch Categor(y)(ies).
Owners of such innovation Use-Rights shall alscelgtending to Petition the Tribunal for Social Rrctdity
Advancement to so Offer to them.

Sub-Section 5.r [Conversion of Certain Other FoainBroperty into Stewardship Equity Property] Carsuan
of the Private Property of a Capital Equity ente@into Stewardship Equity Social Property shetlw if and
only if the following conditions are all in existegt (1) a super-majority of more than two-thirdsrod
employees of that Capital Equity enterprise vot@auor of that Conversion; (2) a legally-Qualifi€iizen
Stewardship Collective, composed of employeesatf @apital Equity enterprise, has obtained Soc#adkss’)
contractual commitment to Sponsor and underwri¢ @ollective in becoming a Stewardship Equity
Producers’ Cooperative, inheriting that Privatederty as a going concern; (3) that Collective Hatsioed
Social Bank(s’) contractual commitment to compeaslaé owners of that Capital Equity enterprisetiier
common stock value of that enterprise, based amétdian common stock share price over the priolvave
months, or, if not a publicly-traded joint-stockienprise, then for the net realizable value oagsets, and; (4)
that Collective has obtained Social Bank(s’) coettral commitment to compensate any employees of tha
Capital Equity enterprise who are not includedh@ Membership of that Collective, for their requdtioss of
employment, in the form of a severance packagerocayéheir former compensation for the next twelve
months after the Conversion. A Conversion Elect@mra given Capital Equity enterprise shall bertou
ordered if a Petition bearing the signatures ofentban one-third of the employees of that entezpsdiled
with and verified by the Tribunal for Social ProgyeEquity. That Tribunal shall organize and sups\the
Conversion Election, and, if more than two-thirdsh® employees of the Capital Equity enterpristevJor
Conversion, Order the Conversion of that CapitaligigPrivate Property into Stewardship Equity Sbcia
Property, under the Stewardship of the item (2z€it Stewardship Collective. Otherwise, the Cajitpity
enterprise shall continue as a Private Propergrpnse to the extent of its solvency or per thesien of its
enterprise Board of Directors.

Conversion of the Government Property of a StateH@dcommodity-producing enterprise into Citizen
Stewardship Equity Social Property shall occumid @nly if the following conditions are all in eiénce --
(1) a super-majority of more than two-thirds of gmaployees of that State-Capital enterprise vofavor of
that Conversion; (2) a legally-Qualified group ofeast five Citizen Stewardship Equity Collectivess each
obtained separate Social Banks’ contractual comamntmto Sponsor and underwrite each of those Giviésc
in becoming a Citizen Stewardship Equity Produc€moperative, each inheriting an equal share dafSkate
Capital, and each Covenanted by its Social Bank§mgs) to enter into market competition with eatthe
others; (3) those Collectives have obtained tharsée Social Banks’ contractual commitments toetogr,
fully compensate any employees of that State Clagnitierprise who are not included in the Membersifigny
of those Collectives, for their resulting loss ofdoyment, in the form of a severance package coyé¢heir
former compensation for the next twelve monthsrdfte Conversion.

A Conversion Election for a given State Capitakgntise shall be Court-Ordered if a Petition beathe
signatures of one-third or more of the employeehatf enterprise is filed with and verified by fhebunal for



Social Property Equity. That Tribunal shall thegamize and supervise the Conversion Election, ianapre
than two-thirds of the employees of that State @Ghpnterprise vote for the Conversion, Order tbhav@rsion
of that State Capital Property into Stewardshipigggsiocial Property, with equal shares of it todamder the
Stewardship of, the item (2) Producers’ Cooperativ®@therwise, the State Capital enterprise sloallicue as
a Government Property enterprise to the extertsafdlvency or per the decision of the Government.

Sub-Section 5.s [Expulsion of a Citizen Steward Menof a Stewardship Equity Collective or Coopeedti
The right of each Steward-Member of a Stewardslupp@rative to their Membership in its undergirding
Stewardship Collective shall be an Individual Propeght, irrevocable except by due process of.ldfra
super-majority of more than two-thirds of the Stedvilembers of a given Stewardship Collective or
Cooperative votes to revoke the Membership of dnis Gteward-Members, then that Steward-Member’s
Individual Property in that Membership shall bet&ively revoked, but subject to Appeal by the teaa
Steward-Member. That revoked Steward-Member $taade the option to Appeal the revocation of their
Membership to the Tribunal for Citizen StewardsBquity with jurisdiction for the principal legal dale of
operation of that Collective or Cooperative.

If the Tribunal majority Decides against reinstgtthe revoked Steward-Member, then that therefmmadr
Member shall have the Right to Appeal that Decisma trial by a Jury of their Peers, supervisedhay
Tribunal. At the conclusion of this trial, the ragfy vote of the Jury will Decide whether to affiror deny the
revocation. The Tribunal and the Jury shall noliléed to “yes-or-no” Decisions in cases of reabon of
Steward-Memberships. If the Court or Jury majohnityds that both the revoked Member and part cofahe
rest of the Membership were partly at fault for gineblem(s) that led to the revocation, then thedmal shall
Order the Stewardship Equity Collective to payagtion, determined by the Court or Jury majoritiythat
revoked-member’s former median percent share imtimeial net operating surplus of that ‘Stewardship
Cooperative’, to that revoked-member, while thab@arative continues in operation, as well as tcetttent of
that ex-Member’s longevity. The fraction Ordereolud reflect the Tribunal’s or the Jury’s view bkt
proportion of culpability of the former Member vassof part or all of the other Members for the peats)
that led to that Membership revocation.

Sub-Section 5.t [Stewardship Enterprise Insolvearoy/or Non-Compliance] The Insolvency of a Citizen
Stewardship Equity Cooperative enterprise shallireghe dissolution of that enterprise, and, tfeee in all
likelihood, the temporary unemployment of its forn@tizen Steward Members, and, as a result thedraivs
upon their Citizen Birthright Equity Social Trusaifids for unemployment insurance payments durinig the
periods of unemployment. In the event of such lirestcy, the Social Property held in StewardshigHat
Cooperative enterprise shall return to the custiidize National Office of the Custodian of Sociabperty.

The civil liability of an Insolvent Citizen Stewasklip Cooperative enterprise to its creditors dhallimited to
the value of the totality of its collectively ownetbn-Social-Property assets, and shall not incardeof the
Personal Property assets, or any of the Sociak Fwsd assets, of its former Citizen Steward Membar any
of the Social Property assets which they had hestewardship while solvent.

Sub-Section 5.u [Solvent Stewardship enterprisedimts to Disband, or to Shift to another EconoBrianch]
If a Stewardship Equity enterprise, not forced iijaidation by its Insolvency, decides, by a votanore than
a two-thirds majority of its Steward-Members, telsind, then the disbanding shall be conductedidoy t
Sponsoring Social Bank(s), in the same way as figquédation of an Insolvent Stewardship Equityesptise.

However, if the Sponsoring Social Bank(s), by mi&jorote(s) of the Steward-Members, prefer to tfanthe
Social Property Means of Production assets of tflgatiding Stewardship Collective to another Queifi
Stewardship Collective, and, thereby, to contiresdtherwise liquidating Stewardship Equity entsgas a
going concern, then that Social Bank, or those&@d®@anks, may do so.



If a Solvent Stewardship Equity enterprise requdsts vote of more than two-thirds of its Stewstdmbers,
to shift their product and/or service productiorigtions from their existing Business Category siagket to
a different Business Category and Market, andairtSponsoring Social Bank(s), and/or (an)othen&@oc
Bank(s) commit(s), by majority vote of their Stedidviembers, to Sponsor the Stewardship Collectivefo
Producers’ Cooperative in this new Business Categod Market, then that Stewardship Collective Igbal
supplied, by the Sponsoring Social Bank(s), withlthnded Property and other Means of Productiomaoc
Property required by their new Business Plan feirtbperations in that new Business Category anckéa
Otherwise, the presently-Sponsoring Social Bardtig)l conduct the liquidation of the Stewardshiig
enterprise in the same way as for the liquidatiba disbanding Stewardship Equity enterprise.

Sub-Section 5.v [Felony Criminal Acts by Citizenghaintent to Ruin One or More Stewardship Entespsi

If a Citizen acts with intent to bankrupt or oth&&ruin one or more Citizen Stewardship Equityegrises,
such as by fomenting conflicts within that Steward€quity enterprise, or within or among thosengtelship
Equity enterprises, or if any conspiracy of muilitizens acts with intent to do likewise, theatt8itizen or
those Citizens shall be criminally liable for thesgs, via felony referral, by one or more Tribwalr Citizen
Stewardship Equity, to the Federal Department sfide. If convicted of this crime by a jury of thpeers,
such Citizens shall be sentenced to up to oneofeanfinement in Federal prison. This provisiares not
apply to legitimate economic market competitiont #t@npetitively damages a competing enterprise.

Sub-Section 5.w [Felony Criminal Acts by (a) Citiz8teward(s) to Defraud the People of the UnitedeSt
Steward Members of one or more Stewardship Equitgrprise, whether Producer’s Cooperative, SoczaikB
Cooperative, or a combination of both, shall, $ected of acting with intent to concoct a schesnef having
concocted a scheme, for a Citizen Stewardship f£@uiterprise designed in advance to fail, and ahsuway
as to unjustly enrich some or all of its Citizeesards, shall be liable for their crimes of frauid, felony
referral, by one or more Tribunals for Citizen Saeslship Equity — those covering the main officefsthe
Stewardship Equity enterprise(s) in question thieoFederal Department of Justice. If convicteth@ crime
by a jury of their peers, such Citizens shall b&eseced to up to one year of confinement in Fedatabn.

Sub-Section 5.x [Political Contributions by Citiz8tewardship Equity enterprises] Each Citizen Stdslap
Equity Cooperative enterprise may contribute tatjpal candidates, and/or to political causes,dnly out of
funds deducted from the Net Operating Surplus aff émterprise, and only by at least a three-quanejority
favorable vote of its entire electoral base ofZeiti Steward Members. Violative political contribut shall be
confiscated by the Federal Electoral CommissionchSonfiscations are Appealable to the SupremetCou

Sub-Section 5.y [Restrictions on Lobbying by Stedgaip Equity and Capital Equity enterprises] Stelvar
Members of a Citizen Stewardship Equity enterprsel employees of a Capital Equity enterprise, are
prohibited from offering money to, or making momgtaontributions to, any Elected Officer or empleya
the Federal Government, with intent to therebyuiefice that Officer's or Employee’s official conduand
shall be liable for violations thereof, via felorgferral, by the Tribunal for Citizen Stewardshiguity
covering the main office of the Stewardship Eqeityerprise in question, or by the Tribunal for &tamlder
Equity covering the main office of the Capital Bguwenterprise in question, respectively, to thedfall
Department of Justice. If convicted by jury, s@itizens shall be sentenced to up to 1 year in iraegeison.

Sub-Section 5.z [Countervailing Citizen Rights]igdhs are empowered, by Constitutional Right, grant
hereby, to organize and enact, using their Ownuregs, Boycotts of products and/or of services bgldne or
more Stewardship Equity Producers’ Cooperativerpriges that said Citizens believe to have wrongful
intervened in the Legislative, and/or the Judiaald/or the Executive, and/or the Economic-Demaxrat
governance processes of the United States of Amas@ whole, or in that of any Region, State, §oum
Municipality thereof, in a manner or manners tihayt in their own individual and/or collective judgnt,
deem to be inimical to the General Welfare of teegte of the United States of America.



Section 6. [[Re-]Democratization of the U.S. Pohtyd of Pre-Existing Federal Governmental Entities,
etc.].Section 6.a [Religious, Ethnic-Heritage, ‘@eral’, Sexual Orientation, & Gender-Transition Egju
Equality of rights under the law shall not be abed by the United States, or by any State, on axtaafu
religious belief, or on account of the absenceebkror on account of ethnic heritage, of birthdgm of sexual
orientation, or of transgender transition. Congr&sall enforce, by accordant legislation, thishiRmf equality
before the law.

Section 6.b [Restrictions on Legislative and RetpulaLobbying by U.S. Citizens in General] Any @gn of
the United States who solicits any U.S. Federaléggawment employee, elected or otherwise, to voterfor
against, or to otherwise alter, Federal Governrtaams, regulations, policies, or other acts, in exae for
monetary and/or in-kind benefits, conveyed or tetieveyed to that employee via that Citizen, shalsubject
to felony indictment, for bribery subornation, byederal Grand Jury. If the employee so-solicigrkes to
the arrangement so-offered by that Citizen, andfoeives that conveyance, then that employee alsallbe
subject to felony indictment for bribery acceptabgea Federal Grand Jury. If convicted of thisraiby a jury
of their peers, such Citizens shall be sentencegh tio one year of confinement in Federal prison.

Section 6.c [Self-Mandating and Recallability lo¢ tPresident of the United States] The PresidetiteoUnited
States shall hereby henceforth be a non-bindinglfynsandated, recallable Public Servant, incurarigecall-
Replacement Special Election if at least 20% ofNla&onal Electorate so Protest and Petition todCess.

Section 6.d [Election, Mandating, Term-Limitati@nd Recallability for Executive Branch Agency O#fis]
The following agencies of the Federal Governmeanceforth, beginning within one year from the dite
adoption of the Equitist Amendment to the U.S. Gitunson, shall each be governed by majority Voiggh
the National Custodian of Social Property as tWeiting chair, together with the Votes of their feagionally
Seated, self-mandated national Commissioners eelddtgionally, by majority vote of their Regional
Electorates, one Commissioner for each Regionalf8eaach Commission, to four year terms, aligimed
Electoral timing with Presidential Elections, liedtto up to two consecutive such terms, and sutgdgecall-
Replacement Special Elections whenever so Petdibget least 20 percent of their Regional Eledtora\
guorum for Decision-making by each of these Comimissshall consist of a minimum of four Commissine
plus the National Custodian of Social Propertytiz€ns shall have standing to Protest Decisionartay/or
Official Actions of any of the following Nationald@nmissions, to the Tribunal for Social Property Bquf
backed by a Petition of Protest signed by verifigphatures of at least 20 percent of the NatiotedtBrate.

i. Federal Communications Commission (FCC).

ii. Federal Electoral Commission (FEC).

iii. Federal Emergency Management Commission (FEMC
iv. Federal Trade Commission (FTC).

v. Food and Drug Administration Commission (FDA

vi. Internal Revenue Service Commission (IRSC).

vii. Medicare and Medicaid Commission (MMC).

viii. Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC).

ix. Social Security Administration Commission (SSA

X. Commission for Planetary Defense (CPD) [orgaugizo avert interplanetary exolithic bombardments]



Section 6.e [Election, Self-Mandating, Term-Limibat, and Recallability of Federal Circuit Court ded]
Each Federal Circuit Court Judge shall be, henttefbeginning within one year from the date of adwpof
the Equitist Amendment to the U.S. Constitutiord ahthis Amendatory Annex, elected to twelve-yeams,
by majority vote of their Jurisdictional Electorst@nd term-limited to up to two consecutive swains, with
their Elections aligned with Presidential Electioiisach Candidate for a Federal Circuit Judgedhéti be
non-bindingly self-mandated, and, if Elected, shradur Recall-Replacement Special Elections whenswe
Petitioned to Congress by at least twenty percktitair Jurisdictional Electorate. Each Candidatea Circuit
Court Judgeship shall file for candidacy at thedfaldCourt for that Circuit Court’s Geographicatiddiction.

These Circuit Court Geographical Jurisdictions’ haaries shall be revised during the year after €a&h
decennial Census, in accord with the principle ibiz€n ‘Allocational Equity’. This shall mean thaach
revised Circuit Court Geographical Jurisdictionlkbarve approximately the same number of Citizznsvery
other such Jurisdiction, with an equal number alig@ships assigned to each such revised Jurisdiction

Section 6.f [Election, Self-Mandating, Term-Limitat, and Recallability of Federal Supreme Courtidas]
The nine Seats of Federal Supreme Court Justiedls lsanceforth, and beginning in 90 days fromdhte of
adoption of the Equitist Amendment to the U.S. Qituntson, be Elected at large, by Seat, to twendgyterms,
term-limited to up to two consecutive such terma,Blections aligned with Presidential Electionediing, by
majority votes of the National Electorate, a Caatkdor each Seat. Candidates for Supreme Coats S&
‘Justiceships’, shall be non-bindingly self-mandaféhey shall incur Recall-Replacement Special tifias
whenever so Petitioned to Congress via the verdigdatures of more than one third of the Natidtiattorate.

6.9 [Purposes of Federal Prisons] Federal Prisball be dedicated to the Rehabilitation — to tinetonal,
mental, and physical healing of each of their irmaagiven the Consent of each such inmate to paatecin
such Healing Protocols, and the non-violent codpmraf each such consenting inmate with those iHgal
Protocols. Prison living conditions shall be mainéd in accord with humanitarian standards, ardowi
overcrowding. Inmates remain Citizens. Each imm&tue respectful treatment by Prison Offici@aards,
etc., as long as that inmate Complies with Prisole® Violent coercion shall not be used againshenate
except in cases of dire necessity, involving vibleghavior by that inmate, and/or non-complianci \wirison
Rules by that inmate. For-Profit Prisons are helilawed in the United States of America.

Section 7 [Legal Forms of Property in the Unitedt&s, their Convertibility, and Its Legal Due Preses].
Section 7.a [Personal Property] The Personal Pippéunindicted Adult United States Citizens, lreir place
of residence, if Owned, or Partially-Owned via ngadge debt, or Owned by outright gift or purchasel, ia
their personal affects, shall not be infringeddmpngress or by the Several States, except in aot&3eurt-
warranted probable cause alleging criminal actibifya U.S. Citizen.

Personal Property may be exchanged for other ParBwaperty by its Owner, by barter, or Converted,1)
monetary Personal Property by sale by its Owng2)téndividual Property by transfer to a Citizete®ardship
Collective, or (3) to Private Property by a PrivRt@perty investment, by purchase of shares oft@ldpgquity
stock, or of other securities, respectively. Othse such Personal Property forms shall be non-aadite.

Section 7.b [Private Property] Private Propertylistensist of legal title of Ownership to non-pemsg non-
social/non-state property by an individual or grafigame. Such Property shall be convertible teeBament
or Public Property, given all due compensatiorhtaformer Owners, by Eminent Domain, if associatéd
lllegal Monopoly or Oligopoly. It shall be conviate to Joint-Stock Capital Equity Property by iaitPublic
Offering. It shall be convertible to Stewardshnperty by super-majority vote of the employeethat
Private Property, if they also Qualify as a Stewhid Equity Collective, and achieve sufficient sopigrom a
Social Bank or Social Banks to become a Stewardsgipty Cooperative, and meet certain other cateas
stated elsewhere herein. Private Property shalldevertible to monetary Personal Property byate by its
Owner(s).



Section 7.c [Joint-Stock Capital Equity Propertyind-Stock Capital Equity Property shall consisbafership
of certificated Capital Equity stock of a Capitauity enterprise. Such property shall be convietib
Personal Property by sale by its Owner(s), convlerto Private Property by “taking private” Buy-Qand
convertible to Public or Government Property, giedirdue compensation to the former owners, by Emtin
Domain, if associated with lllegal Monopoly or QGigply. Such property forms shall be convertible to
Stewardship Equity Property by super-majority vafte Joint-Stock Capital Equity enterprise’s empgley, if
sufficient of them also Qualify as a StewardshipiBgCollective, and achieve sufficient supportifra Social
Bank or Social Banks to become a Stewardship Eqioiyperative, replacing that enterprise, if thespaheet
certain other criteria, as stated elsewhere herein.

Section 7.d [Public Property] Public Property slealhsist of Property legally Owned and managed by a
government supervised Public Corporation, Jointistrr otherwise, e.g., with a government agencat dsast
majority stockholder. Such property forms may lma¢ertible to Private Property, and/or to JointeRto
Capital Equity Property, and/or to Stewardship Bg8iocial Property, separately or in combinationCwourt
Order, if a sufficient number of Qualified and adatgly capitalized Private Property enterprised/@njoint-
Stock Capital Equity enterprises, and/or a sufficrumber of Qualified, Social Bank supported Stelsiip
Equity Collectives, present themselves to the T@ddor Social Property Equity with a Petition teate a
competitive market for the output produced by usine® Public Property in question, if they also inesrtain
other criteria, as stated elsewhere herein. Stmbepty forms shall otherwise be inalienable-incantible.

Section 7.e [Collective Property] Collective Prdgeshall be a limited social property form thattpers to
Citizen Externality Equity Property Rights, exeedsoy Voting, and to Means of Production Propeftgt o
Stewardship Equity enterprise that purchased sa&dn¥ using only its Stewards’ Own resources. atterl
kind of Stewardship Collective Property may be aated to business Private Property, or to their eteny
Personal Property by sale, if agreed to by majmatye of the Owning Stewards. This property folmlsbe
otherwise inalienable-inconvertible.

Section 7.f [Individual Property] The Individualdfrerty Ownership form shall inhere in StewardshijoiiEy
Collectives and Cooperative enterprises as eadhithudl Steward’s Property in Membership in thatl€ctive
and/or Cooperative. This property form shall kedienable-irrevocable, except by due process of law

Section 7.g [Government Property] Government Pigpsdrall consist of property legally Owned and ngeth
by a governmental organization, such as via Stapst&l Means of Production, operated outright byagency
that is a governmental organization, to producedga@md/or services commaodities for sale, but noti®u
Corporate in organizational form, neither as at3Stock Public Corporation, nor otherwise Publi€yned.

Such property forms may be legally convertible twde Property, and/or to Joint-Stock Capital Egjui
Property, and/or to Stewardship Equity Social Prigpseparately or in combination, by Court Ord8uch a
Court Order requires that a sufficient number oal@ied and adequately capitalized Private Property
enterprises, and/or Joint-Stock Capital Equity gmigses, and/or a sufficient number of Qualifiedcial Bank
supported Stewardship Equity Collectives, predaesmtiselves to the Tribunal for Social Property Bawith a
Petition to create a competitive market for thepatiproduced by use of the Government Propertyiastion.
Such a Court Order is allowable if and only if tiew would-be competitors guarantee 12-month segeran
packages, featuring monthly payment of full forrealary or average wages, to each former employdeof
government enterprise who is not to be rehiredriyyad the new, competing enterprises, and if arigl dithe
new would-be competitors pledge to replace thaegawent enterprise with themselves as multiple @mng
enterprises, and paying their personnel the sarbetter wages, and/or salaries, and/or other cosapiem
than were paid by the replaced government enterp&sich property forms shall be otherwise inaldéma



Section 7.h [Social Property] Social Property shalisist of property owned by the People of thetéthStates
of America as a whole, e.g., whose usufruct is ghim Stewardship, not in Ownership, to Citizeav&irdship
Equity Producers’ Cooperative enterprises, in refar their payment of a monthly Social Rent, paid
Society, via the National Office as Society’s EégtEconomic-Democratic Representative, in amounts
proportionate to the cost of production or procugatrof that Social Property, and also in returntifieir
monthly premiums paid for Obsolescence Deprecidtisarance, paid to same. Such property formg bbal
convertible to Government or Public Property, athvall due compensation, in the form of monetagysenal
Property, to its former Stewards, by Eminent Domanrcases of Stewardship Cooperatives that groletal
Monopoly or Oligopoly control of a market or marketSocial Property forms shall also include Usghi to,
e.g., those artistic and technological creationsipased by Federal governmental entities, aftetusdl
compensation to their Owners. Such property fahadl be otherwise inalienable-inconvertible.

Section 7.i [All-Humanity Property] All-Humanity Bperty shall mean property belonging to the hunaae s
a whole, present and future, provided that it wassensually obtained from its original owners,ronf their
heirs or assigns, with all due compensation ther8iach property shall be alienable only by drana fide
accredited and Qualified institution for the curatend conservation of humanity’s cultural heritawgr/ing
custody of that property, to another such institutigiven mutual consent, and mutually-agreed clemation.

Section 8. [United States Foreign Policy: Foreigd A Declarations of Peace and Prosperity] Thepfeeof
the United States of America, via Petition of aslie20% of the National Electorate, delivered o $ipeaker of
the House, or by initiative of the President, andfathe National Custodian, and/or of the Speaif¢he
House, may initiate a Congressional DeclaratioRedce and Prosperity on and with another natide, stkin
to the Marshall Plan, if the initiators are of thew that aiding and accelerating the economic kgveent of
the people of that nation state will avert a futweer or wars with that nation state. Negotiatiforsa joint such
Declaration with the government of that nationeststall then be begun. No agenda of regime chaggast
that government shall be permissible. If the niegjoins achieve a joint such Declaration, includitear
objectives and a detailed plan to achieve themm, thoe it to go into effect shall require a majgriivorable
vote in a U.S. National referendum, and in a natioeferendum of the people of the recipient nastate. The
period of the Declaration shall not exceed ten gjeamless renewed by further national referenda.

Section 9. [United States National Defense: Datians of War; Contracide Convention] Maintenaata
strong and technologically-advancing National De&napability, sufficient to deter other natiortesterom
attacking the United States, is a primary objectivthe President of the United States, and musblfer as
long as hostilities with other nation states pérsfss Commander in Chief of U.S. defense fordes,Rresident
shall have sole command of those forces, in théegbof threats of attack on the United Statesgisirapons
of mass destruction, and in cases of attack otJthied States using conventional weapons. Howefvan,
attack by U.S. military forces, ordered by the Riest. is discretionary, in the sense that theetiaod attack has
not first attacked or credibly threatened to attdekUnited States, then that U.S. military attackluding
invasion and/or occupation of other People’s caestmust be backed in advance by a formal De ober aff
War, duly passed by majority votes in both HoudeSangress, and further ratified by a majority vofehe
National Electorate in a national referendum. ulflsa Declaration of War does not pass, or if teel@ration
passes but the referendum does not ratify thatdbetabn, then the military attack will be termindisonsistent
with an orderly retreat and/or withdrawal, if itchalready begun, or that planned attack will becetad if it
has not yet begun, and the Speaker of the Houdledsafh and place before the House Articles of Gaphment
against the President, as having committed perthapsmost egregious high crime and misdemeanotf batd
only if the discretionary attack was launched ptoothe passage of a Congressional Declarationaf W



The President of the United States is hereby empalydut not required, to negotiate, with the hezfdgates
of other nation states, an International Contra€ldavention. This Convention, if successfully niafed,
shall offer signatory nation states who fail torawearfare by negotiated settlement, to engagerav@ution-
governed alternative warfare mode, aimed to reshareinduced loss of life, by focusing military atks, not
on personnel, but on their weapons, and which lstiesi ways to render attacks on weaponry sepairainie
attacks on personnel, and imposes sanctions loyrat signatory nations against nations who conteac
engage this mode if they later violate the Conwemtand which defines the winning nation stateenmss of
higher relative destruction and/or neutralizatibthe other nation’s weaponry. Surrender by tisenig nation
state shall be in the form of a conditional suremmgia an equitable surrender agreement, potgniredluding
some surrender of territory, but in ways which ez$ghe human rights and the property rights o ltloé
losing nation state and the winning nation state.

Section 10. [Implementation and Revision] The psans of this Amendatory Annex shall take effeatiriy
the 12 months after the date of its adoption, eixttezi the first National Election for the Justicdéghe
Supreme Court of the United States shall take phatten 90 days of that date of adoption. Congrass|
enforce, by appropriate legislation, all of theypsmns of this Amendatory Annex. This Amendatéynex
may be revised only by a majority vote of the NiadéibElectorate in a Referendum, or by a more tiaan t
thirds super-majority vote in each House of Congjraad also only if the thereby Legislature-passtidle(s)
of revision are signed into law by both the Presidg the United States, and the National Custodifa®ocial
Property. Congress may override a Veto or VetgeRrbsident and/or Custodian, only by an eightyemeror
more super-majority Vote to do so, in each Hous€aigress.

[Draft] Article of Amendment 29 to the Constitution of theUnited States

Right to Privacyof United States Citizens ['Personal Informatiaquigy’].

SECTION 1. [Restrictions on Governmental Uses @iz€n Personal Information Personal Property] TighR
of each Citizen of the United States to Privacylisi@ be infringed by the Federal Government & tnited
States, by the Governments of the several Statdxy, Gounty or Municipal Governments, without prior
written, express, time-limited consent, grantedhgyCitizen who is to suffer that infringementihe specific
elements of that infringement, including its dusatiand to the specific governmental infringersascified in
that written consent, and in return for due consitien in the form of monetary compensation. Gawsgntal
and corporate officials; major, publicly-recognizaablic policy advocates; indicted, non-exoneraiesons;
persons convicted of a crime, who have not yetesete completion their sentence for that crime, p&gons
under Court-issued warrant for specific Probablaseaare excepted from this Privacy Right. Howeter,
Permissible Extent for Privacy Property infringerinfem such excepted Citizens shall extend onlyhtart
Public Acts, and not to their Private Informatiexcept in the case of indicted, non-exoneratedopsror
persons under warrant for specific Probable Caarsgersons convicted of a crime, who have not gatesl to
completion their sentence for that crime. Puldicords of criminal conviction shall be Public Pnape

The Personal Information of Citizens, includingithesual likeness and their Contact Informatiomaks be
their Personal Property. It shall not be acquaed/or retained by governmental entities withoudrprvritten,
specific, time-limited consent by them, or by th8wardians, while Minors, and without payment ofrreiary
compensation as due consideration, unless waiveditimg by that Citizen, or without Due Procesd. aiv.

SECTION 2. [Uses of Citizen Personal Informatioms®eal Property by Non-Governmental Entities] No-no
governmental organization, and no individual, wieeth paid employee of any such organization, ceretise,
having Presence within the United States of Ameshball acquire and/or retain and/or transfer Reako
Information regarding a Citizen of the United Ssatsithout prior, written, time-limited consentagted by the



Citizen who is to suffer that infringement, to sggecific elements of that infringement, includingts
duration, and to the specific infringer, as spedifin that written consent, and without due consitilen in
advance, in the form of monetary compensationpiaraount acceptable to said Citizen, unless that
information collection and/or retention and/or s#ar is supported, in advance, by a warrant isbyeal U.S.
Federal or State Court of competent jurisdictiamftte basis of evidence supporting Probable Calusenainal
activity by that Citizen, or unless that Citizeruisder criminal indictment, and not exoneratedhas been
convicted of a crime, and has not yet served toptetion their sentence for that crime, or is a puobfficial, a
public policy advocate, or a corporate officer, &meh only to the Permissible Extent for such RiywBroperty
infringement as herein defined. Retention of &pris information by another person, via voluntdigclosure
by that person of that person’s Personal Infornmatiiothat other person, e.g., telephone numbestapo
mailing addresses, email addresses, etc., is exeomptthese provisions, except that such impliegniesion
for such retention may be later revoked, in writing the person who earlier disclosed it, to theepperson to
whom that disclosure was made, with force of law.

SECTION 3. [Criminal Sanctions for Privacy RighteMtion] It shall be a felony under U.S. Federairto
violate the Privacy Rights, by using without cortsamd/or without due consideration in the formroddvance
monetary compensation, the Personal Informatiopétty, including the Contact Information Propedy by
making public the Personal Information Propertyany Covered U.S. Citizen as defined herein, @otatinue
beyond the Permissible Extent of such uses asrhéedined. Individuals suspected of conducting/andf
ordering such Privacy Rights violation shall bejsabto criminal indictment by a Federal Grand Janyd, if
so indicted, tried, in Federal Court, via a Juryhdir peers, whether they are accused of actinigisnviolation
in their individual or personal capacity, or asrageof governmental or of non-governmental orgarons
having Presence within the United States. Thell baasubject, if convicted, to imprisonment in edéral
penitentiary for a sentence of up to one year.

SECTION 4. [Exclusion of Public, Governmental Orgations and NGOs from Privacy Coverage by this
Amendment] The Right of Privacy, and the Personfarmation Property Right, as herein establisheldeies
only in each individual U.S. Citizen, and does extend to U.S. Governmental organizations at angl le
Federal, State, County, District, or Municipal rto other organizations, public or private, inchgl
corporations, foundations, and other non-governai@mganizations.

SECTION 5. [Privacy Rights Role of the U.S. Fetlehaman Rights Commission] Congress shall fund,
annually, the operations of a United States Feddémnatan Rights Commission (USF-HRC), which shallsisn
of ten Regionally-elected Commissioners, and orarge, Nationally-elected voting chairperson. This
Commission shall serve as a National Guardianlaffahe Civil Rights, Civil Liberties, and Humandhts
recognized in the U.S. Bill of Rights, in all oktiConstitutional Amendments subsequent to theoBRights,
and in the U.S. Constitution as a whole. This Cassian shall adopt, by its majority vote, each dpuan
Annual Report to the People of the United State&mérica, and to the Legislative, Executive andiciat
Branches of the Federal Government, detailing ter@athe Civil Rights, Civil Liberties, and Hum&ughts of
the American People that it has noted during tleeguting twelve months, and recommending actiorthdy
People and by their Federal Government to courtténase threats.

With respect to the Privacy Rights of the Ameri€aople, including those recognized in this Amendirtérs
Commission shall recommend and publish, to the Beapd to Congress, definitions as to what catehall
justify classification of certain Citizens as Gawerental Officials, or as Corporate Officials, or\asgjor,
Publicly-Recognized Public Policy Advocates, agrenced in this Amendment. The Commission shalate
these definitions annually if, by its majority vptedetermines that updated definitions are rejiand shall
maintain a public list of individuals so classifiedder each stated classification. Citizens dtalk standing
to Petition this Commission, either to remove tm@me from this list and from a given classificattbat has
been applied to them by this Commission, or to hee names added to this list for a given clasaiion. |If



such a Petitioning Citizen disagrees with the Denisf the Commission regarding their Petition ytsball
have Standing to Appeal this Decision to the Fddgppeals Court.

SECTION 6. [Implementation] Congress shall impleméy legislation, all of the provisions of thigiele of
amendment. The provisions of this article of anmeant shall take effect during the twelve monthsratie
date of its adoption.

COMMENTARY onDraft Right to PrivacyAmendment to the U.S. Constitution --

» Arobust right to privacy, while abundantly justifi on general ethical, moral, and human rightsrgisyu
will also be necessary if citizens are to be ablmbunt a campaign to reverse the slide into Orarell
police-state totalitarianism that is increasinghident in the U.S. [as well as worldwide], by meaiis
attaining the higher civilizational level of ‘Eqist Political-ECONOMIC DEMOCRACY.

* This amendment instantiates the concept@bltical-ECONOMIC Constitution because it recognizes
that the threat to liberty comes, today, not onbyf government, but, and even more so, from batlage
and “public” corporations and other “non-governnatimrganizations” that have in so many ways outgrow
and dwarfed governments; including economic orgdions that have even managed to “buy out”
governments, via lobbying and other forms of leggdibribery, obviatingolitical-only checks-and-
balances. Thus, this amendment does not addrésshmtks on government infringements of liberty,
leaving constraints on, e.g., infringements oftipdy non-governmental economic entities to statatv.
This amendment addresses threats to liberty by ‘ipafitical” and “economic”, governmental and non-
governmental organizational entities, respectively.

 Many U.S. Citizens today dismiss concern over tioeiming hyper-surveillance of their lives -- of eye
phone call, of every credit/debit card transactmfrevery email message, not to mention the growing
presence of [e.g., “facial recognition”] digitald&do cameras and audio recorders in public spaceardin
private homes via new consumer electronics deviceaying “I don’t care what they know about me; |
have nothing to hide”. Those citizens underesentia¢ potential of governmental and of private
organizations to gather “dirt” on them, that, ifclosed, could destroy their jobs, and/or theirifiam
relationships, and/or their friendships, and ttaat thus be used to “blackmail” them to commit acts
behalf of governmental, or of private, organizasidimat they would not otherwise condone or comriftis
amendment would also inhibit the “character assasisn” and “cancellation” of private individualy the
ruling oligarchy’s corporate media — at least furde private individuals who do not consent to the
corporate use of their personal information propert

* This amendment is bad news for government spiesjéatity-thieves, for mail, e-mail, and cold call
telephone marketers, spammers, and fraudsterslackmailers, for private detective agencies, &naid
scandal-sheets, for paparazzi, for credit buresus for others who have, for decades, heaped siaga
abuse upon the public -- upon defenseless indilsduais bad news also for those marketers whndate
individual citizens with “targeted”, “tailored” ads “tailored” through detailed surveillance datanpiled
by them or their agents, covertly, on individudizgns. The media, per this amendment, may stklly
report on organizational conduct, on the publievétets of public officials, of public policy advates, and
of corporate officers, butot on their private and personal lives, arai on unindicted anchon-consenting
individuals within those organizations. This ameett doesiot outlawpersonal data collection and
retention regarding private citizens. Howeverjtes wishing to lawfully collect and/or retain suc
information must have the detailed, acceptably-cemspted, and time-limited consent of the individual
whom that personal information pertains, in writipgor to the commencement of any collection and/or
retention and/or use of such information. Col@ctof information on persons with U.S. Presence aigo
not U.S. Citizens iiot restricted by this amendment.



Note to readers: The draft below is our “best shotdate, at framing a dialecticefnthesis- a
“complex unity” of the valid aspects of the two @gpg views -- that could overcome the
oligarchy-promoted, divide-and-conquer conflictloé “Right to Life” vs. “Right to Choose”
extremes that presently paralyze and cripple opalaidity to confront and to defeat, as a united
People, the “people are pollution”, ‘Meta-Nazi’ utmanocidal’ ruling oligarchy. If you can do
better, please do so, and please let us know dbedituits of your efforts!

[Draft] Article of Amendment 30 to the Constitution of theUnited States

Reproduction Rights and Responsibilities United States Citizens. [‘Reproductive EqUity’

SECTION 0. [Constitutional Reproduction Rights df Adult U.S. Citizens] Neither Congress nor theeal
States shall enact laws restricting the Constitati@and Human Right of Adult Citizens to Reprodudée
National Medical Jury shall update, at least anigualpublic list of non-germ-line-altering genedtsdhat it
approves as medically safe and beneficial, inatkective expert opinion, as established by its dviigy Vote.

SECTION 1. [Childcare Rights of All Adult CitizeraRents, Biological and Adoptive Alike] Congresslsha
insure that safe, Qualified, Medical Jury licensbddcare services are available, via voucheranounts
determined and provided by Congress, from genaxaldvenues, to each working adult and parentitigedi
of the United States, whether parenting in a Bimalgcapacity or in an Adoptive capacity.

SECTION 2. [Contraception Rights of All Adult Ciémns] The Congress shall insure that medically sefans
of contraception -- ruled as medically safe, fazte&tate, Commonwealth, or Territory of the Uni&idtes,
and for the District of Columbia, by Majority Voté the Medical Jury for each jurisdiction -- arécaiably
available to all adult Citizens of the United Statas well as to Citizen Minors, but only by pmaitten
consent of their Parent(s) or Legal Guardian(s).

SECTION 3. [Sanctions Against Legally-UnauthoriZestminations of the Lives of Unborn Children] The
termination of a Pregnancy after the tenth weetkeffirst trimester of that pregnancy, without adtrancy
Termination Order issued by a Medical Jury withgdiction over the place of legal residence ofghegnant
Citizen who sought and/or who consented to thagmaecy termination, shall constitute a Felony Crohe
Manslaughter in the United States, for which thagpant Citizen and all who assisted in that pragya
termination shall be liable. Conviction entailsisacing for one year’s confinement in a Federeiqor.

SECTION 4. [Medical Juries: Limitations of Juristion] No Medical Jury shall have any jurisdictiover an
Expectant Citizen, the Unborn Child or Childrerttwdt Pregnancy, or the Father of that Pregnandgsarthat
Expectant Citizen has Petitioned that Medical Jarya Pregnancy Termination Order from that Medialy.

SECTION 5. [Reproductive Rights of the Expectamtivr] Any Citizen in a condition of pregnancy,tbe
Citizen Legal Guardian(s) of that Citizen if thatigen is a Minor, from the fifth week of the firsimester of
that pregnancy, and up to the end of the secomestier of that pregnancy, dated as certified u@deh by a
Qualified physician, if said Citizen(s) Petition{ae Medical Jury of most proximate jurisdictiom tbe place
of legal residency of that Expectant Citizen, anovjgled that the petitioning Expectant Citizenasrid, by
majority Vote of this Medical Jury, to have complieith all of the Pregnancy Registry Requiremensts a
described in this SECTION, and provided that thpdetant Citizen consents, in writing, to the Pregya
Monitoring and testing functions of this Medicahjushall have standing to Apply to that Medicatydior a
Pregnancy Termination Order regarding that pregnasg., to be enacted via surgical and/or medicireans.



If that Medical Jury, by means of Hearings conddetecording to Federal Judicial and Evidentiaryn8&ads,
finds, by majority Vote of that Medical Jury, titae condition of pregnancy at issue resulted frooest, or
from rape, including from statutory rape, or byi@ettof the impregnating individual, in violation tife
impregnated Citizen’s will, as expressed in a pbbarior-to-pregnancy agreement or agreementsemad
between the impregnating individual and the impegga Citizen, e.g., if the pregnancy arose duetn n
compliance with such a prior agreement to use acaption during the impregnating instance of insenon
of the impregnated Citizen, or if the Medical Jéinds, by Majority Vote, that proceeding to ternthvthis
pregnancy would likely result in the death of the&ctant Citizen, due to the medically expected
complications of that pregnancy, or that the fesusot viable, then that Medical Jury shall ruldamor of the
Petitioning Expectant Citizen’s Application, andaihssue to that Citizen a Pregnancy Terminatiode®
(PTO) regarding that pregnancy.

To be eligible to Petition the appropriate Medidaty for a Pregnancy Termination Order, the Expecta
Citizen must Register their pregnancy in a publetgessible National Pregnancies Registry, to tabkshed
by Congress per this Article of Amendment, inclygiiting a completed, sworn statement, by a Quedifi
physician, of all of the particulars required, @l by Congress, regarding said pregnancy.

The biological father of the unborn child[ren] opeegnancy potentially eligible for a Pregnancyriii@ation
Order, if Adoption-Qualified, as well as other Adiom-Qualified parties, if they wish to Adopt thahorn
issue, upon live birth, shall have standing to eshthe Expectant Citizen’s Petition for a Pregganc
Termination Order with the Medical Jury of initjarisdiction, and to Appeal a Pregnancy Terminatiyder,
if that Order is granted by that Medical Jury,tie hext higher level Medical Jury of most proximate
jurisdiction, for the place of legal residency loat Expectant Citizen, in the Medical Juries Systagto the
National Medical Jury, and to further Appeal suohCader, if sustained by the National Medical Juoythe
Supreme Court of the United States, but to no atberts, Federal, State, or otherwise.

The averring father must first -- before contestimg Expectant mother’s Petition for a Pregnanayniiation
Order -- Petition the Medical Jury of initial judistion for an Order allowing tests, on the Expattaother,
needed to establish or to falsify the averringdathactual biological fatherhood of the unbornaho the
satisfaction of the Majority of that Medical Juwyith the mother’s consent. If the Expectant motienses
consent to this testing, then that Citizen’s regfmsa PTO for this pregnancy shall be Deniedhsy Jury.

SECTION 6. [Duty of Government to Protect the ls\af Expected New Citizens] If the Medical Jurydfén
by its Majority Vote, that all of the conditionsgstribed in SECTION 5., as potentially warrantisguiance of
a Pregnancy Termination Order, are absent in angigse of an Expectant Citizen’s Petition to itdd?TO,
then the Petitioning Expectant Citizen shall be iBéma Pregnancy Termination Order by that Mediogay.J

The Petitioning Citizen(s), if Denied a Pregnaneyrfination Order by the Medical Jury of initialigdtiction,
shall have standing to Appeal that Denial to the hegher level Medical Jury of most proximate gdfiction,
for the place of legal residency of that Expectaitizen, in the Medical Juries System, up to thédvel
Medical Jury, and to further Appeal such a Denfaustained by the National Medical Jury, to tlesléral
Supreme Court, but to no other courts, Federale Sta otherwise.

If the Medical Jury finds, by majority Vote of ilsirors, that the Expectant Citizen has complieti @it of the
Registry elements of SECTION 5. of this ArticleAvhendment, and if the Expectant Citizen agreebéo t
Adoption of the unborn child[ren], upon live birtinen, if, one or more Adoption-Qualified Citize))(a@pplies
to that Medical Jury, by the end of the secondester of that pregnancy, to legally Adopt the unlissue,
once born, and to pay to the Expectant Citizeofathe probable costs of that pregnancy, fromtast $o its
completion, in monthly installments covering thealiiied expenses of each month of that pregnancy,
including payment of costs already incurred byE®xpectant Citizen up to the issuance, by that Mediary,



of an Adoption Order, then the Medical Jury sheding the applied-for Adoption, by means of an Adtmpt
Order issued by that Medical Jury, to the Qualiatbpter(s) selected by majority Vote of that Medidury.

If the Expectant Citizen does not agree to suchpfida, or if no Qualified Citizen(s) offer(s) to Agt, then
the Medical Jury, by Majority Vote, if it finds ththis Citizen Expectant mother cannot bear tharfaial costs
of rearing the expected child[ren], or is not eroodlly able to rear the expected child[ren], magidie, by its
Majority Vote, to Offer the mother full compensatitor expected and possible unexpected costs of the
pregnancy, including the costs of mental healthises authorized by Majority Vote of the Medicahjuf the
Expectant mother agrees to the Adoption of the Ebgaechild[ren] by the Special Orphanage governed b
Majority Votes of that Medical Jury. Such a Spe€gohanage shall be established by each Medicgllduel,
not to provide for children whose parents are deegabut for children who are unwanted by theiepHs).
Each Special Orphanage shall energetically putsai€ualified legal Adoption of the children undesrgare.

Medical Jury pregnancy costs coverage shall beexffenly once in the lifetime of any impregnablé&z@in by
any Medical Jury. Medical Jury offers of Speciapanage Adoption, but without Medical Jury coverad
any pregnancy costs, may be made in more thanmnstemnice of the pregnancy of, and of the Petitiotong
Medical Jury by, the same individual Citizen, byjbtdy Vote in favor thereof by that Medical Jury.

If the Expectant mother declines Special Orphaetppotion, then she shall be legally bound to caey
pregnancy to term, and to rear the resulting creld unless she arranges for legal Adoption oroker.

If, during her pregnancy, or, after the live biohthe expected child[ren], their Citizen motheayimg agreed
to Adoption, by the biological father, or by (arfet Qualified Legal Adopter(s), or by a Special kxpage,
reneges on any such Adoption agreement, then thaeCshall be liable to reimburse, to their Adeptpayer,
including to the Medical Jury, all of the actuaktoof the pregnancy that were paid by that Adeppayer.

To have standing before that Medical Jury, to appldopt that unborn child, by means of an Adopt@rder
issued by Majority Vote of that Medical Jury, efige upon the eventual live birth of the child[rettje
Citizen(s) applying to Adopt that child must havedlfied for the right to Adopt children under Fealdaw
and the laws of the State of their legal resideand, must post in escrow a dollar amount ruledyiayority
Vote of that Medical Jury, to be sufficient to coadl reasonable expected costs of that pregndray, the
start to the completion of that pregnancy, inclgdio reimburse the pregnant Citizen for costs diyeacurred
by that Citizen up to the issuance, by that Medicay/, of an Adoption Order for that unborn chaad must
also provide, to that Medical Jury, proof of purs@a&f insurance ruled sufficient, by Majority Vatethat
Medical Jury, to cover possible unexpected costhaifpregnancy, such as due to medical compliestio

That Medical Jury shall Monitor the course of prageies for which it has Denied Pregnancy Termimatio
Orders, or granted Adoption Orders, and is herelyasvered to Order, by Majority Vote of that Medidaly,
additional medical tests of the Expectant mothieth@ expense of that Medical Jury, if the Medihaly deems
such tests necessary to fulfill its Pregnancy Mwimg mandate. That Medical Jury is also herebp@sered,
in its capacity as a Reproductive Law Grand Juryndict that Expectant Citizen, via an Indictmessiued to
the U.S. Department of Justice, if it finds, byMajority Vote, that said Citizen is acting/haseattvith intent
to terminate the life of that child while it remaiaonborn, or to otherwise impair the health of thatorn child.
An Expectant Citizen, who had Petitioned a Medital for a Pregnancy Termination Order, which that
Medical Jury Denied, and such that this Denial n@isoverturned on Appeal, and who is subsequently
suspected, by the Monitoring Medical Jury with gdiiction over that Citizen’s place of residencehave
terminated her pregnancy after the fifth week effihst trimester of that pregnancy, without a Paegcy
Termination Order issued by a Medical Jury, anctiogr with all those suspected of assisting in that
Unordered and/or unauthorized pregnancy terminggienMajority Vote of that Medical Jury, actingita
capacity as a Reproductive Law Grand Jury, and Bigarings conducted by it according to Federaiciaid
and Evidentiary Standards, and, if thereby fougdjraby Majority Vote of that Medical Jury, to have



committed and/or assisted in an Unordered andalleggmination of that pregnancy, shall be the scigj of
Manslaughter Felony Indictments, under U.S. Fedeaal, issued, by that Medical Jury, to the U.S.
Department of Justice.

If convicted by a jury or by juries of their peeesch such Convicted Indicted Citizen shall beessdd to a
term of one year in a Federal penitentiary.

SECTION 7. [Reproductive Rights of the Father] Tigzen biological father of the unborn child[resfla
Citizen mother, pregnant with the as yet unborid@tan] of her biological union with that fathers aertified
under Oath by a Qualified physician based upors testried out, with the Expectant mother’s consemthat
Expectant mother, and after the mother has petitidhe Medical Jury of jurisdiction, seeking a Pfo©her
pregnancy, shall have standing to apply to thatit&dury for an Order of Adoption of the child[ieonce
born live, naming that father as the single paoénihe child[ren], or as the joint parent of thepegted
child[ren], if that father is then legally marriéal other than that Expectant Citizen, and if thtetas also a
Legally-Qualified Adopter. The biological fathdradl have priority, in consideration for an OrdérAaloption
by the Medical Jury of jurisdiction, over all othegoplicants, to that Medical Jury, for Adoptionhal Medical
Jury shall grant an Order of Adoption for the cfriah], once born live, to that Petitioning biologidather, if
the Expectant mother agrees to such Adoption, fathat father, and that father’s spouse, if ang,lagally
Qualified to Adopt, and if the father provides the expected costs, and for the potential unexpesists, of
the pregnancy, as described in SECTION 5. If thgeletant mother refuses consent to this Adoptiwen that
Citizen’s request for a PTO for this pregnancy lsbalDenied by the Medical Jury.

SECTION 8. [Medical Juries System] The Federal Gowvent shall organize Elections by the Electordte o
each City, County, and State/Territory/Commonwegitlsdiction of the United States, and by the biaal
Electorate for the Nationwide jurisdiction, eveouf years, coinciding in timing with Presidentidé&ions, by
which five Medical Jurors, one to each Seat offive Seats on the Medical Jury in question, shalEbected
by the Electorates at the City, County, State/TayiCommonwealth, and National Geographical S¢ales
Levels, respectively, to represent the ReprodudRiigts interests of each such Electorate, by Migjdote of
that Electorate for a candidate for each Seath Edected Medical Juror shall be limited to upvot
consecutive four-year terms.

If, in a general Election for a given Seat on agiWedical Jury, no candidate receives a majofith® votes
cast, then a run-off special election shall be hetdmptly after all votes in that general Electi@ave been
tallied, in which the two candidates with the gesatand second greatest plurality of those votal abain
stand for Election.

If fewer than five Qualified candidates registerdo for a given such Medical Jury Election, thiea t
governmental chief executive officer for that Eteate shall promptly appoint one or more Qualifideldical
Jurors, up to the point of filling all five Medicalury Seats for that jurisdiction.

Medical Juror candidates, to Qualify for regiswatas such, shall be jurisdiction-certified fammtgdicine
medical practitioners, and legal residents withia jurisdiction of the Medical Jury for whose Eleantthey are
registering. Each Medical Juror candidate shaldilemandated, by a non-binding public writtertestaent,
signed and attested by that candidate at the tfmegcstration for that Electoral candidacy, sumiziag the
Reproductive Rights public policy positions whitlat candidate pledges to uphold if Elected.

Each Elected Medical Juror shall be subject to @aR&lection if at least twenty percent of theistgred
Electorate of the jurisdiction of that Medical JusdViedical Jury Seat petitions the governmentatich
executive officer of that jurisdiction in favor tife recall of that Medical Juror. If a majoritytbe voters in
that Recall Election vote to Recall that Medicaloduthen that Medical Juror shall be immediategc&led,
and shall immediately vacate that thus now fornoeorJs former Seat on that Medical Jury. If atsesix



months of the term of that successfully recall{pmted Medical Juror remain, then the Recall Etecghall
include an Election for a Replacement of that Madiuror for the remainder of the term of that MeadiJuror,
to Elect a new Medical Juror to take that Recalksdlical Juror’'s former Seat if the Election resitishe
Recall of that Medical Juror. If fewer than six mtlos of the term of that successfully recall-petigd Medical
Juror remain, then the governmental chief execuiffieer of the jurisdiction of that Medical Jural appoint
a Replacing Medical Juror for the remainder of teatn, averting the need for a concurrent Replacéme
Special Election.

The salaries of Medical Jurors shall be set, bygtess, on par with those of Federal Circuit Coudgés.

Each Medical Jury shall elect a Presiding Juramfeonong themselves, whenever one or more new Medica
Jurors is Seated, by Majority Vote of their Medidaty Elected and non-recalled Medical Jurors, ona
Juror, one vote basis.

If that election deadlocks, then the governmerttadfeexecutive officer of that Medical Jury’s judistion shall
appoint the Presiding Juror from among the Eleated;recalled Jurors of that Medical Jury. Thesikiiag
Juror shall act as the presiding Justice for aliritgys before that Medical Jury. A new ElectionPRoesiding
Juror shall be held whenever three or more of aidd&dury’s Jurors so requests, in writing, to the
governmental chief executive officer of that Medlidary’s jurisdiction.

A National Medical Jury shall be Elected underdhee principles, stated above, as governing theti&heof
the Medical Juries for the City, County, and Steeerfitory/Commonwealth Level Medical Jury jurisdacts.

For all Elections established by this article ofesm@iment, including Replacement Elections, if nadidate
receives a majority of the votes cast, then thedamdidates receiving the greatest pluralitiehefuotes cast
shall contend in a run-off Election, scheduled@msas possible after all votes in the no-majontgner
Election have been tallied. If a run-off Electi@ils to yield a candidate winning the majoritytbé votes cast,
then the governmental chief executive officer & ¢feographical unit covered by the Election shialine

office for one term by way of appointment of a Qiied Citizen, legally residing in that geograpHioait.

The National Medical Jury shall establish, and epdanually, by their Majority Vote, a list of Juapproved
pregnancy medical complications insurance providessvell as a list of pregnancy expenses Qualitied
reimbursement to the Expectant Citizen by the COudered Adopter(s) of the expected child[ren].

Appeals of the Decisions of Medical Juries, witthie system of Medical Juries, shall be to the Madlary of
most proximate jurisdiction to the place of legadidence of the Appellant Citizen, and Sittinghat mext
Higher Geographical Scale. Thus, Decisions of €amimty, and State/Territory/Commonwealth level Meal
Jury shall bear a Right of eventual Appeal to tlaidhal Medical Jury. Final Appeal shall be to Hezleral
Supreme Court alone, and to no other courts, Fed&ede, or otherwise.

Each Medical Jury, after receiving a duly-documerRetition of Appeal filed by (a) Citizen(s) wittaading to
so Appeal per the provisions of this Article of Amaenent, shall Decide, by its Majority Vote, whetlemot to
Hear the Appeal so requested.

If a given Medical Jury at the appropriate GeogregldlScale and of most proximate jurisdiction te filace of
legal residence of the Appellant Citizen(s), dexdimo Hear such an Appeal, then the Appellant €éh(iz) shall
have standing to re-file that Appeal with the Medlidury of most proximate jurisdiction to the pladdegal
residence of that(those) Citizen(s) at the nexiéigseographical Scale, or, if the declining Melieay is the
National Medical Jury, shall have standing to tefinat Appeal with the Federal Supreme Court.

SECTION 9. [Implementation] Congress shall impleméy legislation, all of the provisions of thigiele of
amendment. The provisions of this article of anmeant shall take effect during the twelve montheratie
date of its adoption.



COMMENTARY onDraft Reproduction RightAmendment to the U.S. Constitution --

The human right to Reproduction of U.S. Citizensdmees, by adoption of this article of amendment, a
Constitutional Right, not to be abrogated by amgl®f U.S. government.

The “Right to Live” vs. “Right to Choose” contr@rsy isnot only driven by the ‘ideology-engineering’
and ‘divide-and-conquer engineering’ of the rulifftgymanocidal’ oligarchy. It is so effective adavide-
and-conquer’ tool fothem, precisely because there is a genuine dialeatararadiction — even an apparent
‘Kantianoid’ “ antinomy’ — within the advanced conception of the totalithhoman rights to which
humanity has recently arrived --

Thesis The people and their government have an obtigat protect the “right to live” of Citizens, @.,
againsthe crime of homicidewhich extends to protecting the life of a y&t-be born but gestating
human being as aproto-Citizeri. They must therefore criminalizdoortion, thecrime of a mothekilling
her own unborn baby, as a heinous species of time @f murder.

Anti-Thesis The mother of (an) unborn child[ren] has theeseign and absolute right to the disposition of
her own body, and thus to that of each of its pafisat fetus, during its gestation, is a partefibody,
enlivened and nourished solely by her body. Shstitmerefore have the absolute right to dispodesof
unborn child in any way she chooses, with no ieterices from governments, as long as it remaingranb

Synthesis The draft constitutional amendment, set forthvahdocates d'complex unity”” [cf. Hegel] of
the above-stated, opposing, mutually-contradicpyopositions. It proposes, on that basidiadectical
synthesi®of the two antithetical propositions and positionghe form of that constitutional amendment.

We urgeyou to consider this draft amendment, to improve uipcand to campaign for its constitutional
adoption as so improved, so that the majority atassstop warring within itself, especially oveistHife”

vs. “choice”apparent antinomyand can turour attention instead tdefeatingthe ‘humanocidal’ plans of
the ruling, oligopolistic oligarchy, overthrowinghy using only nonviolent, rule-of-law-lawful mesrto
constitutionally and nonviolently establigbolitical-economic democracyin the United States of America.




Epilogueto Part

In this book, | have not so much invented somethieng, as | have given stronger voice to
whispers that resound in the minds and heart$id@rsleeping dreams and in the waking dreams
of so many of us. Attending intently to those &iahd clues, for so long, | at last coaxed them
to give up their secrets and their fuller logicttasy would to anyone who pursued them so.

Have you not, in your dreams, and in your mosidweaking moments as well, glimpsed, amid
the chaos of our ‘descendence’, the higher lifé ihaow possible for humanity? Have you too
not wondered what true justice would be like; whiattained human flourishing would be like?
Have you never pictured what it might be like telin a world whose experience did not force
you into cynicism and social hopelessness; a wbdtwould no longer force your complicity
with the crimes against humanity of the ultra-peged, into complicity with the parasitic-
sadistic, psycho-sociopathic-narcissistic evil Qnles ultra-perverted, ‘humanocidal’ Dr.
Strangelovs, permeated by their ‘power-sickness’, in theimoeis acts; in a world that would
no longer force you to serve them, and to grov@eethem, just to temporarily secure your
own and your family’s livelihoods?

| have not so much contrived something new hesgair,have focused on the present seeds of
the vision -- of the revelation -- of the next afdhe better that you too have no doubt
glimpsed; focused on those seeds until they hagrimut -- in an interconnected, coherent,
detailed vision of our higher future. No doubsstiprouting, in my mind’s eye, has been
iImperfect, incomplete, biased, and far from comensive. The sprouting recorded herein
leaves much for others to do, to complete, to im@roBut perhaps this partial vision will prove
enough to provoke you to correct it, and then teaade it, even to bring it into fruition and
materialization in our shared and actual socialldvor

Mutual Liberations, Women'’s and Men'’s, in an EaiifRepublic: A Personal View. As my
body/mind is of the male persuasion — each of nllg eaclosing the Y chromosome -- there is
something that | should say about an issue of fonaidal importance for social equity; about
the other persuasion, that of the double-X. | hasteced something about the beauty of
women, and not just about their consciously culadebeauty, but, at root, about their natural,
spontaneous beauty as well. | have noticed atigiitshines in the eyes, which radiates from
the face; a light that feels somehow transcendetaloesnot mean the skin-deep, superficial
“sexiness” to which oligarchy-subservient Hollywoetluces feminine beauty, and by which it
promotes female body dysmorphia. It does not dépenwhat “fashions” women wear. And

it is a beauty which does not fade with age. Inaxgerience, it is universal to womas such
Many women seem to me to be unaware of the fullsonesof their gloriousness; to be afflicted
instead by their millennia-long and still daily rhplied patriarchal denigration, still too often
internalized as self-denigration. Yet so many Fhaps more and more — also show signs of a
partial intuition of their radiance, often withcarty attempt to egoistically grasp it or possess it.
In my observation, those who do try to containatexploit it — to make a “career” out of using
it -- only ruin it for themselves, and for others.




For men, is this just a trick of the Darwinian pragming of chromosome Y, of male brains on
our perceptual organs, making reproduction momgyik | know not. But it feels like far more.

Many women, of course without the Y chromosomeluitiog those women who anet
sexuallyattracted to women, perceive this beauty in otb@nen. Many gay men, alsmt
sexuallyattracted to women, also perceive this beautyamen. Some even seek to emulate it.

...At last, this beauty is seen to &deauty of the heart

| do wonder this: What would happen if the many roeuld learn to let themselves be ravished
by that beauty; to let that ravishment wash oventtand through them, to penetrate them and
to possess them -- with love, with appreciatior aith celebration -- allowing themselves to
feel the burning urge to possess, to control, tdaia that ravishing beauty, while giving up all
hope toand even all desire f@ver coercively control and possess the womenméduaifest it?
Perhaps such men could also, at last, grant woh@@ndue, accepting and affirming their
‘goddesslinghood’, and their bodily and personakseignty and freedom.

Perhaps such men could let women flourish, could/éemen thrive, with all of the ‘thrival’

that women have already begun to achieve, foriteetime in so many millennia, in academia,
in the sciences, in the arts, in political and bass leadership, and so on, but even more so, so
that women would no longer meet, from still too jamen, and from still too many countries,
those enclaves of massive, violent and vile rest&tdo equity that still hold women back.

What would such a flourishing of the female parhomanity do for the male part of humanity?
What would it do for the flourishing of humanity asvhole?

For the female “minority” are actually the majority at least a ‘midority’ or ‘equority’, and:

“The immediate, natural and necessary relation wfdmbeing to human being is also the
relation of mantowoman . .. From this relationship humanity’s wholedéwf development
can be assessédk. Marx, Early Writings, McGraw-Hill, NY, . p. ; final occurrence of “man’s” retranslated as “humitgs”].

So, | urge men: Let women have their glory, and gtp@wer, native and nurtured alike. Do not
fear, envy, or resent that glory. Instead, opendihor to your own glory — by reveling in it; by
silently basking in it — basking in the burgeonbaunty of the beauty of heart that surrounds
you! Human life is not complete, fulfilled, or hapwithout it.

An ‘Equitist Republic’, we hold, would be fertileaund for that to happehke never before

For Global Renaissance,
Karl Seldon, Terminious, California, 24 NovembeR20updated 08 August 2023.
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