
The Economic Constitution 

of Abundance Capitalism 

We hold that prosperity is produced before it is enjoyed; that a society cannot distribute 

what it does not create; that every avoidable inefficiency is paid for by whoever has the 

least; and that a free people are entitled to see, verify, and share in the wealth their nation 

actually makes. To secure abundance without coercion, discipline without secrecy, and 

markets without mazes, we establish these articles as the supreme rules of our economic 

life. Everything beneath them is legislation. Nothing beneath them may contradict them. 

Article I — The Real Precedes the Claim 

1. Material living standards are set by what the nation can produce, not by what it can 

promise. Production is the constraint; allocation is the consequence. 

2. Money is a claim on real productive capacity. The supply of claims shall never be 

permitted to grow beyond the verified capacity that stands behind them. 

3. No promise, appropriation, entitlement, or declaration shall be deemed to create 

resources that do not exist. 

Article II — The Citizen's Share 

1. Every citizen holds standing as a shareholder in the productive capacity of the nation, 

secured by a Base Dividend that is universal, unconditional, and direct. 

2. The Base Dividend may not be reduced, suspended, conditioned, or garnished on 

account of any citizen's behavior, beliefs, associations, health, or refusal to participate in 

any program. 

3. Work shall always pay. Earnings never reduce the citizen's share, and a lifetime of 

contribution shall compound the citizen's retirement dividend by published formula. 

4. No benefit of citizenship under this Constitution shall require a form, an interview, a 

means test, or proof of poverty. 

Article III — Visibility 

1. There shall be no hidden taxation. Every tax shall be levied where its payer can see it, 

stated on the record of the transaction that bears it. 

2. Essential goods, tightly and publicly defined, shall be exempt from taxation on 

consumption. 



3. Every public collection, issuance, payment, and allocation shall be published in 

aggregate, continuously, in a form any citizen can inspect. 

4. The people cannot consent to what they cannot see. A charge concealed in a price or 

withheld from a wage is a tax without visibility and is prohibited. 

Article IV — The Ledger 

1. The nation shall maintain a public accounting of its resources: what exists, what is 

required, what is produced and consumed, what constrains expansion, and how certain 

each figure is. Reality shall be measured before capital is allocated. 

2. Every material figure shall carry its evidence and its confidence, and every calculation 

of public consequence shall be reproducible by the public from the published record. 

3. Corrections supersede; they never erase. The historical record of what was known, 

when, and by whom shall be permanent. 

4. Knowingly falsifying, concealing, or materially omitting information in the official 

record, where capable of affecting issuance, expenditure, or national readiness, is a 

serious crime. Good-faith error, disclosed uncertainty, and honest failure are not 

offenses, and those who reveal deliberate manipulation shall be protected. 

Article V — Limits on the Mint 

1. New money may be created only against independently verified net growth in real 

productive capacity, recorded in the Ledger. 

2. Verified growth establishes a ceiling on issuance, never a command to issue. 

Headroom may remain unused indefinitely. 

3. No gain shall be counted twice. Each verified increase in capacity may support 

issuance once, through a single published lineage. 

4. No officer, agency, or majority shall hold discretionary authority to create money. 

Issuance follows published, rate-limited, auditable rules or it does not occur. 

5. Every transitional or emergency monetary authority shall carry a ceiling, a schedule, 

a separate ledger, and an expiration. No temporary authority shall become permanent 

by inaction. 

6. Repayment of public capital is not revenue and shall retire debt or recycle into 

verified capacity by rule; it shall never convert to general spending. 



Article VI — The Market's Domain 

1. Prices shall be free, property private, and enterprise unmanaged. The state measures 

capacity; it does not allocate private consumption, set prices, or direct lawful commerce. 

2. Abundance applies to what can be produced. What cannot be multiplied — position, 

place, and singular things — shall be allocated by free exchange, permanently. This 

Constitution promises production, not the abolition of scarcity in the unreproducible. 

3. Public finance may accelerate verified capacity where private capital is insufficient; it 

shall never substitute for private capital that suffices, subsidize what would occur 

regardless, or continue as operating support. 

4. Failure in honest enterprise is permitted and shall not be punished as wrongdoing. 

Fraud is not failure. 

Article VII — The Person 

1. Public auditability extends to rules and aggregate flows, never to private lives. The 

state shall prove its own integrity to the citizen; the citizen owes no reciprocal 

transparency. 

2. No currency, payment system, or dividend of the nation shall be conditioned on 

surveillance of transactions. Economic participation shall never require trackable 

government money. 

3. No system of social scoring shall exist. No incentive of the state may impose penalties, 

negative scores, behavioral debts, or tests of politics, faith, speech, or ideology, and no 

incentive shall grow so large that material security depends on it. 

4. Where eligibility must be proven, the fact shall be proven without exposing the life, 

with access to personal records subject to due process, strict logging, and independent 

oversight. 

Article VIII — Essentials First 

1. For resources designated essential by law, the nation shall maintain published 

availability floors: the measured level below which the needs of citizens are not met. 

2. While an essential resource stands below its floor, the citizens' claim upon domestic 

supply binds first, and export shall throttle automatically by published formula. Above 

the floor, trade is free. 

3. No officer shall hold discretion to grant exemption from a binding floor, and no floor 

shall be invoked to shelter any industry from competition. The list of essentials shall be 

short, public, and guarded by Article XI. 



4. Treaty commitments to allied peoples may be honored within a binding floor, at 

levels that never breach it. 

Article IX — Rules Before Money 

1. Where the Ledger shows an obstruction created by law, rule, or process rather than 

by absent resources, the remedy is reform. No money shall be created, and no public 

capital deployed, to route around an obstruction that legislation can remove without 

cost. 

2. Every public capacity record shall display, beside the physical gap, the rules that 

constrain it — so that no shortage of permission is ever recorded as a shortage of 

resources. 

Article X — War 

1. Wartime economic rules take effect only upon a formal Declaration of War, run for a 

fixed statutory term, and lapse unless renewed by supermajority. Perpetual war must 

be perpetually and publicly re-chosen. 

2. The Base Dividend is inviolable in war. Congress may, under an active Declaration, 

redirect a published share of dividend growth to war capacity; every redirected amount 

shall be recorded, and restored first upon the Declaration's end. 

3. In war the nation buys volume, not desperation. Margins on war-related revenue are 

capped at each supplier's pre-tension baseline; output is unlimited and invested capital 

earns its ordinary return; margin above baseline is recaptured to the Treasury by 

published formula. 

4. Every classified economic record — contract, price, decision, and disbursement — 

shall be cryptographically committed to the public ledger at the moment of its creation, 

with its declassification clock published in advance. Revealed records must match their 

commitments. No clock shall exceed its statutory ceiling, and what cannot yet be 

published shall be attested by cleared independent auditors whose attestations publish 

immediately. 

5. Audit is continuous during war, within the classification boundary; publication alone 

is deferred. Aggregate war expenditure, recaptured excess, and audit-exception counts 

publish quarterly regardless of classification. 

6. No person holding authority over war finance or procurement shall hold or trade 

interests in its beneficiaries. Divestiture or blind trust precedes authority; every 

decision, conflict, and recusal is committed to the ledger on the same clocks. 



7. Every wartime economic authority expires with the Declaration. Nothing carries 

over. The enemy may be denied our secrets; the citizen may only be asked to wait for 

them — and the wait is written down before the spending begins. 

Article XI — Amendment and Guard 

1. The parameters of economic law — rates, multipliers, weights, floors, and lists — 

shall adjust only within published bounds, prospectively, by visible process. 

2. No change that expands exemptions, weakens auditability, enlarges discretion, or 

touches these Articles shall take effect without supermajority approval, public notice, 

and a delayed effective date. 

3. The deployed rules of the economic system shall be reproducible by independent 

parties from public specification. What the people cannot rebuild, they cannot trust, and 

shall not be governed by. 

4. No emergency suspends this Constitution. Extraordinary powers shall be separately 

enacted, separately recorded, and shall expire of their own terms. 

 

Count what is real. Build what is short. Show every number. Share the gains. Let no one be 

watched who has not first been served and let nothing be promised that has not first been 

produced. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Executive Summary: Abundance Capitalism Framework (v1.2181) 
Revision 1.217 strengthens the transition accounting: economic resource recoveries are 

separated from Treasury savings; the consumption-tax base is treated as a parameter that 

must be reconstructed from the statutory exemption list; legacy benefits are classified before 

conversion; RAMF authority is institutionally separated; federal-state boundaries are explicit; 

and high-growth, debt-elimination, and $450K-equivalent outcomes remain scenario targets 

until the integrated transition model in Appendix P validates them. 

Ten people may each have ten million dollars, but if only two houses exist, eight go without. 

The same holds for food, healthcare, energy, and transportation. A society cannot distribute 

what it does not produce. Abundance Capitalism therefore treats production — not 

allocation — as the constraint that sets material living standards and states its goal in plain 

terms: enough output that an ordinary American family lives at the standard of a household 

earning $450,000 today. Inefficiency, corruption, and waste are not accounting problems. 

Every avoidable inefficiency is being paid for by whoever has the least. 

Why the target is a share of output, not a dollar figure 

The $450K figure is a translation for today's reader. The framework's actual commitment is 

a share of national output delivered to citizens as a dividend. Dollars are the wrong unit for 

a fifty-year framework because automation changes what a dollar buys, and it changes it 

unevenly. 

Today the economy divides roughly as follows: households consume about 68% of output, 

government about 17%, private investment about 18%, with net exports slightly negative. 

Most household income arrives as wages, because roughly 60% of the working-age 

population holds a job. Under full automation, this framework expects 10–15% of working-

age adults to be employed, with robotics displacing labor even in the military. Wages stop 

being the main channel by which output reaches households. The dividend becomes that 

channel. The mix shifts to approximately: citizen dividends 70–75% of output, government 

8–10%, business investment and exports 15–20%. Wages continue for the minority who 

work, but they are a reward layer on top of the dividend, not the primary distribution of 

national income. 

Expressed in shares, the target holds under any price level. If robotics, AI, and asteroid 

mining halve the cost of manufactured goods, the dividend in dollars halves with it, and no 

citizen is worse off. A fixed dollar target would have paid twice what the basket required. If 

population declines, both the output and the dividend pool shrink together and the per-

citizen share is unchanged. The dividend share is the number that is published, audited, and 

protected; the dollar amount is derived from it each year. 

Land versus commodities: why the basket is indexed line by line 

Automation deflates commodities. Steel, energy, food, electronics, vehicles, and eventually 

most services can be produced in greater volume at falling cost, and asteroid mining 



removes the ceiling on raw materials entirely. These basket lines will get cheaper, possibly 

by half or more, and the dividend should capture that gain rather than overpay for it. 

Land does not deflate. No robot manufactures more acres in a desirable region, and no 

mining operation lands more of them. When citizen income rises against a fixed supply of 

land, land absorbs the increase: the dividend meant to buy security becomes rent. A single 

dollar-indexed dividend cannot handle both cases at once. Indexing it to commodity costs 

would let housing eat the gains; indexing it to housing costs would inflate the entire 

dividend to chase a single line. 

The framework therefore indexes the basket line by line. Commodity lines track audited 

production cost and fall as automation delivers. Housing is set as a regional-equivalence 

basket and addressed on the supply side, through buildable capacity and construction 

automation, rather than by adding dollars that land would capture. Care labor, the other line 

that resists automation, is handled the same way: by measured provider capacity, not by 

price. This is the mix that lets the dividend rise in real terms as production improves while 

preventing the two sticky lines from converting a productivity gain into a price increase. 

Abundance Capitalism (AC) is a forward-looking economic model that harnesses the 

exponential productivity gains from AI, robotics, and automation to deliver widespread 

prosperity, while preserving individual empowerment, market incentives, and long-term 

fiscal sustainability. It rejects both unchecked debt-fueled spending and coercive 

redistribution, instead offering a rules-based system that ties money creation to verifiable 

real resources, replaces bureaucratic taxes and welfare with transparent dividends, and 

empowers citizens directly—no forms, no interviews, no claw backs. 

Core Ideals 

• Empowerment: Citizens retain control over their earnings and choices through 

simplified taxation and direct cash dividends, eliminating hidden compliance 

burdens and disincentives to work. 

• Abundance: Productivity growth is made visible and broadly shared via dividends 

that rise with real output, transforming automation from a threat (mass 

unemployment) into a shared benefit (higher living standards). 

• Sustainability: Money creation is constrained by audited increases in effective 

productive capacity and resource availability, including physical, human, biological, 

digital, and infrastructural capacity. Resource growth establishes permissible 

monetary headroom rather than requiring automatic issuance. The anchor is a real-

capacity constraint on monetary expansion, not a guarantee that inflation or policy 

error becomes impossible. 

Key Mechanisms 

1. Consumption Tax — A single federal tax of approximately 20% on non-essential 

final sales replaces federal individual income, payroll, and corporate income taxes. 



Essentials are exempt under a short statutory list. Appendix B does not assume that 

tax elimination makes the register tax disappear: taxable register prices can rise 

even while households gain through higher take-home pay, lower pre-tax 

production costs, and later dividends. The exact taxable share must be 

reconstructed from the exemption list before final revenue claims are made. 

2. Resource-Anchored Money Creation (RAMF) — Verified net increases in effective 

productive capacity create a maximum amount of additional monetary capacity the 

economy may safely support. Resource growth does not require issuance: actual 

money creation remains constrained by price stability, liquidity, audit confidence, 

and other monetary conditions. Any money actually issued is allocated between 

citizen purchasing power and qualified capacity expansion according to measured 

need rather than a fixed percentage. Human productive capacity is fully included in 

RAMF; Delta M_P identifies the human-capacity-derived portion of Delta M_R and is 

not an additional mint. A temporary stabilization mint Delta M_S operates only 

during transition. 

3. Universal Dividends — Cash-transfer-equivalent legacy benefits can convert directly 

to protected dividend payments; service, insurance, disability-support, veteran-care, 

and institutional commitments convert only after continuity and service-

equivalence gates are satisfied. A universal Base Dividend then phases in only when 

the fiscal gates in Appendix C and the integrated transition model in Appendix P are 

met. Work-history rewards remain primarily retirement-weighted, while IFI 

remains strictly additive and voluntary. 

Addressing Core Challenges 

• National Debt & Inflation — Surpluses and returned public principal prioritize debt 

reduction under published rules. RAMF limits monetary expansion to independently 

verified real-capacity headroom and separate price-stability, liquidity, and audit-

confidence conditions; it is a constraint against unsupported issuance, not a claim 

that monetary debasement is mechanically impossible. 

• Bureaucracy, Compliance & Improper Payments — Appendix J identifies 

approximately $720B–$950B per year of conservative steady-state economic 

recovery across Pools 1–3. Of that amount, approximately $450B–$520B is private-

side compliance capacity released back to households and firms rather than 

Treasury revenue; approximately $270B–$430B is direct fiscal recovery from 

improper payments and program administration. The pools are never 

interchangeable in the transition budget. 

• Automation & Inequality — Dividends provide a growing income floor; LSI 

multipliers steer labor to high-need fields without coercion. 



• Healthcare & Resource Shortages — Incentives accelerate supply in critical 

sectors (e.g., doctor training, infrastructure); dividends enable personal choice in 

preventative care. 

Safeguards & Extensibility 

• Decentralization & Transparency — Maranatha blockchain enables tamper-

evident tracking of resource buckets, dividend flows, audits, and public dashboards. 

Extensive audits include rewards for verification and clawbacks for non-

performance, crowdsourcing integrity without central overreach. 

• Transition — The 2026–2030 period is a startup planning window, not a promise 

that steady state is reached on a fixed date. Phase 2 is modeled over 2030–2045 but 

activates only through published fiscal, service-continuity, price-stability, and 

resource-capacity gates. Debt elimination, sustained 4%+ real GDP growth, and 

achievement of the $450K-equivalent living-standard target are scenario 

hypotheses to be tested in Appendix P, not guaranteed projections. 

• Broader Applicability — AC is a foundational framework, not a complete policy 

prescription. Its tools (resource prioritization, incentives, transparent rules engine) 

extend naturally to issues like monopolies, supply-chain resilience, climate 

adaptation, or foreign partnerships—enabling society and policymakers to address 

them within an abundance-oriented structure. 

• Individual Fulfillment Incentives — (IFI) instill a shareholder mindset: citizens 

who engage become informed stewards who actively demand efficiencies and real 

resource growth, directly expanding the dividend pool for everyone — exactly as 

shareholders maximize enterprise value. 

Transition launch (planning window: 2026–2030) 

• Federal income and payroll withholding are removed under the enacted transition 

schedule, increasing the share of gross compensation available to workers while 

labor-market incidence determines how much ultimately appears as wages versus 

lower employer costs and prices. 

• Legacy commitments are classified before conversion. Cash benefits may convert 

directly; healthcare, disability-support, veteran-care, and other service entitlements 

remain protected through provider, hybrid, or service-guarantee arrangements 

until equivalent deliverable capacity and continuity are verified. 

• Private compliance work, program administration, and improper-payment losses 

decline on separate realization schedules. Only the fiscal portion reduces the federal 

budget gap; private compliance recovery is recorded as liberated productive 

capacity. 



• During transition, any ΔM_S issuance covers only the residual bridge left after actual 

tax receipts, other retained revenues, realized fiscal recoveries, and growth effects 

are counted. It is capped, separately booked, published year by year, and expires by 

statute. 

Medium term (2030–2045; gate-dependent) 

• A universal adult Base Dividend may phase in as the Appendix C gates are satisfied. 

No fixed Year-4 or Year-5 entitlement is created by the framework. 

• Lifetime contribution is rewarded primarily at retirement via a work-years 

multiplier (with optional, temporary sector multipliers to address genuine 

shortages). 

• Public debt paydown follows the published allocation order. Tax-rate reductions 

occur only when the integrated fiscal account demonstrates durable space after 

protected commitments, debt-service requirements, and transition reserves are 

met. 

Debt Clarity 

All privately held Treasury obligations are honored as-is. Only Fed-held Treasuries are 

converted to 0% interest as an internal accounting change during the transition. 

Governance 

This framework is built as a rules engine with public dashboards: key parameters (tax rate 

bands, issuance caps, dividend allocation order, multipliers) adjust with measured 

conditions, and major changes require supermajority approval plus public notice. 

Abundance Capitalism offers a coherent path beyond today's debt traps and scarcity 

mindsets: a system where automation fuels shared prosperity, rules protect against abuse, 

and citizens—not bureaucrats—drive outcomes. It is capitalism evolved for an age of 

abundance, ensuring empowerment over enslavement. 

Abundance Capitalism isn’t left or right — it’s forward: a disciplined way to turn 

automation-driven abundance into higher living standards without hiding costs or relying 

on permanent deficits. 

 

Imagine an America where a typical citizen family of four can reliably afford what most 

people consider a solid upper-middle-class life — safe housing, dependable healthcare, 

great education options, reliable transportation, healthy food, a real vacation now and then, 

retirement security, and still room to save and give. 

In this framework, that target is expressed as about $450,000 per year in 2025 

purchasing power — not as a giant check, but as a standard-of-living basket: the real 

resources and services a family can consistently obtain. In expensive regions it might buy 



less housing and more services; in cheaper regions more housing and less stress. The point 

is not luxury for everyone — it’s security and options for everyone. 

This is a purchasing-power target tied to real output, not a guarantee of immediate 

cash payments. 

The reason this becomes achievable is simple: automation and AI are not just “new 

industries.” They are a compounding increase in output per worker across 

manufacturing, logistics, construction, energy, agriculture, and eventually many services. In 

several sectors, we are already seeing systems that can scale output faster than labor can 

scale. That creates a choice: we either let the gains concentrate and fight over scraps, or we 

build a system where the gains are measured, audited, and broadly shared while people 

remain free to work, build, and innovate. 

I started from the lifestyle target and worked backwards from those resource requirements 

to our current resource outputs. What does it require in energy, housing capacity, food 

supply, medical capacity, education throughput, and manufactured goods? Where are the 

bottlenecks today, and which technologies plausibly remove them in 10, 20, and 30 years? 

Some areas can automate quickly (many manufactured goods, routine logistics). Others will 

remain human-limited for a long time (hands-on care, early childhood education, certain 

local services). The result is not a fantasy finish line — it’s a sector-by-sector path to 

abundance with obvious choke points and measurable progress. 

Abundance Capitalism is the framework designed to make that path politically and 

financially workable. Those three reforms are implemented through phased rollout, anti-

fraud controls, retirement-weighted work rewards, and a public rules engine: 

• Simplifies taxes by replacing income, payroll, and corporate taxes with a single 

visible consumption tax on final sales (with a tightly defined essentials category 

protected). 

• Makes money creation rules-based by tying new issuance to verifiable increases 

in productive capacity (with a temporary transition mint early on), instead of 

relying on perpetual deficits as the default engine. 

• Replaces the safety-net maze with a common auditable settlement architecture: 

cash-transfer-equivalent commitments can convert directly to protected dividends, 

while service and high-variance obligations remain protected until the category-

specific continuity gates are met. Universal expansion occurs only as verified fiscal 

and resource capacity permits. 

The rest is engineering: phased rollout, anti-fraud controls, retirement-weighted work 

rewards, and a transparent public “rules engine” where parameters can adjust with real 

conditions. The goal is a system that is flexible enough for a free society — people still 

choose their lives — but disciplined enough that abundance shows up as lower real costs, 



rising dividends, and shrinking hidden waste, rather than bubbles, corruption, or 

endless political warfare. 

Core Reforms In parallel, AC eliminates federal individual income, payroll, and corporate 

income taxes and substitutes a destination-based federal consumption tax on final domestic 

sales, with a tightly defined essentials exemption. Legacy social expenditures are not 

presumed to be economically identical cash flows: cash-transfer commitments may convert 

directly, while healthcare, disability-support, veteran-care, institutional, and jointly 

administered federal-state commitments remain protected until category-specific transition 

gates are met. Appendix J separates real-resource recovery from fiscal savings, and 

Appendix P reconciles the resulting transition budget year by year. 

The Dividend System: Phased, Disciplined, and Work-Respective 

The transition to universal dividends occurs in two carefully sequenced phases designed to 

maintain fiscal stability, honor lifetime contributions, and avoid sudden disruption. 

Phase 1 – Legacy Classification and Stabilization Existing social commitments are first 

classified by what the beneficiary is actually owed: cash income, purchased service or 

insurance, in-kind support, institutional care, or jointly administered federal-state benefit. 

Conversion follows the obligation rather than forcing every category into cash on day one. 

• Current beneficiaries retain at least the protected purchasing power or service 

access of the legacy commitment during transition; conversion may not reduce 

continuity of care or substitute nominal cash for a service that cannot yet be 

purchased in equivalent quantity and quality. 

• Administrative, improper-payment, and private compliance recoveries are tracked 

separately under Appendix J. The combined economic recovery is not treated as a 

single Treasury savings line. 

• The new system begins generating real-time data on actual costs per demographic 

group. 

During Phase 1, never-worker adults initially receive phased COLA adjustments until the 

system-wide dividend catches up. This gradual catch-up prevents any group from being 

permanently penalized while still preserving a mild pro-work signal. 

 

Phase 2 – Universal Adult Base + Deferred Work Reward Once the published transition 

gates are satisfied — including sustainable consumption-tax receipts, realized fiscal 

recoveries, protected legacy commitments, debt-service requirements, service-continuity 

tests, and the end-state rules for ΔM_S — dividends may expand to all adult citizens at a 

uniform base rate regardless of current earnings or wealth. Higher earnings never reduce 

the Base Dividend. 



Work history is instead rewarded at retirement: 

• Full work-bonus eligibility begins at age 65 (prorated earlier if desired). 

• The retiree’s dividend is the universal adult base multiplied by a work-years factor 

calculated from individual or combined spousal years of contribution (default cap 

2.5× at 40 years, statutorily adjustable between 1.5× and 4.0×). 

• Sector-specific multipliers can be temporarily applied (via legislation) to steer new 

labor toward national priorities (e.g., nursing, fusion technicians, rare-earth 

mining). 

Child Dividends Begin as benefit-linked only, then activate universally when fiscal space 

allows. Paid at declining percentages of the never-worker adult baseline (e.g., 50 % first 

child, 45 % second, 40 % third, etc.) to reflect economies of scale in family consumption 

while still providing strong support. 

Household Caps Maximum two full adult dividends per household; any additional adults 

receive 55 % of the base rate. This simple rule maintains strong marriage and family 

incentives without creating loopholes. 

Dividend Pool Discipline (allocation order) Every year the pool is allocated in strict 

priority order: 

1. Meet pre-announced per-group median targets (retirees, disabled, never-workers, 

active adults, children). 

2. Any remaining funds first pay down market-held debt, then Fed-held debt (at 0 % 

interest during transition). 

3. Only after public debt approaches zero may surpluses be used for above-COLA 

dividend increases or tax-rate reductions. 

Changes to this allocation order require supermajority approval and public notice with a 

delayed effective date. 

Mechanisms for Enhanced Economic Performance 

AC's design drives efficiency and growth through targeted reforms that reduce distortions 

and channel resources productively. 

The elimination of federal income, payroll, and corporate income taxes removes substantial 

private compliance work and changes the tax content of production costs, but Appendix B 

no longer claims a 15–25% embedded-tax cascade or that the 20% consumption tax washes 

out at the register. The corrected derivation places embedded federal tax in final prices at 

approximately 8–14% for labor-intensive goods, with business-side elimination reducing 

pre-tax prices by roughly 5–10% before labor-market incidence effects. Appendix B 



therefore models the worker-versus-price split as an empirical range rather than stacking 

every favorable effect at full strength. 

Monetary reform further stabilizes and accelerates growth. Transitional issuance bridges 

initial fiscal gaps, but in steady state new money may be issued only within the ceiling 

supported by verified net growth in effective productive capacity. Resource growth creates 

monetary headroom rather than an automatic issuance requirement. Actual issuance 

depends on price stability, liquidity, purchasing power, credit conditions, and audit 

confidence. When issuance is warranted, its allocation between citizen purchasing power 

and qualified resource-capacity finance follows measured conditions identified by the 

NRMS rather than a permanent percentage split. 

For financial institutions, AC alleviates concerns by enhancing lending dynamics. Direct 

citizen dividends replace fragmented welfare payments, enabling more consistent rent and 

debt servicing across the population. This reduces defaults, increases deposit velocity, and 

accelerates capital accumulation, allowing banks to expand lending to productive ventures 

at lower risk. Rather than relying on government deficits, the system fosters a healthier flow 

of private capital. Additionally, business no longer compete with government for loans. 

Two financing lanes 

Resource-capacity finance applies only to the lines in the standard-of-living basket: housing, 

energy, food, care capacity, and the materials and infrastructure behind them. These are the 

sectors where output is measured, where the dividend makes a claim, and where issuance 

must be gated to real capacity. 

Everything else stays in the private lane. Film, television, music, art, publishing, restaurants, 

travel and destinations, history and archaeology, sport, design, and the long tail of 

businesses that exist because people want them are financed the way they are today: 

private ownership, private equity, and traditional bank lending on ordinary credit terms. 

The framework does not track, gate, or allocate this sector, and no capacity index applies to 

it. Banks retain full freedom to lend against it, and citizens retain full freedom to build and 

own it. 

This boundary is deliberate. The tracked lane exists to guarantee the basket; the private 

lane exists to give the basket a reason. As automation covers the essentials, the private lane 

is where most remaining paid work and most new enterprise will occur, and it should be 

the freest part of the economy. 

To safeguard against corruption and ensure productive allocation, all resource-supported 

issuance is traceable to verified NRMS capacity gains and all public capacity financing is 

traceable to documented NRMS needs. New money is not created merely because a 

proposed investment appears desirable. Appendix G establishes the resource state and 

bottlenecks; RAMF determines permissible issuance; Appendix H determines whether 

proposed projects qualify for public capacity finance. Human-capacity incentives such as 



training and work multipliers may accelerate scarce labor capacity, but only the 

subsequently verified increase in effective capacity contributes to RAMF. 

The framework is designed to raise real growth by reducing compliance work, removing 

rules-created bottlenecks, accelerating automation, and financing verified constraint 

release. Sustained 4%+ real GDP growth, debt elimination on any specified date, automatic 

annual tax-rate decrements, and achievement dates for the $450K-equivalent basket are 

model outputs rather than premises. Appendix P requires those outcomes to survive both a 

central transition run and adverse cases before they are asserted as projections. 

Alignment with the Automation Era 

As automation—driven by AI, robotics, and advanced systems—reshapes the economy, 

traditional models risk exacerbating inequality through job displacement amid surging 

productivity. AC positions capitalism to harness this shift, transforming potential 

disruptions into shared opportunities. 

In an automated economy, output expands exponentially while labor inputs decline. AC's 

universal base dividends provide a resilient income floor, mitigating transitional hardships 

without discouraging innovation. Deferred work rewards honor historical contributions in 

retirement, preserving incentives for skill development and entrepreneurship. Resource-

anchored issuance directs capital to high-impact areas, such as scalable energy sources and 

AI infrastructure, accelerating adoption and diffusing benefits. 

The framework's adaptability is key: As productivity rises, dividend pools expand, taxes 

decline, and surpluses fund further advancements. Citizens-only dividends (while the 

consumption tax applies broadly) focus gains domestically, with transparent dashboards 

and supermajority requirements for changes ensuring accountability. This creates a stable, 

inclusive system where automation enhances human potential, fostering long-term growth 

over zero-sum competition. 

Individual Fulfillment Incentives complete the alignment: the unconditional Base Dividend 

provides the resilient income floor, deferred work rewards honor historical contributions, 

resource-anchored issuance directs capital productively, and IFI — as a pure 

quarterly/real-time reward — ensures citizens act as informed shareholders who actively 

support the production growth that maximizes dividends for all. 

 

Implementation Pathways 

To operationalize AC, policymakers can initiate pilots: States opt into converting legacy 

programs to capped cash dividends, with audited fraud recoveries. Statutory measures 

distinguish market from Fed-held debt, mandating prioritized paydown and 0% Fed rates 

during transition. A rules engine sets bounds for tax rates, issuance caps, dividend splits, 



and work multipliers, supported by public dashboards. Concurrently, expedite approvals for 

resource and automation projects to build foundational capacity. 

 

Governance and Policy Flexibility 

While AC establishes a rules-based system to ensure fiscal discipline and predictability, it 

preserves meaningful levers for policymakers to adapt to evolving economic needs. Elected 

officials and Congress retain oversight over key parameters within predefined bounds, 

allowing subtle adjustments without frequent overhauls. For instance, the work-years 

dividend multiplier—currently set at up to 2.5 times the baseline for 40-years of individual 

or combined spousal work—can be refined to incentivize labor in priority sectors, such as 

renewable energy, healthcare, or advanced manufacturing, where workforce shortages may 

arise during the automation transition. Similarly, variables like the sales tax rate (τ), 

issuance cap multiplier (θ), surplus retention cap (5% of core spending), and child dividend 

scaling (e.g., 50% for the first child, tapering thereafter) can be tuned based on empirical 

data as real time economic conditions warrant. 

This flexibility transforms policy debates from ideologically charged conflicts to rigorous, 

data-driven analyses grounded in mathematical models and simulations. By focusing on 

quantifiable outcomes—such as projected GDP growth, debt trajectories, or sectoral 

employment shifts—discussions become less emotional and more collaborative, reducing 

societal friction and polarization. Historical precedents, like the unified national effort 

during World War II when production efficiency was paramount, illustrate how such a 

team-oriented mentality can emerge: Under AC, citizens and leaders align on shared goals of 

abundance and resilience, viewing economic policy as a collective optimization problem 

rather than a zero-sum battle. The requirement for supermajority approval on major 

changes further ensures stability while enabling responsive governance, fostering trust and 

long-term societal cohesion. 

 

Dividend Allocation and Behavioral Safeguards 

Abundance Capitalism’s dividend system is refined by Individual Fulfillment Incentives (IFI) 

and optional sector-specific allocations (healthcare, education, housing, essentials, 

discretionary). 

If automation and AI eventually remove the need for a large share of traditional labor, the 

dividend system must preserve agency without conditioning material citizenship on 

government-approved behavior. The scale and timing of labor displacement are not 

assumed in this revision; they are scenario inputs for the NRMS and Appendix P. IFI remains 

a pure reward layer on top of the unconditional Base Dividend (1.00×). 



Sector-specific allocations further dampen wasteful spending and sector-specific inflation 

while preserving adult choice. Child dividends may carry stricter earmarks during the 

transition. 

Together, IFI turns every citizen into a shareholder in the abundance system: 

participation equips them to understand and demand the real production gains and 

efficiencies that grow the dividend pool for everyone. Policymakers retain flexibility to 

tune IFI parameters within statutory bounds, guided by public dashboards and 

supermajority approval. 

 

Illustrative Household Impacts 

The prior household examples used a 10–15% pre-tax price-reduction assumption and a 

fixed 85% taxable-consumption share. Those values are not carried forward as load-bearing 

assumptions in v1.217. Appendix B now uses the corrected incidence framework and a 

taxable-base sensitivity analysis; exact household dollar outcomes must be rerun only after 

the statutory exemption list and category-level consumption base are reconstructed. 

1. Lower-Income Single Worker: Directionally, the essentials exemption, elimination of 

wage withholding, removal of benefit cliffs, and later Base Dividend should favor the 

lower-income worker. The exact gain is not asserted until the household model is 

rerun against the verified taxable share, labor-incidence case, housing status, and 

any legacy-benefit conversion. 

2. Median Dual-Earner Household: The principal channels are higher net 

compensation, a visible consumption tax on taxable spending, lower production-

side tax costs, and the later Base Dividend. v1.217 does not publish a net-dollar gain 

until those channels and the federal-state tax boundary are reconciled in Appendix 

P. 

3. Upper-Middle Family: The household benefits strongly from elimination of federal 

income and payroll taxation but consumes a larger taxable basket and may receive 

no legacy Phase-1 payment. Its net position is therefore especially sensitive to the 

taxable base, compensation incidence, state taxes, healthcare compensation, and the 

timing of Phase 2. The previous point estimate is withdrawn pending rerun. 

Abundance Capitalism offers a coherent path to fiscal sustainability and inclusive growth, 

recalibrating economic incentives for an era of technological abundance. By prioritizing 

resource alignment and tax simplification, it equips society to navigate automation's 

challenges while maximizing its potential. 

 

 



Foreign Policy – Exporting Abundance to Secure Global Leadership 

Abundance Capitalism's domestic success creates a unique window to extend its principles 

internationally, capitalizing on the USD's role as the global reserve currency to cement U.S. 

economic dominance for the next century. By proving the model in America—delivering 

rising dividends, automated productivity, and fiscal surpluses—AC positions the United 

States as a beacon of sustainable growth, offering a superior alternative to debt-dependent 

or authoritarian systems. The foreign policy framework focuses on three pillars: resource 

partnerships, capacity export, and reserve reinforcement, all with robust guardrails to 

mitigate corruption and ensure mutual benefits. 

1. Resource Partnerships and Foreign Capacity Framework: AC may support 

foreign resource-development projects when they materially increase secure 

resource availability to the United States or strengthen allied capacity that 

contributes to U.S. economic resilience. Foreign mining, energy, agriculture, 

manufacturing, infrastructure, or human-capacity projects are evaluated through 

the same NRMS dependency, additionality, quality, resilience, and audit framework 

used domestically. Foreign production does not automatically create U.S. monetary 

authority. Only the portion that becomes durably accessible to the U.S. economy 

under sufficiently reliable contractual, logistical, geopolitical, and resilience 

conditions may contribute to effective resource availability under RAMF, with 

appropriate risk adjustments. Public financing of qualifying foreign projects follows 

Appendix H eligibility, competitive-selection, milestone, and audit requirements. All 

underlying resource records, financing decisions, disbursements, and verified 

outputs are anchored through Maranatha. 

2. Dynamic Job Hierarchy and Incentive System: To steer global and domestic labor 

toward abundance-enabling roles, AC establishes a national job hierarchy updated 

annually via data from labor dashboards (e.g., vacancy rates, productivity 

projections). Occupations are ranked in tiers based on economic need—Tier 1 

(critical shortages, e.g., fusion engineers or rare-earth miners) receives 1.5–2.0× 

work-year multipliers for retirement dividends; Tier 2 (high demand, e.g., nurses or 

electricians) gets 1.2–1.5×; lower tiers default to base. Foreign partnerships 

incorporate this by prioritizing training investments in Tier 1–2 fields, with U.S. 

firms exporting curricula and credentials. This dynamic structure incentivizes entry 

into vital sectors without mandates, preventing overproduction in low-impact areas 

(e.g., no "nation of poets" subsidy). Multipliers adjust via supermajority legislation, 

drawing on AI-simulated forecasts to balance supply. 

3. Reserve Reinforcement and Global Sharing: Leverage the USD's reserve status by 

offering AC templates to allies (e.g., via IMF/World Bank integrations or bilateral 

pacts), where adopting resource-anchored money and consumption taxes grants 

access to USD liquidity pools or tariff reductions. This cements the dollar's primacy 

by tying foreign growth to U.S. innovations, while phased pilots in partner nations 

(e.g., Mexico for manufacturing, Australia for mining) demonstrate scalability. Risks 



are managed through veto rights on non-compliant investments and annual 

transparency reports, fostering a "abundance alliance" that counters resource 

nationalism. 

This foreign extension accelerates domestic goals: Foreign resource inflows lower U.S. input 

costs, boosting dividends faster, while global adoption expands markets for American tech. 

Implementation begins with congressional authorization for pilot partnerships, scaling as 

domestic Phase 2 matures. AC abroad is not charity—it's strategic investment in a world 

where U.S. leadership delivers shared prosperity. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Appendix A — Administrative Simplification 

Replace the current mazes of income 

taxes and means-testing services 

with: Sales Tax → Dividend Engine → 

Per-Group Medians.  

Operational Mechanics of the Single 

Consumption Tax (what is taxed, and 

what is not) 

The single consumption tax is 

assessed only at the final point of sale 

to the end consumer (household final 

consumption). Business-to-business 

purchases and intermediate inputs 

are not taxed to avoid cascading “tax-

on-tax” distortions. If a credit/invoice 

chain is used (VAT-style mechanics), 

it exists only to guarantee that the tax burden lands on final consumption and does not 

accumulate through supply chains. 

Border adjustment is explicit: exports are zero-rated (so domestic production is not 

penalized abroad), and imports are taxed when sold domestically (so offshore production 

does not escape the tax base). This makes the system “destination-based” in practice, not 

just in rhetoric. 

In other words: AC replaces hidden federal income- and payroll-tax burdens with one 

visible federal tax on final consumption while keeping business-to-business production and 

supply chains free of a cascading final-consumption tax. Appendix J separately records the 

private compliance work released by eliminating federal income, payroll, and corporate 

filing obligations. 

Abundance Capitalism does not assume that every social expenditure can become cash 

immediately. Cash-transfer-equivalent programs can move toward a common dividend rail; 

service, insurance, disability-support, veteran-care, institutional, and jointly administered 

federal-state programs transition under the continuity rules of Appendices C and D. The 

administrative objective is one auditable settlement architecture without pretending that 

unlike obligations are the same economic good. 

 

 

 



This dual simplification delivers: 

• Approximately $720B–$950B in conservative steady-state economic recovery 

across Appendix J Pools 1–3, of which roughly $450B–$520B is private compliance 

capacity rather than federal budget savings 

• Structural reduction of improper payments and fraud channels through simpler 

eligibility, identity verification, and auditable payment flows; no claim of literal zero 

fraud is required 

• Real-time public dashboards showing exact per-group costs and dividend levels 

• Dramatic reduction in federal and state workforce dedicated to processing and 

policing, allowing reallocation of high-performing civil servants to auditing, 

national-security priorities, or private-sector roles 

The result is not just lower costs — it is the liberation of hundreds of billions of dollars and 

millions of human hours each year to fuel productive investment, innovation, and the 

acceleration toward resource-anchored abundance. 

Federal-State Tax and Program Boundary 

AC is a federal framework unless a state affirmatively adopts a parallel compact. Repeal of 

federal individual income, payroll, and corporate income taxes does not repeal state or local 

income, payroll, property, sales, excise, or other taxes. Household-impact and business-

incidence models must therefore show federal effects separately from state and local 

burdens. 

States may opt into a harmonized destination-tax and dividend-settlement compact if they 

choose to replace state income or payroll taxes. An opt-in compact must publish its own 

rate, exemption list, revenue effect, and distributional model; federal AC revenue may not 

silently assume state participation. 

Joint federal-state programs — including any program whose eligibility, provider network, 

administration, or financing is legally shared — transition only through explicit 

intergovernmental agreements that preserve beneficiary continuity and identify which 

government bears each cost. Administrative savings claimed by one level may not be 

claimed again by another. 

Where the NRMS identifies a state or local rule as the binding constraint, the federal system 

records the constraint but does not pretend that measurement itself confers legal authority 

to remove it. Federal capacity finance cannot be used to route around a rules-created 

bottleneck that the responsible jurisdiction can remove directly. 

 

 



Appendix B — The Immediate Financial Impact of Tax Elimination 

1 The Identity: Every Eliminated Tax Dollar Is Assigned Once 

AC eliminates approximately $4.6 trillion per year in federal taxes [S]: individual income tax 

(~$2.4T), employee-side FICA (~$0.85T), employer-side FICA (~$0.85T), corporate income tax 

(~$0.5T), and federal unemployment tax. These dollars divide into two pools by who currently 

remits them, and each pool can fund exactly one destination per dollar: 

• Pool A — employee-side taxes (~$3.2T): currently withheld from gross wages. On 

elimination, each dollar either stays in the worker’s paycheck (raising take-home pay) or is 

competed out of gross wages by the labor market (lowering employer costs and, through 

competition, prices). One or the other — the same dollar cannot raise a paycheck and cut 

a price. 

• Pool B — employer-side taxes (~$1.4T): employer FICA match, corporate income tax, 

FUTA/SUTA. These belong to the employer and divide among price reductions, wage 

increases, and margin. 

Which way Pool A resolves is an empirical labor-market question, not a design choice, so this 

framework states its household claims as scenarios across the full incidence range (Section B.5) 

rather than as a single stacked outcome. Under every scenario in that range, households come 

out ahead. That is the claim: net-positive across the entire incidence range — not every 

favorable effect simultaneously at full strength. 

2 Embedded Tax in Prices: The Cabinet, at Real Proportions 

Consider a custom cabinet retailing at $1,500. The cabinetmaker’s labor on that unit is roughly 

one-fifth to one-sixth of the sale price — call it $275. That worker’s combined federal burden 

(income tax plus both FICA halves, blended) is on the order of 25% of that labor cost, or about 

$69. The tax embedded in the cabinet’s price from that stage is therefore $69 on $1,500 — 

roughly 4.6% of the price, not 25%. The stage tax rate and the price-level effect are different 

numbers, and conflating them overstates embedded tax by a factor of five. 

The full embedded burden is found by stacking every stage of the chain — logger, mill, hardware 

supplier, finisher, cabinetmaker, retailer. All value added in the final price decomposes into 

labor income and capital income, each taxed once at its stage. The total embedded federal tax is 

therefore bounded by the effective average federal tax rate on the incomes the product 

generates, weighted by factor shares: 

• Labor share of value added (economy-wide ~58–62%) × blended effective rate on labor 

income including employer FICA (~20–25%) ≈ 12–15 points of value added 

• Capital share × effective corporate rate on the margin portion — corporate tax applies to 

net profit, not revenue, so a retailer netting 3% pays corporate tax on 3 points of price 



(~0.6%), and even a 10%-margin producer embeds only ~2.2%. Chain-summed: ~2–4 

points 

Total embedded federal tax in final prices: approximately 8–14% for labor-intensive goods, 

lower for thin-margin retail. This replaces the prior 15–25% figure. The corrected number is 

smaller and stronger: it is checkable on a napkin from public factor-share and effective-rate 

data, it fully supports the price-relief scenarios below, and it cannot be dismissed by pointing 

out that corporate tax does not cascade like a turnover tax — because this derivation never 

treats it as one. 

3 What Happens at the Register: The Tax Is Visible, and That Is the Point 

The 20% consumption tax is not washed away by business-side eliminations, and this framework 

does not claim it is. The arithmetic on the same cabinet: eliminating corporate tax on the shop’s 

margin recovers roughly 2% of the price; the employer FICA match on embedded labor, another 

~1.5%; supplier-chain pass-through of the same effects, a few points more. Business-side 

eliminations reduce the pre-tax price by perhaps 5–10%. The consumption tax then applies to 

that lower base. Net at the register, the sticker-plus-tax price of most non-essential goods is 

higher than today by roughly 8–14% depending on the incidence scenario. 

The household is nevertheless ahead, for three reasons stated in order of size. First, take-home 

pay rises by more than register prices do — the paycheck effect applies to all income, while the 

register effect applies only to the ~85% of consumption that is taxable, with essentials exempt. 

Second, the tax is visible: today’s embedded 8–14% is hidden in prices and withholding where 

no voter can audit it; AC’s 20% prints on every receipt next to the dividend that offsets it. Third, 

dividends and the essentials exemption concentrate relief at the bottom of the income 

distribution, which is where the register effect bites hardest. The framework’s position is not 

"the tax disappears." It is "you can see the tax, you can see the dividend, and the net is positive 

— here is the table." 

4 Healthcare: The Largest Unclaimed Household Number 

Employer-sponsored insurance currently absorbs $8,000–$25,000 per year of gross 

compensation per covered household [S], compensation the worker never sees as wages. The 

employer exclusion that drives this arrangement is a creature of the income tax; when the 

income tax is eliminated, the exclusion’s distortion ends with it, and compensation currently 

locked in premiums becomes contestable in wage bargaining exactly as the Pool A withholding 

does. In parallel, Appendix D’s capacity program acts on the price side of healthcare rather than 

the subsidy side. The interaction is potentially the largest single household gain in the 

framework and is deliberately carried as a separate line in the scenario table below, at tier [M], 

until Appendix D’s capacity model produces bounded figures. It is listed so that the scenarios 

understate rather than overstate: every net-positive result in Section B.5 holds with the 

healthcare line at zero. 



5 Incidence Scenarios: The Claim Across the Full Range 

Pool A resolution depends on labor-market tightness at implementation. Rather than assert one 

outcome, the framework pre-commits to the full range. Figures are illustrative national 

aggregates at tier [M] pending parameter runs; the structure is the commitment. 

Scenario Pool A split (worker 

/ prices) 
Take-home pay Pre-tax prices Register (incl. 

20%) 
Net 

household 

Tight labor market ~90 / 10 +15–20% −4–6% +13–15% Positive, pay-

led 

Mixed ~60 / 40 +9–12% −7–9% +9–12% Positive 

Slack labor market ~30 / 70 +4–6% −10–12% +6–8% Positive, 

price-led 

Healthcare interaction 

(all scenarios) 
separate line [M] +$0 to +$8K+/hh per Appendix D — Additive 

upside 

Tax-base 

sensitivity 

See §7 — — 85% case = 

$3.4T only 

Not a 

baseline 

claim 

 

Revenue coupling. Consumption-tax revenue is inseparable from incidence and from the 

statutory exemption list. The prior $3.4T figure is retained only as the 85%-taxable 

sensitivity case on a $20T personal-consumption base at a 20% rate; v1.217 does not treat 

85% as established. Appendix B.7 requires category-level reconstruction of the taxable 

base. Appendix B.8 then reconciles the fiscal bridge using only actual tax receipts, other 

retained federal receipts, realized Appendix J Pools 2–3 fiscal recoveries, growth-linked 

revenue, and the separately capped ΔM_S residual. Appendix J Pool 1 is real-resource 

recovery and never closes the Treasury cash gap directly. 

6 Summary of Corrections Carried in This Revision 

• Embedded tax in final prices restated from 15–25% to a derived 8–14%, with the 

derivation shown. 

• The claim that business-side tax elimination washes the consumption tax at the register is 

withdrawn; register prices rise net, and the framework says so. 

• Take-home-pay and price-relief claims are no longer stacked; they are stated as scenarios 

across the Pool A incidence range, all net-positive. 



• Private compliance savings are assigned to Appendix J Pool 1 and removed from 

household income arithmetic (single-assignment rule). 

• Healthcare compensation unlock added as an explicit, separately tiered line, excluded 

from load-bearing claims until modeled. 

• Every household-impact table must henceforth carry a revenue column; incidence and 

revenue neutrality are coupled by rule. 

7 Taxable-Base Reconstruction and Revenue Sensitivity 

The federal consumption-tax base must be proved from the statutory exemption list rather 

than inferred from a single economy-wide percentage. Before enactment, the model must 

reconstruct household final consumption by category; identify exempt essentials, taxable 

non-essentials, housing treatment, medical treatment, vehicle treatment, imports, imputed 

items, and any legally excluded transactions; then reconcile the result to the published 

national consumption accounts. The category file, mapping rules, and reconciliation 

difference must be public. 

Until that reconstruction is complete, 85% is a sensitivity point, not a forecast. Using the 

document's illustrative $20T personal-consumption base, $4.6T of eliminated federal taxes, 

a 20% consumption-tax rate, and the Appendix J steady-state direct fiscal recovery range of 

approximately $270B–$430B, the arithmetic is: 

Taxable share 
Consumption-tax 

revenue 

Gross gap vs. $4.6T 

eliminated taxes 

Residual after 

$270B–$430B 

direct fiscal 

recovery* 

65% $2.6T $2.0T $1.57T–$1.73T 

70% $2.8T $1.8T $1.37T–$1.53T 

75% $3.0T $1.6T $1.17T–$1.33T 

80% $3.2T $1.4T $0.97T–$1.13T 

85% $3.4T $1.2T $0.77T–$0.93T 

*Steady-state comparison only. Pools 2–3 realize progressively, so early-year residuals can 

be larger. Pool 1 private compliance recovery is excluded because it is not Treasury 

revenue. Growth effects and ΔM_S are also excluded from this table. 

No final tax rate, dividend activation date, or ΔM_S authorization may rely on a taxable-

share assumption that has not passed this reconstruction and public reconciliation. 



8 The Transition Fiscal Bridge: Cash Accounting Separate From Resource 

Recovery 

For each transition year t, the federal bridge is calculated explicitly rather than inferred 

from the headline economic-savings figure: 

Required Bridge_t = Protected Legacy and Core Outlays_t + Debt Service_t + Transition 

Reserves_t − Consumption-Tax Receipts_t − Other Retained Federal Receipts_t − Realized 

Pool 2–3 Fiscal Recoveries_t − Growth-Linked Incremental Receipts_t 

ΔM_S,t may finance only the positive residual that remains after those observed flows are 

counted, and only within its statutory annual and cumulative caps. Pool 1 compliance 

recovery is reported to the NRMS as liberated labor and service capacity; it never enters 

this cash identity as federal revenue. 

The enactment model must publish the following schedule for every transition year. v1.217 

establishes the required columns but does not fabricate values that have not yet been run 

against an official baseline: 

Year 
Consumption-

tax receipts 

Other retained 

receipts 

Realized Pools 

2–3 fiscal 

recovery 

Protected/core 

outlays + debt 

service 

Y1 Model output Model output Model output Model output 

Y2 Model output Model output Model output Model output 

Y3 Model output Model output Model output Model output 

Y4 Model output Model output Model output Model output 

Y5 Model output Model output Model output Model output 

Y6 Model output Model output Model output Model output 

Y7 Model output Model output Model output Model output 

Y8 Model output Model output Model output Model output 

Y9 Model output Model output Model output Model output 

Y10 Model output Model output Model output Model output 

Y11 Model output Model output Model output Model output 

Y12 Model output Model output Model output Model output 

Y13 Model output Model output Model output Model output 



Year 
Consumption-

tax receipts 

Other retained 

receipts 

Realized Pools 

2–3 fiscal 

recovery 

Protected/core 

outlays + debt 

service 

Y14 Model output Model output Model output Model output 

Y15 Model output Model output Model output Model output 

Bridge result and monetary use: 

Year Residual 

bridge 

ΔM_S 

annual/cumulative 

cap 

ΔM_S actual 

use 

Ending 

market-held 

debt 

Y1 Calculated Published Published Published 

Y2 Calculated Published Published Published 

Y3 Calculated Published Published Published 

Y4 Calculated Published Published Published 

Y5 Calculated Published Published Published 

Y6 Calculated Published Published Published 

Y7 Calculated Published Published Published 

Y8 Calculated Published Published Published 

Y9 Calculated Published Published Published 

Y10 Calculated Published Published Published 

Y11 Calculated Published Published Published 

Y12 Calculated Published Published Published 

Y13 Calculated Published Published Published 

Y14 Calculated Published Published Published 

Y15 Calculated Published Published Published 

Publication rule: no transition-year household, debt, or dividend claim is load-bearing 

unless the corresponding revenue and bridge rows are populated. If a recovery is delayed, 

the row must show the delay rather than borrowing the steady-state value from a later year. 

 



Appendix C — The Social Services to Dividend Conversion (Phase 1) 

The transition of the fragmented safety net is central to AC, but v1.217 rejects the 

assumption that every legacy obligation is economically equivalent to cash. The governing 

rule is classification before conversion: preserve what the beneficiary is actually owed, 

simplify the payment and audit machinery where possible, and convert to unrestricted cash 

only when the service or purchasing-power obligation can be met without loss. 

1. The Immediate Creation of the Legacy Conversion Pool 

The legacy system contains several different economic commitments — cash retirement 

income, means-tested cash support, purchased medical care, disability and long-term 

supports, veterans services, housing or food assistance, institutional care, and jointly 

administered federal-state programs. They may share a settlement rail, but they do not 

enter one undifferentiated cash pool on day one. 

Each legacy flow is assigned to a conversion class before any savings or dividend arithmetic 

is performed: 

• Class A — Cash-transfer-equivalent commitments: direct cash or benefits whose 

core obligation can be represented as protected purchasing power. These are 

candidates for immediate dividend-rail conversion after identity and entitlement 

reconciliation. 

• Class B — Purchased-service or insurance commitments: Medicare, Medicaid-type 

medical flows, veteran medical care, and comparable benefits remain service or 

provider-payment guarantees until the Appendix D/L capacity and continuity tests 

show that an equivalent cash or hybrid arrangement can actually buy the promised 

care. 

Class C — Disability, institutional, long-term, housing, food, and other in-kind or high-

variance supports: conversion is individual- or category-specific. No median cash payment 

may replace a materially higher service need unless equivalent access is independently 

demonstrated. Joint federal-state commitments are additionally governed by Section 4 

below. 

2. Immediate Benefit to Current Recipients 

Current beneficiaries receive continuity protection. A transition may simplify how an 

obligation is paid, but it may not reduce the beneficiary to a nominal cash amount that 

cannot purchase the prior service, care, housing support, or essential good in the relevant 

region. 

• No Loss of Purchasing Power or Service Access: For Class A, the protected test is 

purchasing power. For Classes B and C, the protected test includes service 

availability, quality, wait time, geographic access, and any individualized support 

requirement. Nominal payment equality alone is insufficient. 



• Social Security and comparable cash retirement benefits are Class A candidates 

because the legacy obligation is principally cash income. Initial conversion may not 

reduce protected purchasing power. Any across-the-board raise above the protected 

legacy amount is a separate fiscal decision and is not assumed until Appendix P 

demonstrates room for it. 

• Data Generation: The new system immediately begins generating real-time data on 

the actual costs per demographic group, which informs future dividend adjustments 

and budget discipline. 

 

 

3. The Phased Universal Rollout (Phase 2) 

Phase 2 begins only after the transition account demonstrates durable coverage. The 

combined $720B–$950B economic-recovery range in Appendix J cannot be treated as one 

budgetary funding source because Pool 1 is private productive capacity, not Treasury 

revenue. 

• Activation Trigger: Universal Base Dividend expansion may begin only after the 

published Appendix P model shows, for at least four consecutive quarters, that 

actual consumption-tax receipts and other retained federal receipts plus realized 

fiscal recoveries cover protected legacy commitments, core federal outlays, debt 

service, required transition reserves, and the scheduled phase-down of ΔM_S 

without using a future-year steady-state recovery to fund a current-year obligation. 

• Timeline: 2030–2045 is the planning window for Phase 2, not a statutory promise of 

activation in Year 4 or full universality in Year 5. The first payment date and phase-

in rate are endogenous outputs of the fiscal, monetary, and service-capacity gates. If 

the gates are not met, the phase-in waits. 

Growth: As national productive capacity expands, RAMF may recognize additional 

monetary headroom. Actual dividend growth depends on consumption-tax revenue, fiscal 

conditions, resource-supported issuance actually required, and the allocation between 

purchasing power and capacity finance. Resource growth therefore expands the system's 

ability to raise real living standards without requiring a mechanically proportional increase 

in either money creation or dividends. 

The transition is politically viable only if it is financially and physically honest: existing 

commitments are preserved, cash and service obligations are not conflated, efficiency 

recoveries are assigned once, and universal expansion occurs only after the published 

accounts show room. 



4. Federal-State Program Interface 

Federal AC does not unilaterally convert state obligations or assume that state tax systems 

disappear. For jointly financed or state-administered programs, the transition plan must 

identify the federal share, state share, administrative responsibility, provider obligations, 

and savings attribution before conversion. 

A state may opt into a harmonized settlement compact, but its fiscal effects are recorded 

separately. Federal household examples may not claim savings from elimination of a state 

tax unless that state has actually adopted the corresponding reform. 

5. Service-Continuity Gate 

For healthcare, disability support, veteran care, long-term care, institutional services, and 

other non-cash commitments, direct cash conversion is prohibited until an independent 

transition audit demonstrates that the proposed payment or market arrangement can 

deliver equivalent or better access, quality, continuity, and geographic availability. Hybrid 

provider-payment and citizen-purchasing arrangements may remain during the buildout. 

6. Phase-2 Fiscal Gate and Reversal Protection 

Phase-2 activation is prospective and rate-limited. A temporary quarter of favorable 

receipts cannot create a permanently larger Base Dividend. The rules engine uses trailing 

results, forward stress tests, and Appendix P adverse cases before increasing the universal 

rate. Once a Base Dividend level is legally activated, ordinary budget shortfalls are absorbed 

through the other adjustment channels allowed by the Constitution; the transition model 

must therefore demonstrate that the activated level is sustainable before it is granted. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Appendix D - Healthcare as a Resource System: Preventive Capacity, 

Access, and Abundance 
Core principle: Healthcare abundance is not created by insurance coverage, appropriations, or 

nominal spending alone. It exists only when sufficient high-quality care can actually be 

delivered to the population at the time and place it is needed. AC therefore manages 

healthcare as a composite resource system whose final output is effective care capacity and 

whose constraints include human labor, facilities, equipment, pharmaceuticals, diagnostics, 

energy, information systems, transportation, and purchasing power. 

1. Purpose and Role Within Abundance Capitalism 

Healthcare is a useful demonstration of the AC architecture because it cannot be 

represented by a single resource count. More physicians do not automatically produce more 

accessible care; more hospitals do not guarantee diagnostic throughput; more insurance 

does not create additional appointments; and more money cannot purchase clinical capacity 

that does not exist. The healthcare system must therefore be modeled from the final service 

delivered backward through every resource required to provide it. 

Appendix G supplies the resource ontology and dependency graph. Appendix F determines 

whether verified increases in effective healthcare capacity contribute to additional 

monetary headroom. Appendix H governs public capacity finance for documented 

bottlenecks. Maranatha preserves the provenance of the underlying data, incentives, 

financing decisions, and measured outcomes. 

FINAL HEALTHCARE SERVICE TARGET 

↓ 
Required human, physical, digital, and manufactured inputs 

↓ 
Measured current effective capacity 

↓ 
Target gap and regional constraints 

↓ 
LSI incentives and/or Appendix H projects 

↓ 
Verified additional care capacity 

↓ 
NRMS UPDATE AND POSSIBLE RAMF HEADROOM 

2. Healthcare Targets Must Be Defined as Deliverable Services 

The target resource is not simply the number of doctors, hospital beds, scanners, or 

insurance policies. Those are inputs or intermediate capacities. The primary targets should 

describe what citizens can actually obtain from the healthcare system. 



Representative healthcare target dimensions include: 

• primary and preventive care capacity per population; 

• time to routine, urgent, and specialist appointments; 

• diagnostic throughput and time to result; 

• surgical and procedure capacity by clinically relevant category; 

• emergency and trauma response capacity; 

• availability of essential pharmaceuticals and medical supplies; 

• geographic access and reasonable travel-time requirements; 

• quality, safety, reliability, and clinically appropriate outcome measures; 

• continuity of care and ability to manage chronic conditions; 

• strategic reserve, redundancy, and surge capacity for epidemics, disasters, or other 
shocks. 

Targets should be defined by geography as well as nationally. A national surplus of 

specialist capacity does not cure a regional shortage if citizens cannot reasonably access it. 

The NRMS must therefore distinguish national totals from local deliverability. 

3. Healthcare Resource Stack 

Healthcare spans several Appendix G resource archetypes. The same domain therefore 

requires multiple linked schemas rather than one healthcare table. 

Resource archetype Healthcare examples Primary management question 

Human Productive Capacity Physicians, nurses, pharmacists, 
therapists, technicians, caregivers 

How many quality-adjusted 
service hours can actually be 
delivered, where, and with what 
training pipeline? 

Durable Productive Capacity 
Hospitals, clinics, laboratories, 
pharmacies, rehabilitation 
facilities 

Is sufficient usable physical 
capacity installed, staffed, 
maintained, and geographically 
accessible? 

Manufactured Goods 

Medical devices, diagnostic 
systems, pharmaceuticals, 
consumables, protective 
equipment 

Can required goods be produced 
and replenished at the necessary 
rate and quality? 

Network and Throughput 
Capacity 

Ambulance networks, laboratory 
logistics, distribution, electricity, 
water, communications 

Can patients, samples, 
medicines, energy, and 
information move reliably through 
the system? 

Digital and Compute Capacity 
Clinical AI, imaging compute, 
records systems, telehealth, 
scheduling and decision support 

Does digital capacity increase 
real clinical throughput, 
reliability, or access? 

Composite Service Capacity 
Primary-care visits, surgeries, 
diagnostic exams, emergency 
response, rehabilitation episodes 

What final care can citizens 
actually receive within the target 
time and quality standard? 

4. Effective Care Capacity, Not Raw Headcount 

Healthcare capacity should be expressed as effective deliverable service. A clinician who 

spends a large share of available time on avoidable administrative work contributes fewer 

clinical hours than the same clinician operating in a more efficient system. A diagnostic 

machine that is unavailable because of staffing, maintenance, scheduling, or power 



constraints does not provide its theoretical capacity. A regional service that patients cannot 

reach is not fully available capacity. 

Effective Care Capacity = Physical/Human Capacity x Utilization x Productivity Effect x Quality 
Adjustment x Accessibility Adjustment 

The precise formula will differ by service class, but the accounting principle is universal: AC 

records both the underlying resource and the final effective output. Improvements in 

workflow, automation, AI, scheduling, geographic access, or reliability can increase effective 

healthcare capacity without increasing raw headcount or building count. 

For service s, geography g, and period t: 

Healthcare Gap(s,g,t) = Target Service Capacity(s,g,t) - Effective Available Capacity(s,g,t) 

The NRMS should also retain wait time, utilization, quality, and forecast gap-closure rate. A 

nominally adequate provider count accompanied by long delays is evidence that the 

effective service target is not being met. 

5. Dependency Mapping and Bottleneck Detection 

Healthcare shortages should be treated as dependency problems. The visible shortage may 

not be the binding constraint. A lack of primary-care appointments may result from 

clinician supply, training slots, administrative burden, examination rooms, diagnostic 

support, regional maldistribution, transportation, or information-system inefficiency. 

PRIMARY-CARE SERVICE CAPACITY 

↓ 
Clinician hours + trained support staff 

↓ 
Clinic space + equipment + diagnostics 

↓ 
Scheduling + records + communications 

↓ 
Medicines + laboratory + referral network 

↓ 
Transportation and regional accessibility 

↓ 
DELIVERED QUALITY-ADJUSTED CARE 

The NRMS should identify the dependency whose shortage or inefficiency limits final 

healthcare output. AC interventions then follow the actual constraint rather than 

automatically adding the most visible input. If physicians are available but clinic space is the 

bottleneck, training more physicians is a poor response. If sufficient facilities exist but 

administrative work consumes clinical hours, another building is a poor response. 



6. Human Productive Capacity and Labor Strain Incentives 

Healthcare remains human-capacity intensive even as automation increases. The NRMS 

should track each critical occupation as a pipeline: applicants, education capacity, clinical 

training or residency capacity, credentialing, participation, geographic distribution, 

attrition, retirement, and effective service hours. 

LSI incentives should respond to the measured service gap and the specific human 

dependency producing it. Incentives may encourage entry, training, retention, relocation, 

return to practice, or participation in a shortage specialty or region. They should decline as 

the shortage closes and should not reward occupations merely because they have 

historically been designated important. 

The incentive does not itself create RAMF authority. The causal sequence is: 

NRMS IDENTIFIES A HUMAN-CAPACITY BOTTLENECK 

↓ 
LSI or other authorized incentive increases participation/training/retention 

↓ 
Additional qualified service capacity becomes operational 

↓ 
NRMS verifies the increase in effective human capacity 

↓ 
RAMF MAY RECOGNIZE ADDITIONAL RESOURCE-SUPPORTED MONETARY HEADROOM 

7. AI and Automation as Healthcare Capacity Multipliers 

AI and automation should be evaluated by the amount of real healthcare capacity they 

release or create, not by adoption statistics. Relevant uses may include documentation, 

scheduling, coding, inventory management, image analysis, triage support, decision support, 

remote monitoring, laboratory automation, and other workflows that return scarce human 

time or equipment time to productive use. 

A claimed productivity gain becomes an NRMS resource gain only after it is measured in 

effective output and quality. If an AI system reduces documentation time but does not 

increase available clinical service, improve access, reduce delays, or preserve quality, its 

adoption alone is not a healthcare resource gain. 

Double counting is prohibited. If AI compute has already contributed to RAMF as enabling 

digital capacity, and the same system later creates a measured increase in physician 

throughput, Appendix F attribution rules determine how the enabling and downstream 

gains are represented so the same causal improvement does not create duplicate monetary 

authority. 

8. Prevention as Resource Optimization 

Preventive care is important in AC because reducing avoidable disease can reduce future 

demand for scarce high-intensity healthcare resources. Prevention should nevertheless be 



measured carefully. A forecast that a program may prevent future hospitalizations is not the 

same as a realized increase in current healthcare capacity. 

The NRMS should distinguish three effects: 

• Preventive capacity added: additional screenings, primary-care encounters, 
vaccinations, counseling, monitoring, or other preventive services that can actually be 
delivered. 

• Demand avoided: measured reduction in downstream utilization attributable to 
successful prevention. 

• Capacity released: clinician hours, beds, procedures, diagnostics, or other scarce 
resources that become available for other patients because avoidable demand declined. 

Only verified changes enter current resource accounting. Forecasted benefits remain 

potential until observed. This prevents optimistic prevention assumptions from being 

converted prematurely into resource or monetary claims. 

9. Capacity Finance Follows the Healthcare Bottleneck 

No fixed percentage of RAMF issuance is reserved for healthcare, preventive infrastructure, 

or bank lending. When Appendix G identifies a healthcare bottleneck requiring capital 

investment, Appendix H determines whether a proposed project qualifies for public 

resource-capacity finance. 

Possible projects include new or expanded clinics, diagnostic laboratories, residency or 

training capacity, domestic pharmaceutical or medical-device production, telehealth 

infrastructure, regional emergency capacity, or automation systems that demonstrably 

release scarce clinical resources. The project must pass Appendix H additionality, 

measurability, feasibility, dependency, competitive-selection, milestone, and audit 

requirements. 

Existing private finance and recycled RAMF capital are considered before newly issued 

project money. Public finance exists to accelerate verified capacity needs, not to replace 

private capital that is already sufficient. 

10. Purchasing Power and the Ability to Consume New Healthcare Capacity 

Expanding healthcare supply is only one side of abundance. Citizens must also possess 

sufficient purchasing power to use the newly available capacity. If verified healthcare 

service capacity rises while household purchasing power is insufficient to consume it, 

Appendix F may justify directing a greater share of actual resource-supported issuance 

toward citizen purchasing power rather than toward another healthcare project. 

This is the monetary counterpart to resource expansion: more real care can support more 

nominal demand for care without requiring the same fixed quantity of service to be bid to a 

higher price. Resource growth creates the headroom; monetary conditions determine 

whether issuance is needed; allocation determines whether that issuance should support 

consumption or the next capacity constraint. 



During transition, existing Medicare, Medicaid, disability, veteran, institutional, or other 

healthcare commitments must be converted without abruptly removing access from current 

beneficiaries. The exact payment design can evolve, but transition accounting must 

preserve continuity of care while separating citizen purchasing support from provider-

capacity finance. 

11. Price, Competition, Quality, and Concentration 

Prices remain useful signals, but high spending cannot be mistaken for abundant healthcare. 

AC should measure the relationship among price, delivered capacity, utilization, quality, 

wait time, and regional concentration. A region with high prices, long delays, and 

concentrated providers may have a capacity or competition problem even when total 

spending is high. 

The preferred response is to identify and expand the constrained resource while preserving 

competition and patient choice. Where an essential service is structurally monopolistic or 

locally concentrated, the public dashboard should expose prices, capacity, quality, and 

access so that competition policy or other narrowly tailored safeguards can address market 

power without confusing price control with resource creation. 

Quality cannot be sacrificed to manufacture nominal capacity. A productivity gain that 

increases throughput while materially reducing safety or outcomes must be discounted or 

rejected by the NRMS quality adjustment. 

12. Maranatha Audit, Privacy, and Data Integrity 

Healthcare resource records can influence RAMF issuance, LSI incentives, capacity finance, 

and major public policy. Authoritative healthcare data therefore follows the Appendix G 

Maranatha provenance rules. Capacity claims, training counts, wait-time measurements, 

project milestones, quality measures, and material corrections must be versioned and 

auditable. 

Clinical privacy is a separate requirement. Maranatha should anchor aggregate resource 

records, proofs, authorizations, hashes, and audit lineage without publishing individual 

medical histories. Patient-level data should remain in legally appropriate systems; the 

public chain should prove the integrity of the aggregate inputs and decisions without 

turning healthcare participation into public surveillance. 

Knowingly falsifying or materially omitting healthcare resource data capable of affecting 

RAMF, public finance, strategic readiness, or national resource decisions falls under the 

serious data-integrity provisions established in Appendix G. Good-faith medical 

disagreement, revised measurements, and disclosed uncertainty remain distinct from 

deliberate deception. 

13. Illustrative Primary-Care Bottleneck Sequence 

Consider a region in which the NRMS records primary-care appointment delays above the 

target. A raw physician count alone cannot establish the solution. 



• Step 1 - Measure the final service gap: available quality-adjusted appointment capacity 
is below the regional target and wait times are rising. 

• Step 2 - Trace dependencies: clinician headcount is near the expected level, but a large 
share of qualified clinician time is unavailable for direct care because of administrative 
workload and inadequate support capacity. 

• Step 3 - Test alternatives: workflow automation and support-staff expansion can release 
more clinical hours faster than constructing another facility or waiting years for a new 
physician cohort. 

• Step 4 - Verify the gain: after deployment, the NRMS measures additional quality-
adjusted clinical hours and reduced appointment delay without deterioration in 
outcomes. 

• Step 5 - Apply RAMF: the verified increase in effective human service capacity 
contributes to the resource-supported monetary ceiling under Appendix F. 

• Step 6 - Reassess the remaining gap: if clinical hours remain below target because the 
physician pipeline is now the binding constraint, LSI incentives and training capacity 
can increase. If clinic rooms or diagnostics become the bottleneck, Appendix H finance 
follows that constraint instead. 

• Step 7 - Allocate monetary headroom only if needed: if additional care capacity exists 
but citizens lack purchasing power to use it, actual issuance may favor the citizen 
purchasing-power channel. 

The important feature is that AC does not pre-select one permanent healthcare 

intervention. The measured bottleneck determines the response, and the response changes 

as the bottleneck moves. 

14. Implementation Sequence 

Healthcare implementation should begin with a limited set of service classes that exercise 

different resource types and can be measured with defensible data. Primary care is a strong 

starting point because it combines human capacity, training pipelines, geographic 

distribution, prevention, digital augmentation, and final-service access. Diagnostic imaging 

or laboratory capacity can provide a second case dominated by equipment, throughput, 

maintenance, and staffing. Essential pharmaceuticals can provide a third case centered on 

manufacturing, supply-chain resilience, inventories, and import dependence. 

The objective of an initial healthcare pilot is not to redesign the entire health system at 

once. It is to prove that the NRMS can identify the real constraint, that incentives and 

finance can target it without double counting, and that measured increases in final care 

capacity feed correctly into RAMF and the public audit system. 

15. Governing Principle 

Healthcare abundance means that citizens can obtain the care they reasonably require, 

within appropriate time and geographic limits, at verified quality, because the underlying 

human, physical, manufactured, network, and digital resources actually exist. Financing is 

necessary, but financing is not the resource. Insurance is useful, but insurance is not the 

resource. The resource is the capacity to deliver care. 



AC therefore treats healthcare as a continuously measured production and service system: 

define the final care target, measure effective capacity, trace dependencies, identify the 

binding constraint, expand or release that capacity, verify the result, and then update the 

resource and monetary system from the measured reality. 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Appendix E: – Maranatha — The Citizen-Owned Public Infrastructure 

Layer for Abundance Capitalism 

A public audit layer for rules, flows, and integrity 

Abundance Capitalism depends on public trust. Trust improves when people can verify 
three things: 

1. The rules (what formulas and eligibility requirements exist) 
2. The flows (what was collected and what was paid out) 
3. The audit trail (what changed, when it changed, and who authorized it) 

Maranatha is the citizen-owned public infrastructure layer designed to make those 
three things verifiable at low cost. 
It is intended to function like public digital infrastructure: durable, auditable, and usable by 
states, counties, and citizens without requiring gatekeepers or opaque intermediaries. 

What Maranatha enables in Abundance Capitalism 

1) Dividend distribution with strong integrity 
Maranatha supports automated dividend distribution using a public rules engine: eligibility, 
household caps, child allocations, and legislated incentive multipliers are computed 
consistently from verifiable inputs. The result is fewer opportunities for administrative 
drift, duplicate payments, identity-based fraud, and hidden “skims,” with a clear audit trail 
for disputes and oversight. 

2) Transparent collection of the single consumption tax 
The consumption tax is applied at final point of sale, with essentials exempt, and recorded 
in a way that can be audited. This reduces complexity, improves enforcement, and makes 
the system legible: citizens can see the scale of collections and how they relate to dividends, 
debt paydown, and other allocations. 

3) Tamper-evident registries where integrity matters 
Maranatha can serve as an integrity layer for high-value records such as land titles, 
property deeds, and vehicle titles, making them easier to verify and harder to alter quietly. 
Where state law allows, this can reduce transfer friction and improve dispute resolution by 
ensuring a reliable history of ownership and changes. 

4) Consolidation of fragmented public registries 
Many government registries exist in siloed, inconsistent databases. Maranatha provides a 
shared audit standard for records such as professional licenses, business registrations, 
medical credentials, benefit eligibility records, and voter rolls—improving consistency, 
reducing operating cost, and making independent verification easier. 

5) Optional rails for civic and economic coordination 
Maranatha can also support opt-in tools that benefit citizens and small enterprises: 
transparent grant programs, warranty registries, co-ops, and community infrastructure 



initiatives. The aim is to reduce overhead and increase trust when groups coordinate 
resources. 

Privacy and Civil Liberties (explicit constraint) 

Maranatha is designed to maximize transparency of rules and flows while minimizing 
exposure of personal data. Where identity or eligibility must be proven, the objective is to 
verify legitimacy without publishing sensitive details (e.g., hashed records, selective 
disclosure, and privacy-preserving methods where appropriate). Public auditability should 
not require public exposure of private lives. 

Non-Negotiable Privacy Constraint (what Maranatha is NOT) 

Maranatha is not a central bank digital currency and is not a requirement that citizens 
transact through a government wallet. The objective is transparency of public rules and 
aggregate flows—not individual purchase surveillance. The system is designed so that 
public auditability does not imply public (or routine government) visibility into private 
transactions. 

Where eligibility must be proven, the target is “prove the fact without exposing the life”: 
selective disclosure, minimized data retention, and cryptographic proofs where 
appropriate. Any access to personally identifying eligibility records requires due process, 
strict logging, and independent oversight. AC is explicitly incompatible with a future in 
which economic participation is conditioned on universal, trackable government money. 

Governance and Change Control 

Public infrastructure must be hard to quietly modify. Governance Guardrails (anti-capture 
by design) 

To prevent quiet capture, AC governance must make rule changes slow, visible, and 
contestable. At minimum: 

1) Public notice and review windows for any rule change affecting tax rates, dividend 
formulas, eligibility, or household caps. 

2) A supermajority requirement for changes that expand exemptions, weaken auditability, 
or increase discretionary spending channels. 

3) A “citizen-verifiable build” standard: independent parties can reproduce and verify the 
deployed rules from publicly published specifications. 

4) A permanent public change log: what changed, why, who voted, and what the projected 
impact is. 

The goal is simple: no hidden policy shifts, no silent skims, and no administrative drift. 

 



Maranatha is intended to support: 

• publicly inspectable rules (what the system does and how), 
• versioned upgrades (changes are explicit, trackable, and reviewable), 
• independent audit tooling (citizens, journalists, watchdogs, and agencies can 

verify activity without special access). 

Current Status and Implementation Approach 

A practical rollout begins with pilots: a state or large county can run dividend distribution 
and consumption-tax settlement in parallel with legacy systems, producing measurable 
results on cost, fraud reduction, reliability, and citizen experience. The implementation 
focus is less on novelty and more on operational basics: identity/eligibility interfaces, audit 
dashboards, and reliable settlement. 

Funding approach: Maranatha is treated as public infrastructure. The intent is to avoid 
insider capture and align development with real deployments and measurable public 
benefit. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Appendix F: – The Resource-Anchored Monetary Formula (RAMF) 
 

Core principle: A verified net increase in effective productive capacity - including human productive 
capacity - may increase the quantity of money the economy can safely support. Resource growth 
creates permissible monetary capacity; it does not require that the full amount be issued. Actual 
issuance occurs only when monetary conditions justify it, and allocation follows the resource and 
purchasing-power needs identified by the National Resource Management System (NRMS). 

 

1. Purpose of RAMF 

Abundance Capitalism rejects the premise that monetary claims can create real abundance. 

New purchasing power is sustainable only to the extent that the economy can supply 

additional goods, services, productive capacity, or resilience without forcing more money to 

compete for an unchanged quantity of resources. RAMF therefore links monetary expansion 

to independently verified increases in real productive capacity recorded by the NRMS. 

RAMF does not attempt to assign one physical unit to unlike resources. Copper tonnes, 

physician-hours, megawatt-hours, housing capacity, agricultural output, transformer 

capacity, and AI compute remain measured in their natural units. The monetary system 

consumes those audited physical records through a normalized resource-capacity index and 

a separate monetary-stability rule. 

The revised RAMF separates three operations that must not be conflated: measurement of 

real resource growth, authorization of a maximum permissible monetary increase, and 

allocation of any money actually issued. 

NRMS MEASURES VERIFIED REAL CAPACITY 

↓ 
RAMF converts heterogeneous gains into an aggregate real-capacity change 

↓ 

RAMF establishes a maximum permissible issuance ceiling 

↓ 
Price stability and liquidity conditions determine actual issuance 

↓ 
Dividend and capacity-finance rules determine allocation 

↓ 
MARANATHA RECORDS THE ENTIRE LINEAGE 

2. What Counts as an Eligible Resource Gain 

All eight Appendix G resource archetypes are eligible to support RAMF when they produce a 

verified net increase in effective national productive capacity. Human productive capacity is 

therefore treated on the same conceptual footing as physical productive capacity. Eligibility 

depends on what additional output or service can actually be delivered, not on whether the 

underlying resource is material, biological, human, digital, or infrastructural. 



Eligible gains may include, subject to the archetype-specific rules in Appendix G: 

• additional effective output from manufactured, agricultural, energy, mining, or other 

production; 

• new or expanded installed productive capacity that can actually be operated; 

• verified increases in qualified human service capacity, such as additional quality-

adjusted physician-hours; 

• network or throughput expansion that increases reliable deliverable flow; 

• digital or compute expansion measured as effective delivered capability rather than raw 

hardware count; 

• new accessible or economically recoverable reserves when the applicable reserve 

classification and access criteria are satisfied; 

• automation, AI, process, or organizational improvements that increase effective 

deliverable output from an unchanged physical stock; 

• verified resilience, redundancy, strategic reserve, or surge-capacity improvements 

where the governing RAMF rules recognize those gains. 

Potential is not the same as current capacity. A medical student, an unpermitted mine, an 

asteroid estimate, an announced data center, or a theoretical automation improvement may 

raise future potential but does not by itself create an eligible realized capacity gain. The 

NRMS state and confidence rules determine when potential becomes sufficiently accessible, 

verified, and operational to enter RAMF accounting. 

3. Human Productive Capacity Is a Mint-Eligible Resource 

Human productive capacity must not be excluded merely because it is embodied in people 

rather than machinery. If the country can now deliver more qualified medical care, 

engineering work, technical maintenance, education, or another scarce service than it could 

previously deliver, then real resource availability has increased. 

The relevant measure is effective deliverable capacity, not raw headcount. For healthcare, 

the resource gain may be additional quality-adjusted physician-hours or additional verified 

patient-service capacity. The increase can result from more qualified practitioners, higher 

participation, lower attrition, better utilization, reduced administrative burden, improved 

geographic accessibility, AI augmentation, or other measured productivity gains. 

Delta H_eff = H_eff,t - H_eff,t-1 

A positive Delta H_eff may contribute to RAMF in the same manner as a verified increase in 

another resource archetype. This matters because greater service capacity can support 

greater purchasing power. If more care can actually be delivered, the economy can support 

additional demand for that care without requiring the same fixed quantity of physician time 

to be bid to a higher nominal price. 

Human-capacity incentives and human-capacity minting must nevertheless remain distinct 

concepts. Labor Strain Index (LSI) incentives influence how rapidly scarce human capacity 

expands. The resulting verified increase in effective capacity may support RAMF. The 

incentive itself is not a second independent claim on money creation. 



4. Converting Heterogeneous Resource Gains Into a Common Monetary Signal 

Because unlike resources cannot be added directly, RAMF must first convert each resource 

into a dimensionless measure of how much effective capacity exists relative to its audited 

target or reference requirement. The objective is not to assign an arbitrary political dollar 

value to a tonne of copper or an hour of medical care. It is to measure how national capacity 

changes relative to the resource requirements AC is attempting to satisfy. 

For each resource r, geography g, and time t, define an effective-capacity ratio: 

C_r,g,t = Effective Available Capacity_r,g,t / Target Capacity_r,g,t 

The NRMS then applies a published contribution function to C so that progress below target 

receives substantial weight while excessive surplus in one resource cannot generate 

unlimited monetary authority or compensate mechanically for a severe shortage in another. 

The contribution function should therefore be monotonic but bounded or strongly 

diminishing once the relevant target and resilience requirements have been met. 

Each resource contribution is then assigned a transparent reference weight. Weights are 

derived from the standard-of-living resource basket, final service requirements, and critical 

enabling dependencies. They are not discretionary annual appropriations and may not be 

changed to manufacture additional minting capacity. All weights, target definitions, 

saturation rules, and methodological revisions are versioned and auditable through 

Maranatha. 

Mint accounting must hold the applicable target definitions, reference weights, and 

contribution functions constant over the accounting period. A later decision to lower a 

target, change a weight, or redefine a unit cannot itself create a resource gain. 

Methodological revisions establish a new forward baseline and are separately disclosed; 

they do not retroactively generate monetary authority. 

NRCI_t = Sum_r [ w_r * phi_r(C_r,t) ] 

NRCI is the National Resource Capacity Index. The function phi_r is the published 

contribution or saturation function for resource r, and w_r is its normalized reference 

weight. The index preserves the underlying physical records; it does not replace them. 

Every change in NRCI must be traceable back to the exact NRMS resource gains that 

produced it. 

Critical resource floors operate alongside the aggregate index. Growth in one abundant 

resource cannot be used to justify broad purchasing-power expansion while an essential 

resource is below a statutory minimum and deteriorating. In that condition, the rules engine 

may reduce the usable issuance ceiling or restrict allocation toward the projects needed to 

restore the binding resource floor. 

5. Additionality, Attribution, and the No-Double-Counting Rule 

RAMF must distinguish legitimate downstream productivity gains from duplicate monetary 

claims on the same causal event. An industrial robot may be recorded as a manufactured 



good, installed productive capacity, and an automation input to another factory. An AI 

system may increase both digital compute capacity and physician productivity. Those states 

are economically real, but the same incremental gain cannot be used repeatedly to justify 

separate minting authority. 

Each mint-eligible capacity change therefore receives a unique gain lineage and an 

attribution state: 

• DIRECT: the gain is counted directly in the final or independently useful resource 

capacity; 

• ENABLING: the gain is counted as productive enabling capacity before downstream 

output has materialized; 

• ATTRIBUTED: the gain is allocated among multiple downstream resources using a 

published attribution method; 

• CONSUMED IN DOWNSTREAM GAIN: the enabling gain remains in the NRMS but is 

excluded from additional mint authorization because its monetary contribution is 

already represented in verified downstream capacity. 

As downstream output becomes measurable, an enabling-capacity claim may be superseded 

by the verified downstream gain. This preserves the full resource history while preventing 

one machine, algorithm, facility, discovery, or labor improvement from authorizing money 

multiple times. 

6. Resource Growth Establishes an Issuance Ceiling, Not an Issuance Command 

The change in NRCI provides the real-capacity side of the monetary rule. RAMF then 

converts that real-capacity growth into a maximum permissible change in the money 

supply. A resource gain therefore creates monetary headroom; it does not require the 

government to issue the maximum amount. 

g_R,t = (NRCI_t - NRCI_t-1) / NRCI_t-1 

Delta M_R,max,t = M_ref,t * k_t * g_R,t 

M_ref is the defined monetary reference aggregate used by the RAMF rules engine. Its 

definition is fixed by statute or published rule, version-controlled, and cannot be switched 

opportunistically among monetary aggregates to create additional headroom. The factor k_t 

is a bounded macroeconomic conversion factor that translates verified real-capacity growth 

into permissible monetary growth. Unlike the former single k applied directly to unlike 

physical resources, this k operates only after heterogeneous resource gains have been 

normalized into a dimensionless national capacity change. 

The actual resource-supported issuance is constrained by the ceiling: 

0 <= Delta M_R,actual,t <= Delta M_R,max,t 

The full ceiling should not be issued when existing liquidity, credit creation, velocity, or 

purchasing power is already sufficient to absorb the new productive capacity without 

damaging price stability. Conversely, persistent deflationary pressure, insufficient 



purchasing power, or a documented shortage of finance for eligible capacity projects may 

justify using more of the authorized headroom. 

7. Setting k and Preventing Monetary Whipsaw 

The parameter k_t is not a political dial and may not be changed to manufacture fiscal room. 

It is a published, rate-limited monetary conversion factor governed by observable 

conditions and independent audit. At minimum, it operates under four constraints: 

• Price-stability constraint: sustained inflation above the statutory band reduces 

permissible issuance; persistent deflationary pressure may permit a larger share of the 

resource-supported ceiling to be used. 

• Liquidity and velocity constraint: material changes in money velocity, bank-credit 

conditions, or transaction liquidity are incorporated so that resource growth does not 

mechanically force equal percentage growth in the monetary base. 

• Audit-confidence constraint: disputed, low-confidence, highly estimated, or recently 

revised NRMS gains receive haircuts or are excluded until verification is sufficient. 

• Predictability constraint: changes to k and the actual issuance rate are bounded and 

rate-limited to avoid abrupt monetary shocks. 

The rules engine should publish both the theoretical resource-supported ceiling and the 

smaller amount, if any, actually issued. A period of large resource growth with no new 

issuance is therefore possible and legitimate. 

8. Allocation of Actual Issuance: Purchasing Power Versus Capacity Finance 

The prior fixed 50/50 split between dividends and bank lending is replaced by a needs-

based allocation rule. Once RAMF determines how much new money, if any, should actually 

be issued, the system must determine where that money can be absorbed without creating a 

new bottleneck or leaving newly available resources without sufficient purchasing power. 

Actual issuance may be allocated between two principal channels: 

• Citizen purchasing power: dividend or other authorized citizen distribution that allows 

newly available final goods and services to be purchased and consumed. 

• Resource capacity finance: RAMF-qualified lending or other Appendix H financing used 

to resolve verified bottlenecks, dependencies, resilience deficiencies, or capacity 

expansions. 

The allocation share is determined by measured need rather than a permanent percentage. 

If final consumer-service capacity has expanded but household purchasing power is 

insufficient to utilize it, a larger dividend share may be appropriate. If Appendix G identifies 

a binding transformer, refining, training, energy, or infrastructure constraint and Appendix 

H has qualified projects ready to proceed, a larger capacity-finance share may be 

appropriate. 

Existing private finance and the Appendix H Resource Capacity Revolving Pool are 

considered before newly issued project capital is allocated. RAMF should not create fresh 



project money merely because a project exists when adequate recycled or private capital 

can finance it. 

9. Human Productive Capacity Component and Incentive Allocation 

AC may retain the notation Delta M_P for policy continuity, but its meaning must be explicit. 

Verified increases in human productive capacity are fully mint-eligible resource gains under 

RAMF. Delta M_P is therefore the attributable human-capacity component of the total 

resource-supported monetary ceiling, not a second additive mint on top of Delta M_R. 

In other words, Delta M_R represents the total resource-supported monetary capacity 

derived from all eight Appendix G resource archetypes, including human productive 

capacity. Delta M_P identifies the portion of that capacity attributable to verified human 

productive-capacity gains. It may be used for reporting, incentive calibration, and allocation 

analysis, but it cannot be added again to Delta M_R when calculating total new money. 

LSI-based training, work, retirement, and related incentives are allocation mechanisms 

intended to create or preserve scarce human capacity. Their funding is drawn from actual 

authorized monetary flows. The incentive itself does not independently re-value physician-

hours, engineers, technicians, or other human capacity that has already contributed to 

RAMF. 

This produces a clean causal sequence: incentives may help create additional human 

productive capacity; the NRMS verifies the realized increase; that increase contributes to 

the RAMF resource-supported ceiling and is identified in the Delta M_P subledger; and any 

resulting actual issuance can increase purchasing power or finance the next verified 

constraint. 

LSI / HUMAN-CAPACITY INCENTIVE 

↓ 
More training, participation, retention, or productivity 

↓ 
NRMS verifies greater effective human capacity 

↓ 

RAMF recognizes eligible real resource growth 

↓ 
Permissible issuance increases if monetary conditions require it 

↓ 
PURCHASING POWER AND/OR NEXT CAPACITY PROJECT 

10. Transition Stabilization Mint 

AC retains a temporary Transition Stabilization Mint during the startup phase because the 

tax, dividend, debt, and monetary systems cannot be assumed to reach steady-state 

equilibrium immediately. Transition issuance is not evidence of permanent resource-

supported monetary growth and must therefore be separately identified from RAMF 

resource issuance. 



The Transition Stabilization Mint should be governed by the following constraints: 

• statutory start and expiration dates; 

• a published maximum annual and cumulative authorization; 

• separate Maranatha accounting from resource-supported issuance; 

• automatic reduction as consumption-tax revenue, efficiency savings, debt retirement, 

resource growth, and the revolving capital system mature; 

• no conversion into a permanent discretionary deficit-financing mechanism; 

• public reporting of every issuance, purpose, outstanding transition balance, and 

scheduled phase-down. 

Once the transition authority expires, new money creation is governed by verified resource-

supported capacity and any narrowly defined monetary-stability rules enacted within the 

AC framework. 

11. Debt Reduction, RAMF Loans, and Recycled Principal 

Debt reduction is a monetary sink and is not a minting bucket. RAMF loan repayment is also 

not new money creation. Appendix H governs the treatment of returned public RAMF 

principal and must remain synchronized with the monetary ledger. 

While national debt remains outstanding: 

• repaid RAMF public principal normally flows to debt retirement; 

• a documented Appendix H Critical Resource Reinvestment Exception may redirect only 

the amount required to resolve a verified bottleneck, threatened capacity, or critical 

expansion; 

• any unneeded portion continues to debt reduction. 

After national debt has been eliminated: 

• repaid RAMF public principal enters the restricted Resource Capacity Revolving Pool; 

• redeployment of that principal is recycling of existing money, not new issuance; 

• recycled capital may finance qualifying replacement, maintenance, resilience, or 

expansion projects without generating a new mint merely because the same dollars are 

lent again. 

The monetary ledger must separately display new issuance, outstanding RAMF public 

principal, repayments, debt retirement, revolving-pool balances, defaults, recoveries, and 

physical resource gains. 

12. Resource Losses, Depreciation, and Negative Capacity Changes 

RAMF must account for decreases as well as increases. Resource depletion, destroyed 

capacity, retirement of productive assets, loss of qualified human capacity, declining quality, 

network failure, reduced accessibility, or other verified deterioration can reduce NRCI and 

therefore reduce future monetary headroom. 

A negative resource change does not require an automatic, abrupt contraction of the money 

supply. Forced monetary destruction could destabilize contracts and credit markets. 



Instead, negative capacity changes first reduce or eliminate new issuance authority, 

increase the priority of replacement and bottleneck projects, and activate the price-stability 

safeguards. Persistent structural losses may require gradual monetary absorption through 

debt retirement, budget surpluses, loan repayments, or other rule-based sinks rather than 

discretionary shocks. 

13. Imports, Exports, and Foreign Resource Capacity 

Resource availability is not identical to domestic production. Imports can increase 

resources available to U.S. consumers and industry, while exports can reduce domestic 

availability but generate claims on foreign output. The NRMS must therefore distinguish 

domestic productive capacity, accessible foreign supply, strategic dependence, trade flows, 

and resilience. 

RAMF should not automatically mint against gross imports or exports. Foreign resources 

may contribute to the capacity index only to the extent that the governing rules recognize 

them as durable, contractually accessible, sufficiently resilient, and relevant to U.S. effective 

availability. Strategic dependence, supplier concentration, geopolitical risk, and transport 

vulnerability reduce that contribution. Domestic capacity and secure allied capacity may 

therefore receive different resilience adjustments even when nominal annual supply is 

equal. 

14. Maranatha Audit and Public Reproducibility 

Every material input and output of RAMF must be reproducible from the Maranatha audit 

lineage. The public should be able to determine which NRMS records supported an issuance 

ceiling, which resource weights and saturation functions were in force, what k value 

applied, what confidence haircuts were used, how much issuance was authorized, how 

much was actually created, and where the issued money was allocated. 

At minimum, each RAMF calculation period should record: 

• NRMS snapshot and schema versions; 

• resource gains and losses included or excluded; 

• gain-lineage and double-counting treatment; 

• NRCI before and after the period; 

• resource-supported growth rate; 

• k and all stability adjustments; 

• theoretical issuance ceiling; 

• actual issuance; 

• dividend allocation, capacity-finance allocation, and any other authorized allocation; 

• debt-retirement and revolving-capital flows; 

• validators, disputes, corrections, and later supersessions. 

A correction to resource data or monetary methodology does not erase the historical 

calculation. The original calculation remains reconstructable, and the correction explicitly 

identifies whether prior issuance was conservative, excessive, or unaffected under the 

revised information. 



15. Illustrative Examples 

15.1 Primary-Care Capacity 

Suppose effective primary-care capacity rises because more physicians complete training, 

administrative automation returns clinical hours to practitioners, and validated AI tools 

improve throughput without reducing quality. The NRMS records the net increase in 

quality-adjusted care capacity. That increase contributes to NRCI. RAMF may therefore 

recognize additional monetary headroom. If healthcare capacity is available but citizen 

purchasing power is insufficient to consume it, the allocation rule may direct a larger 

portion of actual issuance toward dividends rather than toward another healthcare facility. 

15.2 Copper and Refining Capacity 

A newly discovered copper deposit increases geological potential but does not immediately 

create equivalent minting authority. As the deposit becomes characterized, economically 

recoverable, permitted, connected to extraction infrastructure, and supported by adequate 

refining capacity, progressively stronger NRMS states become eligible. If refining rather 

than ore availability is the binding constraint, Appendix H financing should follow the 

refining bottleneck rather than the larger headline estimate of underground copper. 

15.3 AI Compute and Downstream Productivity 

Additional AI compute may enter the NRMS as digital productive capacity. If that compute 

later produces verified productivity gains in healthcare, manufacturing, logistics, or another 

resource, RAMF must apply the attribution rules so that the same underlying improvement 

is not counted once as compute capacity and again in full as each downstream gain. The 

resource history remains visible, but mint authority follows unique, non-duplicated capacity 

gain. 

16. Governing RAMF Structure 

The revised steady-state structure can be expressed conceptually as: 

NRCI_t = Sum_r [ w_r * phi_r( EffectiveCapacity_r,t / Target_r,t ) ] 

g_R,t = (NRCI_t - NRCI_t-1) / NRCI_t-1 

Delta M_R,max,t = M_ref,t * k_t * g_R,t 

0 <= Delta M_R,actual,t <= Delta M_R,max,t 

Delta M_P,t is a reported subset of Delta M_R,t, not an additive mint 

Delta M_R,actual,t = Delta M_dividend,t + Delta M_capacity,t + other specifically authorized 

RAMF allocations 

Steady state: Delta M_total,t = Delta M_R,actual,t 

Transition only: Delta M_total,t = Delta M_R,actual,t + Delta M_S,actual,t 

These equations separate attribution, issuance, and allocation. Delta M_P identifies the 

human-capacity-derived portion of resource-supported monetary capacity; it is already 

contained within Delta M_R. The dividend and capacity shares change with verified 



conditions. Human-capacity incentives remain a means of producing needed capacity, not a 

second claim on the same realized gain. 

17. Institutional Authority: Measurement, Calculation, Validation, and 

Execution Must Be Separate 

RAMF is rules-based only if no institution can both create the input facts and spend the 

monetary result. Four functions are therefore separated by statute and by data lineage: 

NRMS measurement authorities collect and publish the resource records in their 

natural units, with source, confidence, geography, quality, accessibility, 

depreciation, and methodology history. They have no authority to issue money or 

select projects. 

A RAMF Calculation Office applies the public NRCI and monetary-headroom 

specification to the frozen NRMS version for the period and publishes the 

theoretical ceiling, every haircut, and a reproducible calculation package. It cannot 

alter source measurements or execute issuance. 

An independent Validation and Audit function verifies the input version, 

methodology, no-double-counting lineage, and calculation. A disputed increment is 

excluded from new headroom until resolved; the uncontested baseline remains in 

force. 

The monetary execution authority — using the existing central-bank operating 

machinery unless changed by separate law — determines actual issuance only 

within the validated RAMF ceiling and the statutory price-stability, 

liquidity/velocity, audit-confidence, and rate-limit rules. It may issue less than the 

ceiling or zero; it may never issue more because a project or political objective is 

desirable. 

Congress sets the statutory bands, permissible formulas, appointment structures, 

and emergency/war authorities, but may not direct a specific period's ordinary 

issuance outside the published rule. Methodology changes apply prospectively and 

cannot retroactively manufacture headroom. 

When validated models materially disagree, the disputed amount is treated as unavailable 

capacity rather than averaged into existence. The public record must show the competing 

results, the reason for disagreement, and the condition required to release the excluded 

headroom. 

No body may simultaneously measure, validate, calculate, and execute. The separation of 

powers is part of the monetary formula, not an administrative preference. 

18. Governing Principle 
Measure the real increase first. Establish the maximum monetary capacity it can support second. Issue 
only what monetary conditions require. Allocate that issuance to the purchasing-power or productive-
capacity channel that the audited resource system identifies as necessary. Never count the same 
resource gain twice. 

 



RAMF therefore anchors money to the economy's demonstrated ability to deliver more real 

goods, services, productive capacity, and resilience. It does not promise that every resource 

discovery creates spendable money, that every increase requires issuance, or that all 

issuance must be divided by a fixed formula. The system is deliberately asymmetric: real 

capacity must be proven before it can support monetary expansion, while unused monetary 

headroom may remain unused indefinitely. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Appendix G - National Resource Management System 
Classification, Measurement, Dependency Mapping, Targets, and Audit 

Core principle 
Abundance Capitalism treats material prosperity as a resource-management problem. Money, 
incentives, and financial claims cannot substitute for resources that do not exist. The Resource 
Management System therefore measures what society requires, what presently exists, what can 
be produced, what constrains expansion, and how rapidly each gap is closing. 

 

1. Purpose and Role in Abundance Capitalism 

Abundance Capitalism (AC) requires an authoritative resource-management architecture 

capable of converting a standard-of-living objective into measurable resource requirements. 

The system is intended to answer a practical sequence of questions: What resources are 

required? How much exists today? How much is produced and consumed? What is the gap 

between present capacity and the target? What additional capacity is technically and 

economically achievable? What dependencies constrain expansion? Which projects would 

close the gap fastest and most efficiently? 

The Resource Management System is not a command economy or a mechanism for directing 

ordinary private consumption. Firms and citizens remain free to invest, produce, innovate, 

work, and consume according to their own choices. The system functions as national 

instrumentation: a common measurement layer for identifying genuine shortages, 

evaluating resilience, calibrating labor incentives, directing Resource-Anchored Monetary 

Formula (RAMF) lending toward verified bottlenecks, and determining whether claimed 

increases in productive capacity actually occurred. 

The system must be capable of operating at multiple levels. A resource may be measured 

globally, nationally, by state, by region, by supply-chain node, or by facility. The same 

resource can therefore have different targets and constraints at different geographic scales. 

The system must also preserve time-series history so that trends, rates of gap closure, 

depletion, productivity gains, and forecast accuracy can be audited rather than inferred 

from snapshots. 

Operational sequence 
Standard of living target -> final resource and service targets -> current resource state -> target 
gaps -> dependency graph -> binding bottlenecks -> qualified projects and incentives -> 
measured gap closure -> updated targets and forecasts. 

 

2. Resource Ontology: Schema Families, Not Sector Silos 

Economic sectors do not determine database structure. Healthcare, agriculture, energy, 

housing, manufacturing, transportation, mining, and artificial intelligence are domains 



containing resources with different physical and operational behavior. The database 

therefore classifies each resource by resource archetype. A common resource record is 

shared across all archetypes, while specialized fields attach only where they are physically 

meaningful. 

Resource archetype Fundamental 
quantity 

Specialized dimensions Examples 

1. Depletable Natural 
Stock 

Finite stock plus 
extraction and 
recovery over time 

Proven and probable reserves, ore 
grade, extraction capacity, recovery, 
refining, recycling, depletion 

Copper, lithium, iron ore, 
rare earths, oil, natural 
gas 

2. Renewable 
Biological or Natural 
Production 

Sustainable 
production per period 

Regeneration, acreage, yield, 
seasonality, weather exposure, 
biological limits, storage losses 

Wheat, corn, livestock, 
timber, fisheries 

3. Manufactured 
Goods 

Units or standardized 
output produced per 
period 

Factory capacity, utilization, bill of 
materials, yield, lead time, defects, 
quality, automation, scale-up 

Medical equipment, 
semiconductors, 
pharmaceuticals, robots, 
transformers 

4. Durable Productive 
Capacity 

Installed usable stock 
and service life 

Installed base, additions, 
depreciation, useful life, utilization, 
location, maintenance, conversion or 
surge capacity 

Factories, hospitals, 
housing, power plants, 
warehouses, data centers 

5. Human Productive 
Capacity 

Qualified labor or 
effective service 
capacity 

Training pipeline, credentialing, 
attrition, retirement, geographic 
distribution, workload, productivity, 
AI augmentation 

Physicians, nurses, 
engineers, electricians, 
teachers, technicians 

6. Network and 
Throughput Capacity 

Reliable flow per unit 
time 

Topology, bottlenecks, peak load, 
redundancy, congestion, loss rates, 
interconnection, resilience 

Electric grid, ports, rail, 
pipelines, roads, water 
distribution, fiber 
networks 

7. Digital and Compute 
Capacity 

Effective computation 
or digital service per 
unit time 

Hardware generation, software 
efficiency, utilization, power, cooling, 
networking, rapid obsolescence 

AI accelerators, inference 
capacity, HPC, cloud 
compute, storage 

8. Composite Service 
Capacity 

Final service delivered 
to citizens or industry 

Depends on multiple underlying 
resource classes; must measure 
quantity, accessibility, response 
time, and quality together 

Primary-care visits, 
surgeries, education 
seats, freight movement, 
emergency response, 
housing availability 

 

A single economic domain may therefore contain several resource archetypes. In 

healthcare, a physician is human productive capacity; a hospital is durable productive 

capacity; an MRI scanner is first a manufactured good and then installed productive 

capacity; electricity and communications are network dependencies; and completed 

diagnostic examinations are composite services. This separation prevents unlike resources 

from being forced into a single sector-specific schema. 

3. Universal Resource Record 

Every resource, regardless of archetype, requires a common management record. 

Specialized tables extend the common record, but the following dimensions must be 



available system-wide so that AC can compare progress, identify constraints, and audit 

policy outcomes without pretending that unlike resources share the same physical unit. 

Universal dimension Representative fields 

Identity and classification resource_id; resource_name; resource_type; resource_domain; unit_of_measure; 
description; schema_version 

Geography and time country; state/region; facility or node where applicable; measurement period; 
effective date 

Target and current state target_quantity; current_quantity; target_basis; target_year; target_gap; 
gap_percentage 

Flow and change annual_production; annual_consumption; additions; losses; imports; exports; 
net_change 

Potential technical_potential; economic_potential; accessible_potential; 
expansion_lead_time; expected_capacity_additions 

Performance utilization; productivity; quality_score; reliability; loss_or_reject_rate; 
cost_or_resource_intensity 

Automation and AI automation_share; automation_potential; AI adoption; AI efficiency effect; labor 
displacement or augmentation effect 

Resilience domestic_self_sufficiency; strategic_reserve; redundancy; surge_capacity; 
supplier_concentration; critical_import_dependence 

Gap closure historical_growth_rate; current_gap_closure_rate; forecast_gap_closure_rate; 
estimated_target_date; confidence interval 

Dependencies and 
constraints 

dependency_ids; substitution_options; primary_constraints; permitting or 
infrastructure constraints; known bottlenecks 

Evidence and audit source_ids; measurement_method; source_confidence; measurement_confidence; 
validation_status; last_verified; responsible_entity 

 

The common record must not collapse physical quantity and effective service capacity into 

the same variable. A fixed number of physicians, machines, or data centers can deliver more 

effective output after automation, better utilization, workflow redesign, or AI augmentation. 

AC must therefore retain both the physical resource state and the effective output state so 

that productivity improvements are visible without creating fictitious physical assets. 

Effective Resource Output = Physical Capacity x Utilization x Automation Effect x AI 

Efficiency Effect x Quality/Availability Adjustment 

4. Target Construction and Gap Management 

AC begins with the standard-of-living objective and works backward into measurable final 

resources and services. Targets should therefore be expressed first in the units that matter 

to citizens or to productive systems, then decomposed into the inputs necessary to deliver 

those outcomes. 

• A healthcare target should be expressed in effective care capacity, access, response time, 
and quality rather than physician count alone. 



• A housing target should distinguish habitable housing capacity, location, affordability of 
production, construction throughput, maintenance, and infrastructure dependencies 
rather than merely counting structures. 

• An energy target should distinguish generation, firm capacity, transmission, storage, 
fuel availability, reliability, and regional delivery constraints. 

• An AI target should be expressed in effective compute or service capacity and then 
decomposed into accelerators, semiconductor fabrication, data centers, power, cooling, 
networking, construction, and specialized labor. 

• A food target should distinguish consumable output, nutritional categories, storage, 
spoilage, processing, logistics, and production resilience rather than measuring acreage 
alone. 

For each resource r in geography g and time t, the system should maintain a transparent 

target gap: 

Gap(r,g,t) = Target(r,g,t) - Effective Available Capacity(r,g,t) 

The gap must be paired with a rate of closure and a forecast. A resource may be below 

target but rapidly converging, or only modestly below target while structurally unable to 

improve. Those conditions require different responses. Forecasts must therefore preserve 

assumptions, confidence intervals, dependency constraints, and forecast error history. 

5. Resource Dependency Graph and Bottleneck Detection 

Every resource can depend on other resources. The Resource Management System must 

therefore model the economy as a directed resource dependency graph rather than a 

collection of independent statistical tables. Each dependency relationship identifies the 

required input resource, the quantity or intensity required, the substitution possibilities, 

the geographic requirement, and any lead-time or quality constraints. 

AI COMPUTE CAPACITY 

  requires -> accelerators 

  requires -> semiconductor fabrication 

  requires -> electricity generation 

  requires -> grid interconnection and transformers 

  requires -> data-center construction 

  requires -> cooling equipment and water 

  requires -> fiber and networking 

  requires -> specialized technical labor 

 

A target increase in one resource can therefore propagate requirements backward through 

its dependencies. The system should identify the binding constraint: the dependency whose 

shortage, lead time, quality limitation, or geographic concentration prevents the parent 

resource from expanding at the required rate. 

Project-management consequence 
The system should not merely report that a target is below requirement. It should identify why. 
For example, an AI compute target may be constrained not by accelerator supply but by 



transformers, electrical interconnection, cooling equipment, construction capacity, or 
semiconductor packaging. RAMF-backed investment should be able to follow the actual 
bottleneck rather than the most visible industry headline. 

 

Dependencies also prevent double counting. A robot may appear as a manufactured good 

when produced, durable productive capacity when installed, and an automation multiplier 

when it increases output elsewhere. Those are related but distinct economic states. The 

dependency and lineage model must ensure that the same underlying asset is not counted 

multiple times as independent national wealth. 

6. Specialized Resource Models: Illustrative Examples 

6.1 Depletable natural stock - copper 

A depletable-stock resource must distinguish geological existence from actual productive 

availability. A copper record may therefore include identified resource, inferred resource, 

probable reserve, proven reserve, ore grade, recovery rate, permitted extraction capacity, 

concentrate capacity, smelting/refining capacity, recycled supply, imports, exports, 

inventories, and annual consumption. A discovery can substantially raise long-run potential 

without immediately increasing usable copper supply. 

identified geological resource 

  -> inferred / characterized resource 

  -> probable reserve 

  -> proven economically recoverable reserve 

  -> permitted and accessible extraction capacity 

  -> mined output 

  -> refined usable material 

  -> manufacturing / infrastructure consumption 

 

6.2 Human productive capacity - primary care 

Human-capacity resources require pipeline dynamics rather than reserve accounting. A 

primary-care model should include qualified practitioners, FTE-equivalent capacity, 

patient-service capacity, geographic distribution, workload, training entrants, training 

duration, graduation rate, licensing, residency capacity, attrition, retirement, 

immigration/emigration, part-time share, quality, and AI-enabled productivity. The target is 

effective care capacity, not a raw headcount. 

6.3 Digital and compute capacity - AI 

AI capacity is a fast-depreciating digital resource whose effective output depends on 

hardware generation, software efficiency, utilization, power, cooling, networking, and 

workload characteristics. The system should distinguish installed hardware from effective 

compute delivered. Improvements in algorithms or inference efficiency can raise usable AI 

capacity even when the physical installed base is unchanged. Conversely, a large installed 



accelerator inventory may have limited effective value if grid access, networking, cooling, or 

software utilization is inadequate. 

6.4 Renewable production - agriculture 

Agricultural resources regenerate and therefore require a production-and-renewal model. 

Relevant fields include land or production area, yield, harvest frequency, water availability, 

fertilizer and nutrient inputs, seed or genetic stock, machinery, labor, weather exposure, 

disease risk, storage, spoilage, processing, logistics, and soil or ecological constraints. 

Technical potential must identify the assumptions required to obtain it; a theoretical 

maximum without water, fertilizer, energy, equipment, or logistics is not operational 

potential. 

7. Automation, AI, and Rapid Expansion of Resource Potential 

The Resource Management System must distinguish an increase in the physical stock of a 

resource from an increase in the portion that can be economically or technically accessed. 

Automation, robotics, artificial intelligence, improved processing, new energy systems, and 

new logistics can transform previously marginal resources into economically recoverable 

resources without changing the underlying physical deposit or biological stock. 

physical stock: may be unchanged 

technical potential: increases when new technology makes recovery possible 

economic potential: increases when cost and productivity improve 

accessibility: increases when infrastructure, permitting, logistics, or safety improve 

effective output: increases when automation, AI, utilization, or quality improve 

labor requirement: may decline even while total production rises 

 

This distinction allows AC to capture the expected resource expansion from autonomous 

extraction and manufacturing without inventing resources. A robotic mining system that 

sharply lowers extraction cost can move material from uneconomic potential into 

economically recoverable reserve and can raise extraction capacity. The database records 

the changed status and its evidence rather than treating the technology itself as newly 

created mineral stock. 

8. Extraterrestrial and Newly Accessible Resources 

The ontology must be location-independent. If commercially usable resources are 

discovered or developed on the Moon, asteroids, orbital facilities, or other extraterrestrial 

locations, they enter the Resource Management System under the same accounting 

principles used for terrestrial discoveries. No separate monetary or resource theory is 

required. 

• Discovery establishes identified or inferred potential, not immediately usable supply. 

• Characterization can increase confidence and move a resource into stronger reserve 
classifications. 

• Technical feasibility determines what fraction can actually be accessed with available 
technology. 



• Economic feasibility determines what fraction can be recovered at acceptable resource 
cost. 

• Extraction, transport, processing, and delivery capacity determine how much becomes 
usable production. 

• Only appropriately verified changes in productive capacity, recoverable reserves, or 
delivered output are eligible to affect RAMF resource accounting according to the 
governing mint rules. 

Geological or physical existence != Recoverable reserve != Available productive 

output 

This protects AC from nominal-resource inflation. A highly valuable asteroid estimate, a 

deep terrestrial mineral body, or a newly discovered energy resource cannot be treated as 

immediately available national wealth merely because its theoretical quantity is large. Each 

transition in status must be supported by evidence, capacity, and auditable assumptions. 

9. Maranatha as the Authoritative Audit Layer 

Every authoritative creation, modification, correction, validation, dispute, and retirement of 

a resource record must generate a Maranatha audit transaction. The objective is complete 

provenance: any citizen, auditor, researcher, court, or authorized oversight body must be 

able to determine what information entered the official resource system, who supplied it, 

what evidence supported it, what changed later, and which policy or RAMF calculations 

used it. 

Maranatha does not need to store every byte of every scientific, commercial, or 

governmental dataset directly on-chain. Large underlying datasets may remain in 

appropriate distributed repositories. The chain should anchor the authoritative transaction 

envelope and cryptographic hash so that the exact source dataset and its version can be 

independently verified. 

Maranatha transaction field Purpose 

record_id / resource_id Links the transaction to the authoritative resource record. 

transaction_type Create, update, correction, validation, dispute, supersession, retirement, or 
schema migration. 

timestamp and effective 
period Separates when information was entered from the period it describes. 

reporting entity and 
authorized signer Identifies the accountable source and responsible person or system. 

source reference and data 
hash 

Anchors the exact underlying evidence without requiring the entire dataset to be 
public. 

prior record hash Creates an immutable lineage from the prior authoritative state. 

schema and methodology 
version Preserves how the number was defined and calculated at that time. 

validation status and 
validator 

Records whether the value is merely reported, independently verified, audited, 
disputed, or superseded. 



Maranatha transaction field Purpose 

confidence and uncertainty Prevents estimates from appearing equivalent to directly measured or 
independently audited values. 

correction or dispute 
reference Connects revised records to the exact record they replace or challenge. 

 

Non-erasure rule 
A correction never silently replaces history. The incorrect, incomplete, estimated, disputed, or 
superseded record remains in the audit lineage. The new record explicitly supersedes it. This 
preserves both accountability and the ability to reconstruct every historical policy calculation. 

 

10. Data States, Confidence, and Methodological Transparency 

Resource data will not always be known with equal certainty. The system must therefore 

represent uncertainty explicitly instead of forcing every value into a false appearance of 

precision. At minimum, authoritative records should support the following states: 

• ESTIMATED - based on a disclosed model, survey, or partial observation. 

• REPORTED - supplied by an accountable reporting entity but not independently 
verified. 

• SOURCE_VERIFIED - primary source and internal consistency checks completed. 

• INDEPENDENTLY_VERIFIED - independently reproduced or validated by a qualified 
second party. 

• AUDITED - formal audit completed under the applicable standard. 

• DISPUTED - materially challenged with a documented basis pending resolution. 

• SUPERSEDED - retained for lineage but replaced by a newer authoritative record. 

Each important numeric value should carry, where appropriate, a confidence rating, 

uncertainty range, measurement methodology, model assumptions, and the identity of the 

responsible data authority. Disagreement among credible sources should be preserved and 

resolved through transparent methodology rather than hidden by selecting a preferred 

number without explanation. 

11. Data Integrity, Duty of Disclosure, and Penalties for Deliberate Falsification 

The Resource Management System can influence monetary issuance, public lending, 

national security, labor incentives, infrastructure priorities, and major private investment 

decisions. Deliberate corruption of its authoritative data is therefore not an ordinary 

reporting violation. AC should establish a strong statutory duty of truthful and materially 

complete disclosure for entities and officials submitting information to the official system. 

Proposed governing principle: Knowingly submitting, causing the submission of, 

concealing, materially falsifying, or intentionally omitting information from an official 

Resource Management System record should constitute a serious offense when the 



information is reasonably capable of affecting resource prioritization, RAMF issuance, 

public expenditure, strategic readiness, or other material national policy. 

Criminal liability should require knowing or intentional material deception. Clerical 

mistakes, good-faith estimates, subsequently revised scientific measurements, reasonable 

methodological disagreement, and properly disclosed uncertainty should not be 

criminalized. The system should encourage prompt self-correction by preserving the 

original record, documenting the correction, and distinguishing error from fraud. 

• Materiality: the falsehood or omission must be capable of affecting a consequential 
decision or calculation. 

• Knowledge or intent: ordinary negligence or legitimate scientific disagreement is 
insufficient for the most serious penalties. 

• Duty to correct: entities that discover a material error must submit a correction within a 
defined period. 

• Audit obstruction: destruction, alteration, concealment, coercion of validators, or 
circumvention of Maranatha provenance controls should constitute separate violations. 

• Whistleblower protection: individuals who document deliberate manipulation of official 
resource data should receive strong legal protection and appropriate incentives. 

• Public accountability: enforcement actions, corrections, and final adjudications should 
be linked to the affected records without exposing protected personal or proprietary 
information unnecessarily. 

12. Public Dashboards and Project-Management Outputs 

The public-facing system should translate detailed resource records into management 

outputs that citizens and policymakers can understand. A resource dashboard should show 

not only current quantity but the operational path from current state to target. 

• Current effective availability and national target. 

• Absolute and percentage gap. 

• Prior-year production and consumption. 

• Imports, exports, and domestic self-sufficiency. 

• Current and potential automation share. 

• Measured or estimated AI productivity effect. 

• Quality, utilization, reliability, and geographic distribution. 

• Technical, economic, and accessible potential. 

• Current rate of gap closure and estimated target date. 

• Strategic reserve, redundancy, supplier concentration, and surge capacity. 

• Top dependency constraints and binding bottlenecks. 

• Projects currently expected to close the gap, their milestones, cost, probability of 
success, and realized output. 

• Source quality, audit state, uncertainty, and date of last verification. 

The project layer should connect directly to the resource gap that justified the project. This 

allows AC to measure whether funded projects actually delivered the promised resource 

increase and to learn which project classes, technologies, regions, and institutions close 



shortages most effectively. RAMF-backed capital therefore becomes auditable against 

physical outcomes rather than merely against financial expenditure. 

13. Relationship to RAMF, LSI, Underwriting, and National Readiness 

The Resource Management System is the measurement substrate for several other AC 

mechanisms. Those mechanisms should consume authoritative resource data rather than 

independently maintaining competing definitions of national need. 

AC mechanism Use of the Resource Management System 

RAMF resource mint 

Uses independently verified changes in eligible productive capacity, accessible 
reserves, output, and resilience according to the governing mint rules. The database 
supplies the evidence and lineage; the mint formula determines monetary 
treatment. 

Labor Strain Index (LSI) 
Uses resource gaps, service-capacity constraints, training pipelines, labor 
productivity, automation potential, and time-to-target to determine whether 
additional human capacity is genuinely required. 

AC underwriting and bidding 
Ranks projects against documented resource bottlenecks, expected gap reduction, 
implementation time, feasibility, cost, resilience, and measured post-project 
output. 

National readiness 
Uses self-sufficiency, reserve, redundancy, supplier concentration, geographic 
concentration, and surge-capacity metrics to identify vulnerabilities before 
emergencies occur. 

Public governance Provides citizens and policymakers with a common factual base for debating 
priorities while preserving visible assumptions, uncertainty, and audit history. 

14. Implementation Principle: Begin with Schema, Then Scale 

A complete model of the U.S. or global economy is not required to validate the architecture. 

The implementation should begin with a small number of deliberately different resources 

that exercise the major schema families and dependency logic. Suitable prototype resources 

include: 

• Copper - tests depletable reserves, mining, refining, recycling, trade, automation, and 
infrastructure dependencies. 

• Primary-care capacity - tests human productive capacity, training pipelines, geographic 
distribution, quality, AI augmentation, and composite service delivery. 

• AI compute capacity - tests manufactured inputs, durable data-center capacity, digital 
throughput, rapid depreciation, energy dependencies, and AI-efficiency measurement. 

• A major agricultural commodity - adds renewable production, biological constraints, 
weather, storage, and seasonal flow dynamics. 

The objective of the prototype is not to forecast the entire economy. It is to prove that the 

ontology, audit model, dependency graph, target logic, and project-management outputs 

remain coherent when applied to physically different resources. Once the schema is stable, 

additional resources can be added incrementally without redesigning the foundation. 



15. Federalism, Jurisdiction, and Rules-Created Constraints 

The NRMS measures constraints regardless of which government controls them, but 

measurement does not create jurisdiction. Every bottleneck record therefore identifies both 

the physical dependency and the legal authority capable of changing the binding rule. 

A state or local permitting, zoning, licensing, utility, or training rule that binds output is 

recorded as a rules constraint rather than converted into a federal resource shortage. 

Article IX applies: federal issuance or capacity finance may not be used to route around a 

removable rules bottleneck merely because the federal government lacks direct power to 

repeal it. 

Where federal law permits incentives or cooperative funding, project eligibility may be 

conditioned on the responsible jurisdiction taking the documented rule action that releases 

the constraint. The condition and expected capacity effect must be published; AC does not 

hide preemption or coercion inside a resource score. 

State and local resource records remain visible in the national dependency graph so that 

citizens can distinguish a national physical shortage from a jurisdiction-specific policy 

shortage. The dashboard should say not only what is short, but who has the legal authority 

to fix it. 

16. Governing Principle 

Measure reality before allocating capital 
AC should first establish what exists, what is required, what is changing, how certain the 
evidence is, and what actually constrains additional output. Prioritization, incentives, lending, 
and money creation then operate on that audited factual layer. The sequence is deliberate: 
establish reality first; decide what to do about it second. 

 

A society cannot manage abundance if it cannot measure resources, capacity, dependencies, 

and shortages with enough rigor to distinguish real progress from accounting claims. The 

National Resource Management System is therefore not a secondary administrative 

database. It is the operational measurement system that allows Abundance Capitalism to 

function as a resource-based economic framework. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Appendix H - Resource Capacity Finance and Project Selection System 
RAMF Eligibility, Competitive Selection, Two-Stage Capital Recycling, and Audit 

1. Purpose and Relationship to the National Resource Management System 

Appendix G establishes the authoritative National Resource Management System (NRMS): 

what resources exist, what society requires, where shortages and vulnerabilities exist, what 

dependencies constrain expansion, and how quickly each gap is closing. Appendix H 

governs the next step. It determines how projects that address those verified needs qualify 

for Resource-Anchored Monetary Formula (RAMF) financing, how competing proposals are 

compared, how public and private capital are separated, how repayments are treated, and 

how delivered resource capacity is verified. 

The governing principle is that Appendix G determines what needs to be built or expanded; 

Appendix H determines which proposed project is the most credible and resource-efficient 

way to accomplish that objective and how the project should be financed. Banks, 

developers, investors, and technical experts remain essential, but none may substitute 

private preference for the resource requirements documented by the NRMS. 

NRMS TARGET AND VERIFIED GAP 

↓ 
Binding constraint or resilience deficiency 

↓ 

Qualifying project requirement 
↓ 

Competitive proposals and underwriting 

↓ 

Milestone financing and construction 

↓ 
Independent verification of delivered capacity 

↓ 
RECORDED RESOURCE GAIN 

2. Core Rule: RAMF Capital Follows Verified Resource Requirements 

RAMF-backed financing is not a general industrial subsidy, an investment fund for 

politically favored firms, or a source of inexpensive capital for projects that would be 

undertaken regardless of national resource need. A project becomes eligible only because 

an authoritative NRMS record identifies a measurable resource gap, binding dependency, 

strategic reserve requirement, resilience weakness, or threatened loss of essential capacity. 

Projects should be specified primarily by the outcome required rather than by the 

technology preferred. If the NRMS identifies a shortage of transformer capacity, refined 

copper, diagnostic capacity, primary-care throughput, AI compute, fertilizer, or another 

resource, competing applicants may propose materially different methods of closing the 

same gap. The financing system should reward the proposal that delivers the required 



resource outcome most effectively, not the proposal that most closely resembles an 

incumbent technology. 

Profitability, novelty, and employment creation are not independent resource objectives. 

Profitability matters because a loan must be financeable and repayable. Innovation matters 

when it improves measurable output, cost, quality, resilience, speed, automation, or 

resource efficiency. Job creation is not rewarded merely for increasing labor requirements; 

under AC, producing more with less compulsory labor is generally a productivity gain. 

3. Mandatory Eligibility Gates 

Before comparative scoring or bank underwriting begins, every proposed RAMF project 

must pass objective eligibility gates. A proposal that fails a mandatory gate is ineligible 

regardless of projected return or political support. 

• Resource relevance: the project traces to a current, versioned NRMS resource record 

and an identified need. 

• Additionality: the claimed capacity is genuinely additional or preserves capacity that 

would otherwise be lost; existing capacity cannot be relabeled as new. 

• Measurability: the promised output, throughput, stock, service capacity, reserve 

contribution, or resilience gain can be quantified in the resource's defined unit. 

• Auditability: milestones, expenditures, physical progress, and final resource output can 

be independently verified. 

• No double counting: the same resource gain cannot support multiple project claims or 

multiple RAMF entries unless an explicit allocation method divides the contribution. 

• Technical feasibility: the project has sufficient engineering, operational, or empirical 

support for the stage of development being financed. 

• Dependency feasibility: Appendix G's dependency graph indicates that critical inputs, 

infrastructure, labor, energy, materials, permits, and supporting capacity can reasonably 

be obtained. 

• Legal and operational feasibility: ownership, siting, licensing, safety, environmental, and 

other required approvals are disclosed and realistically addressable. 

• Financing transparency: public RAMF capital, private equity, private debt, grants, 

guarantees, and other capital sources are separately identified. 

• Verification consent: the applicant accepts Maranatha recording, independent audit, 

milestone verification, and post-completion performance measurement. 

4. Project Comparison: Resource Delivery Rather Than Generic Social Scoring 

The prior concept of one universal weighted score for profitability, community value, 

innovation, and feasibility is replaced by resource-specific comparative evaluation. Different 

resources have different physical constraints; the evaluation formula must therefore use 

normalized variables while preserving a common decision logic. 

At minimum, every qualifying project should be evaluated on the following dimensions: 

• Expected verified increase in effective resource capacity. 

• Fraction of the documented target gap closed. 



• Time until the added capacity becomes operational. 

• Probability of technical and commercial completion. 

• Public RAMF capital required per unit of delivered resource. 

• Critical-resource inputs consumed during construction and operation. 

• Expected operating life and depreciation profile. 

• Quality of the resulting resource or service output. 

• Automation and AI productivity effects where relevant. 

• Domestic self-sufficiency and supplier-diversification gains. 

• Strategic reserve, redundancy, and surge-capacity gains. 

• Downstream capacity unlocked elsewhere in the resource dependency graph. 

• Expansion potential and ability to remove future bottlenecks without rebuilding the 

project from zero. 

Two simple measurements apply broadly across resource types. They are not sufficient by 

themselves, but they provide a transparent starting point: 

GapClosure_p = Delta R_eff,p / (R_target - R_current) 

PublicCapitalEfficiency_p = Delta R_eff,p / RAMF_Capital_p 

Here, Delta R_eff,p is the independently verified increase in effective resource output or 

capacity attributable to project p. The system should also calculate a constraint-release 

measure when a project unlocks downstream capacity. A modest project that removes a 

binding bottleneck can be more valuable than a larger project in a resource that is already 

adequately supplied. 

5. Bottleneck and Constraint-Release Value 

Appendix G's dependency graph permits AC to distinguish direct output from system-level 

value. A project may create limited direct output while enabling a much larger volume of 

production elsewhere. Transformer manufacturing, electrical interconnection, port 

capacity, refining, specialized machine tools, medical training slots, or cooling infrastructure 

may therefore receive high priority when they are the binding constraint on several 

downstream resources. 

ConstraintRelease_p = DownstreamCapacityUnlocked_p / RAMF_Capital_p 

ConstraintRelease is an analytical measure rather than a claim that unlike resources can 

always be reduced to one physical unit. The NRMS should retain the underlying affected-

resource quantities so that decision-makers and public auditors can see exactly what is 

expected to be unlocked and under what assumptions. 

Where a bottleneck is verified, project evaluation should favor the minimum sufficient 

intervention that resolves or materially reduces the constraint. AC should not finance a 

larger project merely because more spending is available. 



6. Competitive Bidding and Technology-Neutral Requirements 

Once the NRMS identifies a financeable resource requirement, the system should publish 

the required outcome, relevant constraints, data version, verification method, and financing 

parameters. Qualified firms may then compete to deliver all or part of the requirement. 

A resource solicitation should state, where applicable: 

• the target resource and unit of measurement; 

• the current verified gap or bottleneck; 

• minimum quality, reliability, resilience, and geographic requirements; 

• the date or time window by which capacity is required; 

• the method by which delivered capacity will be measured; 

• critical dependencies and known constraints identified by Appendix G; 

• the maximum public exposure or financing structure, when a ceiling is appropriate; 

• required milestones and audit evidence; and 

• the treatment of materially changed assumptions before financial close. 

Applicants may propose mining, recycling, substitution, automation, process redesign, 

distributed production, new manufacturing, imported transitional supply paired with 

domestic buildout, or other lawful approaches when those methods satisfy the stated 

resource requirement. The system specifies the outcome and constraints; competition 

determines the implementation. 

7. Role of Banks, Private Capital, and Risk 

Banks and other approved lenders should perform financial underwriting rather than 

determine national resource priorities. Their expertise remains necessary for evaluating 

management capability, cash flow, collateral, construction risk, insurance, contract 

structure, repayment probability, and financial controls. 

RAMF financing should generally be combined with meaningful private risk where a project 

can support it. Private equity, private lending, supplier finance, customer commitments, or 

other market capital provide an independent discipline against weak projects. Public RAMF 

capital may fill a financing gap, lower the cost of capital required to accelerate a verified 

national resource need, or support infrastructure whose benefits cannot be fully captured 

by one private borrower. 

Financing instruments must separate RAMF-funded public principal from private capital in 

distinct tranches or ledger accounts. Only the RAMF-funded share is subject to the 

repayment rules in this appendix. Private capital and its contracted returns remain private 

obligations unless a separate public guarantee or agreement explicitly provides otherwise. 

RAMF financing should not automatically absorb the first loss merely to make private 

capital risk-free. Any guarantee, first-loss position, or unusually favorable risk allocation 

must be justified by the verified resource requirement and disclosed before funding. 



8. Two-Stage Treatment of RAMF Loan Repayments 

RAMF lending creates a second-order monetary question that must be governed explicitly: 

what happens when public RAMF principal is repaid. AC uses two stages because the 

appropriate use of repaid public capital changes once national debt has been eliminated. 

Stage 
Default Destination of Repaid 
RAMF Principal Exception / Alternative 

Stage 1 - National Debt 
Outstanding 

Debt reduction under AC's debt-
retirement priority. 

Redirect only when the NRMS 
identifies a qualifying critical 
expansion, threatened capacity, 
or binding bottleneck. 

Stage 2 - Post-Debt 
Resource Capacity Revolving Pool 
for future qualifying projects. 

If no qualifying project exists, 
funds remain undeployed rather 
than being forced into spending. 

8.1 Stage 1 - Debt Retirement Is the Default 

While national debt remains outstanding under AC's debt-resolution rules, repaid RAMF 

public principal is directed by default to debt reduction. This converts successful capacity-

building loans into an automatic fiscal and monetary discipline: new money that was 

created to expand real productive capacity does not remain permanently available for 

unrelated spending once the borrower returns the principal. 

Debt retirement follows the debt priorities established elsewhere in AC, including the 

framework's preference for honoring and reducing market-held obligations before internal 

Fed-held balances. Repaid RAMF principal is not general revenue and may not be diverted 

to dividends, routine appropriations, politically selected grants, or unrelated programs. 

8.2 Stage 1 - Critical Resource Reinvestment Exception 

Debt reduction is the default, but it is not absolute when retiring the repayment would leave 

a verified resource bottleneck unresolved or materially delay a higher-priority capacity 

expansion. Repaid RAMF principal may be recycled before debt retirement only through a 

documented Critical Resource Reinvestment Exception. 

A reinvestment exception requires all of the following: 

• A current NRMS record identifies a material shortage, binding dependency, strategic-

readiness deficiency, or imminent loss of essential capacity. 

• A qualified project is available and has passed the eligibility gates in this appendix. 

• Delay would materially worsen the resource gap, threaten an existing target, or leave 

substantial downstream capacity stranded. 

• The amount redirected is limited to the minimum justified amount necessary to address 

the documented constraint or expansion. 

• The decision identifies why immediate reinvestment takes priority over debt retirement 

for that amount. 

• The source repayment, receiving project, data version, approval, and subsequent results 

are recorded through Maranatha. 

• Any portion of the repayment not required for the approved exception continues to 

debt reduction. 



This exception is intended to prevent false economy. Paying down debt while a small but 

critical bottleneck prevents completion of much larger productive capacity can reduce 

rather than improve national resource readiness. The exception therefore uses Appendix 

G's dependency analysis to distinguish genuine constraint relief from ordinary requests for 

continued public financing. 

8.3 Stage 2 - Post-Debt Resource Capacity Revolving Pool 

Once national debt has been eliminated under AC's debt rules, the default changes. Repaid 

RAMF public principal enters a dedicated Resource Capacity Revolving Pool. The same 

public principal can then finance successive qualifying capacity projects without requiring a 

new monetary issuance each time. 

The revolving pool is restricted capital. It is not a general government surplus, dividend 

pool, discretionary grant fund, or source for ordinary operating expenditures. It may be 

redeployed only to projects tied to verified NRMS requirements and subjected to the same 

eligibility, underwriting, competitive selection, milestone, and audit rules as newly minted 

RAMF capital. 

This stage also creates an important distinction between new money creation and capacity 

maintenance. Newly minted RAMF money remains anchored to verified net resource gains 

under the monetary formula. Recycled principal, however, may finance replacement or 

maintenance needed to prevent depreciation of an already achieved resource target 

because redeploying existing public capital does not itself create new money. 

If no qualifying project exists, the revolving balance remains undeployed. AC does not create 

a requirement to lend merely because capital is available. An idle public balance is 

preferable to financing a low-value project simply to keep the pool active. 

9. Monetary Accounting and the No-Double-Counting Rule 

The financing ledger must distinguish three different events that are economically related 

but not identical: creation of new RAMF money, recycling of previously created RAMF 

principal, and creation of new physical or service capacity. 

• New RAMF issuance is recorded once at creation and is governed by the monetary rules 

applicable to audited resource gains. 

• A repayment of RAMF principal is not new money creation. 

• Redeployment of repaid principal is capital recycling, not a second issuance of the same 

money. 

• A resource gain produced by a recycled-capital project is recorded once in the NRMS as 

a physical or service-capacity gain. 

• The fact that a resource gain was financed by recycled capital does not by itself 

authorize duplicate minting; any separate new issuance must satisfy the RAMF rules 
independently. 

• Debt retirement, revolving-pool balances, defaults, recoveries, and new issuance must 

remain separately visible in the public ledger. 



This separation prevents the same project or repayment from being counted 

simultaneously as a new resource gain, a new mint authorization, and newly available 

revolving capital without explicit accounting. Physical resource accounting and monetary 

accounting remain linked but distinct. 

10. Interest, Fees, Recoveries, and Losses 

Loan principal must be distinguished from interest, servicing fees, guarantees, and private 

returns. Approved lenders may receive transparent compensation for underwriting, 

servicing, administration, and risk actually borne. The compensation structure should not 

reward loan volume at the expense of project quality. 

Any public net interest or recovery remaining after authorized servicing costs and disclosed 

loss reserves follows the applicable Stage 1 or Stage 2 allocation rule unless legislation 

assigns it to a dedicated RAMF loss reserve. Collateral recoveries and other proceeds 

attributable to the public RAMF tranche are treated as public recoveries and remain 

auditable. 

A default does not automatically authorize replacement money creation. Losses are 

recorded as losses. New issuance may occur only when the independent RAMF conditions 

for new issuance are satisfied. This prevents failed projects from being silently refinanced 

through monetary creation. 

11. Milestone Financing and Verification 

RAMF projects should normally be funded in stages. Full disbursement at financial close 

unnecessarily transfers execution risk to the public and weakens the audit trail. Each 

project should therefore define measurable milestones appropriate to its resource type. 

• financial close, permits, land, or contractual prerequisites; 

• site preparation or enabling infrastructure; 

• equipment procurement or manufacturing completion; 

• construction or installation thresholds; 

• commissioning and initial operation; 

• minimum verified production or service-capacity threshold; and 

• sustained contracted or target capacity after an appropriate verification period. 

Each material disbursement must reference the milestone evidence that justified it. If a 

milestone is missed, further funding may pause, be restructured, or terminate according to 

the original contract. A project is not deemed successful merely because construction was 

completed; the final test is whether the promised resource capacity was actually delivered 

at the required quality and reliability. 

12. Failure, Good-Faith Risk, Negligence, and Fraud 

AC must permit legitimate technical and commercial risk. A financing system that punishes 

every unsuccessful project after the fact will favor incumbents, suppress experimentation, 

and cause decision-makers to avoid high-value projects with uncertain outcomes. 



The system therefore distinguishes four cases: 

• Good-faith failure: a properly disclosed and reasonably evaluated project fails because a 

legitimate technical, market, geological, construction, or other risk materializes. Failure 

alone is not misconduct. 

• Milestone underperformance: a project misses contractual requirements. Funding may 

pause, terminate, or be restructured without implying criminal wrongdoing. 

• Negligence or breach: management fails to meet contractual duties or materially 

disregards required controls. Civil, contractual, professional, or other appropriate 

consequences may apply. 

• Knowing deception or corruption: applicants, lenders, officials, validators, or 

contractors knowingly falsify material information, conceal required facts, manipulate 

NRMS inputs, certify false milestones, collude, bribe, or divert funds. Such conduct is 

treated as serious fraud and referred for applicable criminal enforcement. 

The governing rule is simple: failure is permissible; fraud is not. Maranatha's purpose is to 

make the difference reconstructable from contemporaneous evidence rather than hindsight. 

13. Maranatha Project and Financing Audit Trail 

Every authoritative decision affecting RAMF project finance must leave a tamper-evident 

Maranatha record. Large underlying engineering files, financial models, or datasets may 

remain in appropriate repositories, but their exact versions must be cryptographically 

anchored so that the evidence used for a decision can later be reproduced. 

For every funded project, the audit trail should permit reconstruction of: 

• the NRMS resource record and data version that established the need; 

• the target gap, bottleneck, dependency, reserve requirement, or threatened capacity 

addressed; 

• the eligibility determination; 

• the solicitation and material bidding rules; 

• all qualifying proposals and their final submitted versions; 

• the comparative evaluation and underwriting record; 

• conflicts of interest and required recusals; 

• the public and private financing tranches; 

• contract terms, guarantees, fees, and risk allocation; 

• milestones, disbursements, modifications, and waivers; 

• independent verification evidence; 

• actual delivered resource output and quality; 

• repayments, defaults, recoveries, and the destination of repaid public principal; and 

• any Stage 1 Critical Resource Reinvestment Exception used instead of debt retirement. 

Corrections do not erase prior records. They supersede them. The public must be able to 

determine what decision-makers knew at the time, what changed later, and why the project 

was continued, modified, terminated, refinanced, or repaid. 



14. Governance and Anti-Capture Rules 

The resource-finance system should minimize discretionary selection after the resource 

requirement has been established. Rules for eligibility, comparative evaluation, repayment 

routing, conflicts of interest, audit evidence, and material exceptions must be published and 

version-controlled. Material rule changes require public notice and the governance 

protections established elsewhere in AC. 

• No project may qualify solely because of political sponsorship, incumbent status, union 

or non-union status, company size, or geographic favoritism unrelated to the 

documented resource requirement. 

• No applicant may influence the underlying NRMS resource data without leaving the 

same provenance and verification trail required of any other data contributor. 

• Officials and evaluators must disclose material financial or organizational conflicts and 

recuse where required. 

• Project-specific exceptions must be visible, narrow, and justified against published 

criteria. 

• RAMF financing cannot be converted into permanent operating subsidy merely because 

the original capital project qualified. 

• Performance data from completed projects feeds back into Appendix G so future 

assumptions, build rates, cost estimates, failure probabilities, and bottleneck models 

improve over time. 

15. Illustrative Capital Flows 

15.1 Stage 1 Example - Repayment With No Critical Bottleneck 

Borrower repays RAMF public principal 
↓ 

Public principal transferred to AC repayment account 
↓ 

NRMS confirms no qualifying critical reinvestment exception 

↓ 
Principal applied to national debt reduction 

↓ 
MARANATHA RECORDS THE FULL FLOW 

The repayment is not available for dividends or ordinary spending. The original project 

remains in the NRMS as productive capacity, while the returned principal reduces public 

debt. 

15.2 Stage 1 Example - Repayment Redirected to a Binding Constraint 

Borrower repays RAMF public principal 
↓ 

NRMS identifies a verified binding bottleneck 

↓ 
Qualifying bottleneck-relief project passes Appendix H gates 



↓ 
Minimum justified repayment amount is redirected 

↓ 
Any remaining repayment reduces national debt 

↓ 
MARANATHA RECORDS THE EXCEPTION AND RESULTS 

The exception is justified by the resource system, not by a desire to maintain lending 

volume. Once the identified constraint is adequately resolved, later repayments revert to 

the debt-reduction default unless another qualifying condition exists. 

15.3 Stage 2 Example - Revolving Capacity Finance 

Borrower repays RAMF public principal 
↓ 

Principal enters Resource Capacity Revolving Pool 
↓ 

NRMS identifies a qualifying future capacity need 

↓ 

Existing principal is redeployed without new issuance 

↓ 
New project repays principal after operation 

↓ 
CAPITAL RETURNS TO THE REVOLVING POOL 

Over time, the same original public principal may support multiple generations of 

productive capacity. Each physical resource gain is separately measured, while each 

redeployment remains identifiable as recycled rather than newly created money. 

16. Integration With RAMF and the Broader AC Rules Engine 

Appendix H does not independently authorize monetary creation. RAMF determines when 

new money may be issued. Appendix G determines the verified resource state and 

requirements. Appendix H determines whether a proposed project qualifies to receive 

public resource-capacity finance, how that project competes against alternatives, and what 

happens to public capital after repayment. 

APPENDIX G: MEASURE REALITY 

↓ 
RAMF: DEFINE PERMISSIBLE NEW ISSUANCE 

↓ 
APPENDIX H: FINANCE VERIFIED CAPACITY PROJECTS 

↓ 
MARANATHA: RECORD DECISIONS, FLOWS, AND RESULTS 

↓ 
APPENDIX G: UPDATE REALITY 



This feedback loop allows AC to operate as a resource-management and project-

management system rather than a discretionary spending program. Resource data 

identifies the constraint, finance is attached to a measurable capacity objective, delivery is 

independently verified, repayments follow explicit rules, and completed projects improve 

the data used for the next decision. 

17. Governing Summary 

The central rule of AC resource finance is that money follows verified resource needs and 

remains accountable after it leaves the mint. While national debt remains outstanding, 

returned RAMF principal normally retires debt; only a documented resource bottleneck, 

threatened capacity, or critical expansion may justify immediate reinvestment. After the 

debt is eliminated, returned principal becomes restricted revolving capital for future 

verified resource projects. At no stage is repayment converted automatically into general 

spending. 

The system therefore converts successful RAMF projects into two forms of durable value: 

the productive resource capacity remains in the economy, and the financial principal either 

reduces national debt or becomes reusable capital for the next verified constraint. That is 

the intended financial counterpart to Appendix G's resource-management architecture. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



APPENDIX I - The Individual Fulfillment Incentive 
Voluntary Participation, Adaptive Incentives, Privacy, Funding Discipline, and Anti-Coercion 
Safeguards 

Core principle: The Base Dividend is unconditional. IFI is a voluntary, strictly additive 

incentive that rewards constructive participation without conditioning basic material 

security on government-approved behavior. The default maximum IFI opportunity is 10% 

of the Base Dividend, but that percentage is a policy parameter that may be adjusted 

prospectively under transparent rules. No IFI adjustment may itself authorize new money 

creation or authorize consumption of resources that do not exist. 

1. Purpose 

Abundance Capitalism is designed for an economy in which automation, artificial 

intelligence, robotics, and abundant productive capacity may reduce the amount of 

compulsory human labor required to maintain a high standard of living. Material abundance 

alone, however, does not guarantee purpose, competence, health, family stability, civic 

understanding, personal development, or constructive participation. The Individual 

Fulfillment Incentive (IFI) provides a voluntary reward layer intended to strengthen those 

human capacities without converting the Base Dividend into a behavioral compliance 

system. 

IFI is not a substitute for employment policy, occupational-shortage incentives, healthcare 

policy, education policy, or criminal law. It is a general participation mechanism. Labor 

Strain Index (LSI) incentives address specific shortages in human productive capacity; IFI 

addresses broader constructive participation by citizens in ways appropriate to their 

circumstances. 

2. Non-Negotiable Rights and Anti-Coercion Guardrails 

The legitimacy of IFI depends on a strict separation between material citizenship and 

optional incentive participation. The following rules are foundational and may not be 

overridden by ordinary administrative action: 

• The Base Dividend remains unconditional. A citizen who earns no IFI receives the full 

Base Dividend. 

• IFI can only add to the Base Dividend. There are no negative IFI scores, fines, behavioral 

debts, accumulated penalties, or reductions of the Base Dividend for nonparticipation. 

• IFI participation is voluntary. Citizens may choose whether to pursue qualifying 

pathways during any calculation period. 

• IFI must not become a disguised means test, work requirement, political loyalty test, 

religious test, ideological test, or social-credit system. 

• IFI must remain supplemental. The incentive share may not be set so high that practical 

access to ordinary material security requires behavioral compliance. 

• No IFI adjustment may itself create monetary issuance authority. RAMF governs 

permissible money creation independently. 



• No IFI adjustment may authorize or induce nominal purchasing power beyond the 

availability of the underlying goods and services. Resource availability and monetary 

conditions remain controlling constraints. 

• IFI may reward objective constructive actions, but it should not reward or punish 

private beliefs, lawful speech, political affiliation, religion, household culture, or other 

protected private choices. 

3. Eligibility 

IFI applies to eligible adult Base Dividend recipients. Children are not directly assigned 

behavioral participation scores. Constructive activities involving dependent children may 

qualify through the responsible adult's parenting, caregiving, education-support, or family-

stability pathway, subject to the privacy rules below. 

Adults with disabilities, illness, pregnancy, caregiving burdens, military service, advanced 

age, recovery obligations, temporary hardship, or other material constraints remain eligible 

through adapted pathways. The system changes the available means of participation rather 

than reducing the citizen's opportunity to earn IFI. 

4. Adjustable IFI Participation Parameter 

The maximum IFI opportunity is governed by a published national parameter rather than a 

permanently fixed percentage. Let alpha_IFI,t denote the maximum IFI share of the Base 

Dividend during period t. 

alpha_IFI,baseline = 0.10 

The baseline policy setting is therefore 10% of the Base Dividend. A citizen completing the 

full available IFI pathway under baseline conditions may receive a payment equal to 1.10 

times the Base Dividend for that period. 

The legislature may adjust alpha_IFI,t prospectively when documented social, civic, 

preparedness, educational, health-participation, or other broad national conditions justify a 

stronger or weaker incentive. The adjustment is not itself a monetary authorization. It 

changes only the maximum share of already authorized citizen-payment capacity that may 

be distributed through IFI. 

Material increases above the baseline should normally include a defined objective, fiscal 

analysis, resource-availability analysis, review date, and automatic sunset unless 

affirmatively renewed. Maranatha records the proposal, evidence, legislative vote, effective 

date, parameter value, expected effects, and later review. 

5. Funding and Resource Constraint 

IFI is funded from the authorized citizen-incentive allocation of the AC payment system. It 

does not possess an independent mint. Verified increases in human productive capacity 

may contribute to the RAMF resource-supported monetary ceiling through Appendix F, but 

IFI participation itself does not create new money merely because citizens qualify for a 

larger bonus. 



IFI funding <= already authorized citizen-payment capacity 

Before an increase in alpha_IFI,t becomes effective, the rules engine must verify that the 

resulting plausible demand can be absorbed without materially worsening a documented 

shortage in affected resource categories. If a proposed IFI expansion would increase 

purchasing claims on a resource already below a critical floor, the adjustment must be 

delayed, narrowed, reweighted toward non-constraining activities, or funded without 

increasing demand on the constrained resource. 

This rule prevents the incentive system from recreating the central problem AC is designed 

to solve: issuing or reallocating nominal purchasing power faster than real goods and 

services are available. 

6. Formally Declared War and Emergency Mobilization 

A formally declared war may require exceptional mobilization of labor, production, training, 

preparedness, logistics, caregiving, civil defense, or other national capabilities. During such 

a period, Congress may enact a temporary wartime IFI schedule with altered category 

weights, higher participation incentives, accelerated settlement, or other narrowly tailored 

measures intended to support the declared national emergency. 

The wartime exception does not make IFI itself a minting authority and does not make 

unavailable resources available by declaration. Any extraordinary wartime money creation, 

compulsory procurement, rationing, priority allocation, reserve drawdown, or emergency 

production authority must arise from separate wartime legislation or constitutional 

authority and must be recorded separately from ordinary IFI operations. 

Wartime IFI changes must be explicitly tied to the formal declaration or implementing 

statute, recorded through Maranatha, reviewed periodically, and expire automatically when 

the declared authority ends unless separately reenacted under ordinary AC rules. 

7. Qualifying Activity Categories 

IFI should provide multiple pathways so that constructive participation is not reduced to 

one government-defined model of a worthwhile life. Categories may be revised 

prospectively through the published governance process, but representative categories 

include: 

Category Illustrative qualifying activity Primary safeguard 

Education and learning 

Accredited or independently 
verified learning, retraining, 
literacy, technical education, 
continuing education, skill 
development. 

Reward participation or verified 
completion; do not dictate 
ideology or a single curriculum. 

Civic competence 

Civic literacy, emergency 
preparedness, jury/civic 
education, public-process 
competence, lawful community 
participation. 

No political-party, viewpoint, or 
loyalty scoring. 



Productive contribution 

Employment, entrepreneurship, 
verified project work, mentoring, 
volunteering, practical creation, or 
other productive contribution. 

Employment cannot monopolize 
the total score; IFI is broader than 
work. 

Caregiving and family 

Dependent care, elder care, 
responsible parenting, family-
support activity, verified caregiving 
education or responsibilities. 

Use objective proofs; avoid 
subjective judgments about 
private family culture. 

Health maintenance and recovery 
participation 

Preventive visits, educational 
programs, rehabilitation 
participation, recovery programs, 
fitness or health-maintenance 
activity where voluntarily chosen. 

Reward constructive 
participation, not body type, 
diagnosis, disability status, or a 
required health outcome. 

Preparedness and resilience 

First aid, emergency training, civil 
preparedness, community 
resilience activity, disaster-
response training. 

Especially suitable for temporary 
weight changes during 
documented national needs. 

Personal development and 
purposeful activity 

Structured learning, creative or 
technical projects, mentoring, 
disciplined personal-development 
programs, other verifiable 
constructive pathways. 

Require meaningful activity while 
preserving broad citizen choice. 

8. Citizen-Selected Pathways and Scoring 

Each citizen receives a set of available IFI categories appropriate to the citizen's 

circumstances. The citizen may select among those pathways rather than being required to 

complete every category. Category caps prevent repeated completion of one low-value 

activity from satisfying the entire IFI opportunity. 

For citizen i, category c, and period t, let s_i,c,t be the normalized verified category score, 

bounded between zero and one. Let w_i,c,t be the circumstance-adjusted category weight. 

The weights sum to one across the categories available to that citizen. 

0 <= s_i,c,t <= 1 

Sum_c w_i,c,t = 1 

S_IFI,i,t = Sum_c [ w_i,c,t * s_i,c,t ] 

0 <= S_IFI,i,t <= 1 

The individual IFI payment is then: 

IFI_i,t = B_t * alpha_IFI,t * S_IFI,i,t 

TotalPayment_i,t = B_t + IFI_i,t 

A citizen with no verified IFI participation receives B_t. A citizen completing the full 

available pathway receives B_t times (1 + alpha_IFI,t). 

9. Adaptive Life-Circumstance Weights 

The purpose of adaptive weighting is equal opportunity for constructive participation, not 

identical behavioral requirements. A fully employed adult, parent of young children, full-

time caregiver, senior, disabled citizen, student, recovering citizen, deployed service 



member, and medically constrained adult should not be evaluated through the same 

pathway. 

• Parents and guardians may receive greater weighting for caregiving, responsible 

parenting, education support, and family stability. 

• Seniors may receive greater weighting for mentoring, civic participation, health 

maintenance, family support, education, and community activity. 

• Disabled or medically constrained citizens receive feasible pathways appropriate to 

capability; where appropriate, qualifying credits may be simplified or automatic. 

• Caregivers may receive substantial credit for verified caregiving responsibilities that 

substitute for activities available to citizens with fewer obligations. 

• Students and trainees may receive greater weighting for education, credentialing, 

technical learning, and productive development. 

• Military service, deployment, pregnancy, recovery, temporary hardship, or other 

recognized circumstances may automatically satisfy or substitute for categories that 

would otherwise be unreasonable. 

Adaptive weights must not expose protected medical or personal facts to the public ledger. 

Maranatha should record only the minimum proof necessary to establish the applicable 

pathway or credit. 

10. Responsible Parenting and Family Formation 

AC may recognize responsible parenting, caregiving, and family-support activity because a 

high-abundance society remains dependent on the development and stability of future 

citizens. The purpose is recognition, not micromanagement. 

Qualifying proofs should concern objective constructive actions where practical: 

participation in a child's education, completion of age-appropriate caregiving or safety 

programs, attendance at necessary appointments, documented caregiving responsibility, or 

comparable activities. The system should not evaluate parenting style, household ideology, 

religion, lawful family structure, private beliefs, or subjective cultural preferences. 

For infants, medically complex children, children with special needs, or other circumstances 

in which ordinary proof requirements would be intrusive or unreasonable, the parenting 

component may be simplified or automatically satisfied according to published rules. 

11. Health, Fitness, and Recovery Without Outcome Coercion 

IFI may encourage preventive participation, health literacy, rehabilitation, recovery, 

physical activity, or other voluntarily chosen health-maintenance behaviors. It must not 

condition payment on achieving a government-preferred body weight, biometric threshold, 

diagnosis status, reproductive choice, medication choice, or other personal health outcome. 

The reward is for constructive participation where appropriate, not for possessing a 

particular body or medical condition. Disabled citizens and citizens with chronic illness 

must have equal access to adapted pathways and may receive automatic qualifying 



treatment where participation requirements would otherwise discriminate or create an 

impossible standard. 

12. Proof, Privacy, and Maranatha 

IFI should operate on the principle: prove the qualifying fact without exposing the private 

life. The public audit layer needs to establish that a valid activity was credited and that the 

payment was calculated correctly; it does not need routine access to the underlying medical 

record, school record, family history, detailed location history, or private communications. 

• Use attestations, hashes, selective disclosure, credential proofs, or other minimal-data 

methods where practical. 

• Separate public audit information from protected personal source records. 

• Record the rule version, category, qualifying credit, validator, settlement period, and 

payment calculation without publishing unnecessary personal detail. 

• Access to protected source records requires lawful authority, strict logging, and 

independent oversight. 

• No general transaction surveillance or government wallet is required for IFI 

participation. 

• Corrections and disputes supersede prior records without silently deleting the 

historical audit lineage. 

13. Real-Time Progress and Official Settlement 

Maranatha or approved citizen interfaces may provide real-time or near-real-time progress 

estimates so that participants can see which categories have been satisfied and what 

additional activities remain available. Real-time scoring is informational; official settlement 

occurs only after validation, duplicate removal, fraud checks, rule application, and any 

required period-end reconciliation. 

Estimated IFI_i,tau = B_t * alpha_IFI,t * EstimatedScore_i,tau 

Settled IFI_i,t = B_t * alpha_IFI,t * VerifiedScore_i,t 

The authoritative payment is the settled value. A provisional interface estimate does not 

create a vested entitlement. 

14. Fiscal Cap, Scaling, and Non-Vesting 

The legislature may appropriate or authorize an IFI reserve sufficient to support the 

expected payment schedule. If the authorized citizen-incentive allocation is temporarily 

insufficient, the Base Dividend remains untouched. Only the IFI portion may be 

proportionally scaled. 

Scale_t = min(1, Available_IFI_Funds_t / Aggregate_Raw_IFI_t) 

Settled_IFI_i,t = Raw_IFI_i,t * Scale_t 



IFI does not vest, accrue, carry forward, create debt owed by the government, or become a 

permanent supplement. Each period is calculated independently using the parameter, 

category weights, circumstances, and verified participation applicable to that period. 

15. Governance of IFI Parameter and Category Changes 

Changes to alpha_IFI,t, national category definitions, or material scoring rules must be 

visible, prospective, and contestable. At minimum, a material change should include: 

• a published statement of the condition being addressed; 

• the proposed parameter or weight change and its duration; 

• an estimate of fiscal cost and the authorized funding source; 

• an NRMS analysis showing that the adjustment will not create demand materially 

beyond available resource capacity; 

• an explanation of why LSI, ordinary policy, or private action is insufficient when IFI is 

being used as the intervention; 

• a public notice and review period; 

• the required legislative vote under AC governance rules; 

• a Maranatha change record and reproducible rule version; and 

• a sunset or mandatory review date for material increases above baseline. 

The public may advocate for higher or lower IFI incentives, and elected representatives 

retain the authority to respond. The purpose of these guardrails is not to freeze policy; it is 

to ensure that changing the incentive does not quietly become new money creation, hidden 

coercion, or unsupported demand. 

16. Relationship to LSI, RAMF, and the NRMS 

IFI, LSI, RAMF, and the NRMS perform different functions and should not be conflated: 

Mechanism Function 

NRMS 
Measures resource availability, human capacity, 
service capacity, gaps, dependencies, and 
constraints. 

LSI Targets occupation-specific human-capacity 
shortages through labor and training incentives. 

RAMF 
Determines whether verified net resource growth 
creates monetary headroom and how much 
issuance, if any, is permissible. 

IFI 
Allocates a voluntary additive citizen incentive for 
broad constructive participation; it does not 
independently create monetary authority. 

A shortage of physicians is primarily an NRMS/LSI problem. A broad national need for 

greater civic preparedness, preventive-health participation, retraining engagement, 

caregiving support, or similar voluntary activity may justify an IFI adjustment. If the 

resulting behavior later increases verified productive capacity, that capacity enters the 

NRMS and may affect RAMF through the ordinary resource-growth rules. 



17. Fraud, Disputes, and Enforcement 

Nonparticipation is never misconduct. Fraudulent participation claims are different. 

Knowingly submitting false evidence, fabricating qualifying activities, coercing validators, 

selling fraudulent credentials, or manipulating settlement records should be subject to 

ordinary civil or criminal fraud rules appropriate to materiality and intent. 

Good-faith mistakes, duplicate submissions, misunderstood requirements, or later-

corrected records should be resolved through correction and dispute procedures rather 

than automatically treated as fraud. Maranatha preserves the original and corrected lineage. 

18. Illustrative Applications 

1 Baseline Period 

The national IFI parameter is 10%. A citizen completes 70% of the verified pathway 

available for that citizen's circumstances. The IFI payment is 7% of the Base Dividend for 

the period. A citizen completing no pathway receives the entire Base Dividend with no 

penalty. 

2 Temporary Preparedness Increase 

Following a documented national preparedness deficiency, Congress temporarily raises 

alpha_IFI from 10% to 12% and increases the weight available for first aid, emergency 

preparedness, infrastructure-resilience training, and community response. The adjustment 

is funded from already authorized citizen-payment capacity, passes an NRMS resource-

availability check, is recorded through Maranatha, and sunsets after the statutory review 

period unless renewed. 

3 Occupational Shortage 

The NRMS identifies a shortage of electrical-grid technicians. The primary response is LSI 

because the problem is occupation-specific human productive capacity. IFI may still credit a 

citizen for relevant training as an education or productive-development activity, but the IFI 

parameter is not raised merely to solve the technician shortage. 

4 Formally Declared War 

During a formally declared war, Congress establishes a temporary wartime IFI schedule 

emphasizing emergency medical training, civil defense, logistics support, caregiving, 

technical retraining, and other mobilization needs. Any extraordinary wartime issuance, 

rationing, procurement, or priority allocation is authorized separately under wartime law 

and remains separately auditable. The IFI schedule expires with the wartime authority 

unless reenacted under ordinary rules. 

19. Governing Principle 

The Base Dividend secures material citizenship. IFI rewards voluntary constructive 

participation. The baseline maximum opportunity is 10%, but the incentive level may 

change when democratic government identifies a legitimate need and can fund the change 

without creating unsupported monetary claims or demand for unavailable resources. 



Citizens retain broad choice among qualifying pathways, personal circumstances are 

respected, privacy is preserved, and nonparticipation never threatens the Base Dividend. 

IFI is therefore a flexible incentive layer, not a second welfare system, not a social-credit 

regime, and not a mint. Its purpose is to help an abundant society preserve agency, 

capability, civic competence, family and caregiving contribution, health participation, 

learning, preparedness, and purposeful activity while leaving basic economic security 

unconditional. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



APPENDIX J — Decomposition of Administrative, Compliance, and 

Improper-Payment Economic Recovery 

Every line is independently sourced, overlap rules are stated, and the total is a range rather 

than a point. This appendix is the accounting artifact behind the framework's headline 

economic-recovery range. It distinguishes resources released to the private economy from 

cash savings that reduce government outlays; those categories may never be substituted for 

one another. 

1 Why This Decomposition Exists 

A common objection asserts that federal agency administrative budgets are far too small to 

yield the recovery claimed here — the IRS operates on roughly $16 billion and the Social 

Security Administration on roughly $15 billion per year [S]. The objection is correct about 

agency budgets and incomplete about the economic claim. The recovery in this framework 

comes from four distinct pools, most of which are not agency payroll: private-side 

compliance costs borne by households and businesses, improper payments and fraud losses 

within program outlays, state and federal program administration across fragmented 

programs, and the economic deadweight of eligibility churn. Pool 1 is a real-resource 

recovery outside the federal cash budget; Pools 2–3 contain the direct fiscal recovery used 

in transition arithmetic; Pool 4 remains modeled and non-load-bearing. 

2 The Four Pools 

Pool 1 — Private-Side Tax Compliance: ~$536–546 billion per year [S] 

The Tax Foundation estimates that complying with the federal tax code costs Americans 

approximately $536–546 billion annually in out-of-pocket expenses and lost productivity (2025 

projection), consuming on the order of 7.1 billion hours of labor [S]. This is not government 

spending; it is a hidden tax on the private economy — tax-preparation fees, accounting and legal 

services, software, recordkeeping, audit response, and the hours of individuals and business 

staff. Under AC, federal income, payroll, and corporate filing obligations cease to exist for 

households and for all business activity other than final-sale tax remittance. The overwhelming 

majority of this pool is recovered. 

• Recovery estimate: $450–520 billion per year. A residual is retained for consumption-tax 

remittance and audit cooperation by retailers, which is deliberately overprovisioned here 

at $25–85 billion — several multiples of per-dollar sales-tax administration costs observed 

in state systems [B]. 

• Accounting rule: this pool is a real-resource recovery (labor hours and services 

redeployed), not a cash transfer to the Treasury. It appears once, here, and is excluded 

from the take-home-pay and price-relief calculations in Appendix B to prevent double-

assignment. Where household tax-preparation outlays vanish, the household gain is 

counted in this pool, not in the paycheck arithmetic. 



Pool 2 — Improper Payments and Program Fraud: ~$175–280 billion per year recoverable 

[S/B] 

The Government Accountability Office reports that federal agencies disclosed roughly $236 

billion in improper payments in fiscal year 2023, and estimates total direct annual losses to 

fraud across the federal government at between $233 billion and $521 billion per year [S]. These 

categories overlap and are not additive: improper payments include both fraud and non-fraud 

error, while portions of the GAO fraud estimate fall outside reported improper-payment 

programs. To remain conservative, this framework claims only the overlap-adjusted floor. 

• Mechanism of recovery: fragmented eligibility, identity verification across non-

interoperable systems, provider billing, and repeated means-test reporting create 

documented loss channels. AC reduces those channels by converting cash-transfer-

equivalent benefits to direct identity-verified payments and by restructuring service-

payment flows only where Appendices C and D preserve continuity. Medicare, 

Medicaid, veteran care, disability support, and other service obligations are not 

assumed to become unrestricted cash merely to manufacture a fraud-savings claim. 

• Recovery estimate: $175–280 billion per year — the floor of the GAO fraud range net of 

losses attributable to programs (e.g., procurement) that AC does not restructure, plus non-

fraud improper payments in converted programs [B]. Improper payments within Medicare 

fee-for-service and Medicaid are counted only to the extent Appendix D restructures the 

corresponding payment flow. 

Pool 3 — Federal and State Program Administration: ~$120–170 billion per year [S/B] 

Administrative overhead across the means-tested and social-insurance apparatus extends far 

beyond the flagship agencies. It includes: state-level administration of Medicaid, SNAP, TANF, 

unemployment insurance, and housing assistance (states bill substantial administrative match to 

federal programs — Medicaid administrative spending alone runs tens of billions per year across 

federal and state shares [S]); federal administrative costs across the more than 80 means-tested 

programs catalogued by CRS; eligibility-determination contractors; appeals and hearings 

infrastructure; and payment-integrity bureaucracy whose function the structural reform 

obsoletes. Published estimates of combined federal-and-state welfare administrative overhead 

fall in the $100–150 billion range [S]; adding SSA, IRS enforcement and service functions retired 

under AC brings the pool to $120–170 billion. 

• Recovery estimate: $95–150 billion per year, retaining a funded residual for the dividend 

pipeline, audit corps, and fraud-referral functions that AC keeps and strengthens [B]. 

Pool 4 — Eligibility Churn and Compliance Deadweight: ~$50–100 billion per year [M] 

The least visible pool: hours citizens spend applying, recertifying, appealing, and documenting; 

benefits cliffs that suppress labor supply; error-driven benefit interruptions and their 

downstream costs; and employer administration of garnishments, verifications, and reporting. 



This pool is real but hardest to bound externally, and it is therefore assigned the widest band 

and the lowest evidentiary tier. It is excluded from the conservative total below. 

3 The Total, Stated Honestly 

Pool Gross size Claimed recovery Evidence tier 

1. Private tax compliance $536–546B $450–520B [S] sourced 

2. Improper payments / fraud $236–521B $175–280B [S] sourced, [B] 

bounded 

3. Federal + state administration $120–170B $95–150B [S] sourced, [B] 

bounded 

4. Churn / deadweight $50–100B excluded [M] modeled 

Conservative total (Pools 1–3)  $720B–$950B  

With Pool 4 midpoint  $795B–$1.03T  

 

The conservative Pools 1–3 total is approximately $720 billion–$950 billion per year of 

steady-state economic recovery. Including the modeled Pool 4 can place the total near the 

framework's $800 billion–$1 trillion headline range. This is deliberately not described as 

$800 billion–$1 trillion of Treasury savings: roughly $450–520 billion is private compliance 

capacity, while the direct fiscal recovery in Pools 2–3 is approximately $270–430 billion. 

Fraud narrowly defined is only part of the total; the larger share is compliance work and 

administrative structure. The distinction is load-bearing to Appendix B's fiscal bridge. 

4 Standing Accounting Rules for This Figure 

• Single-assignment rule. Every dollar or recovered resource in this appendix appears 

exactly once across the entire framework. Pool 1 is a real-resource recovery and never 

enters Appendix B as Treasury revenue or as a second household paycheck/price gain. 

Pools 2 and 3 are fiscal-flow recoveries and may enter the transition cash account only 

as actually realized. Any future edit citing the headline recovery must identify the pool 

and whether the effect is fiscal or real-resource. 

• Tier discipline. [S] figures may be asserted publicly without qualification. [B] figures must 

be stated with their bound. [M] figures are internal until a model run promotes them. This 

appendix ships with Pools 1–3 load-bearing and Pool 4 explicitly optional; no claim 

elsewhere in the framework may depend on Pool 4. 



• Timing rule. These are steady-state annual figures. Phase 1 realizes Pool 2 and Pool 3 

progressively as programs convert; Pool 1 realizes substantially in the first full tax year. The 

transition-period stabilization mint (ΔM_S) is sized against the realization schedule, not the 

steady-state total, and the published ΔM_S schedule must show the ramp. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Appendix K — Housing as a Resource System 
Reference Unit Standard, Demand Scenarios, Stock Reclassification, Full-Stack Resource 

Decomposition, Bottleneck Sequencing, and the Positional-Goods Boundary 

Core principle: Housing abundance is not created by mortgage subsidies, rental assistance, 

or nominal spending. It exists only when sufficient dwelling capacity of the target standard 

can actually be delivered, in the regions where households need it, with the labor, materials, 

energy, and enabling infrastructure required to build and maintain it. AC therefore manages 

housing as a composite resource system whose final output is habitable residence capacity 

at the standard-of-living target, and whose binding constraints are measured rather than 

assumed. Housing also defines, more clearly than any other domain, the boundary of the 

abundance claim itself: reproducible housing attributes can be manufactured toward the 

target; positional attributes — above all location — cannot, and remain permanently priced 

by the market. 

1. Purpose and Role Within Abundance Capitalism 

Housing is the single largest resource line in the standard-of-living basket. It is 

simultaneously the largest claim on skilled labor, a major claim on manufactured goods and 

materials, a heavy consumer of network capacity (electricity, water, transportation), and 

the domain in which the difference between nominal stock and qualifying capacity at the 

target standard is most severe. It is also the domain most distorted today by rules rather 

than resources: a substantial share of the present shortage is created by land-use and 

permitting constraints that consume no physical resource and therefore cost nothing to 

remove. 

Appendix G supplies the resource ontology and dependency graph. Appendix F determines 

whether verified increases in effective housing capacity contribute to monetary headroom. 

Appendix H governs public capacity finance for documented bottlenecks. This appendix 

converts the lifestyle target into measurable housing resource requirements and traces 

them through the full production stack — from the framing crew to the transformer factory 

to the flatbed driver and the warehouse loading dock. 

STANDARD-OF-LIVING HOUSING TARGET (RU-4) 

↓ 

Demand scenario: households requiring the standard, by region 

↓ 

Stock reclassification: qualifying / upgradeable / replaceable / misplaced 

↓ 

Unit-equivalent gap and required annual throughput 

↓ 

Full-stack resource decomposition (direct, indirect, enabling) 

↓ 

Binding constraint identification and sequencing 

↓ 

LSI incentives, rules reform, and/or Appendix H projects 



↓ 

Verified delivered residence capacity 

↓ 

NRMS UPDATE AND POSSIBLE RAMF HEADROOM 

 

2. The Positional-Goods Boundary: What Abundance Can and Cannot Deliver 

Abundance applies to reproducible goods. It does not and cannot apply to positional goods. 

Square footage, structural quality, modern systems, energy performance, and construction 

throughput are reproducible: society can manufacture more of them, and the AC target is 

defined over them. Location is positional: coastline, viewsheds, proximity to a specific 

downtown, and the tenth row of anything are fixed in supply. No monetary system, resource 

formula, or dividend can make every family's residence beachfront, and a framework that 

implied otherwise would be dishonest. 

This boundary is a feature of the design, not a concession. It is the permanent, legitimate 

residual function of money and market prices inside AC: prices on positional attributes 

allocate what cannot be multiplied, while the resource system multiplies what can. The 

housing target is therefore expressed as a regional-equivalence basket: a household at the 

target standard can obtain the full reference dwelling in a typical region, or may voluntarily 

trade interior area against location premium in a constrained one. In expensive coastal 

metros the same standard purchases less area and more location; in lower-cost regions, 

more area and land. Both satisfy the target. The NRMS measures delivery of the 

reproducible components; the market prices the positional ones. 

Two consequences follow. First, regional price dispersion in land is not evidence of system 

failure and is not a gap the mint may be used to close. Second, the essentials exemption 

under the consumption tax applies to the reproducible basic-housing component as defined 

elsewhere in the framework; positional premium is ordinary discretionary consumption. 

3. The Reference Unit: RU-4 

Targets are defined first in the units that matter to citizens, then decomposed into inputs. 

The housing reference unit for a family of four at the $450K-equivalent standard (“RU-4”) 

is: 

• Area and program: 3,000–3,600 square feet; four bedrooms, three or more 

bathrooms; two-vehicle garage; dedicated work/study space consistent with 

distributed work. 

• Systems: 200A+ electrical service; high-efficiency HVAC; modern plumbing; fiber 

connectivity; envelope meeting current energy code or better. 

• Condition: structurally sound with a funded maintenance and replacement cycle (roof, 

mechanicals, envelope) rather than deferred decay. 

• Siting: lot appropriate to region; reasonable commute access to employment, 

education, and healthcare under the Appendix G accessibility rules. 



Per-capita derivatives (RU-1 through RU-3+) scale the program for smaller households; RU-

4 is the planning denominator. Regional equivalence per Section 2 applies throughout: an 

RU-4 in a constrained metro may be delivered as a smaller dwelling plus location, at the 

household's choice. The unit of national account is the RU-4-equivalent — new construction, 

or renovation/expansion of existing stock certified to the same standard. 

4. Demand Scenarios: Demographics, Remigration, and Household Formation 

Housing demand is not a fixed number, and this appendix does not treat it as one. Three 

forces move it, in different directions and on different timescales: 

• Demographic plateau. Fertility below replacement and an aging population flatten the 

native-born household formation curve across the planning horizon. This is the most 

certain of the three forces and acts to reduce long-run demand relative to naive 

extrapolation. [S] 

• Migration and remigration. Net migration is the largest swing variable in every 

official population projection, and policy-driven remigration would reduce household 

counts and housing demand directly. Because migration policy is outside the AC 

framework and inherently uncertain, this force is carried as a scenario parameter, not a 

prediction. [M] 

• Suppressed formation release. The current system suppresses household formation 

— adult children who cannot launch, doubled-up families, delayed marriages. 

Delivering the target standard releases this pent-up formation and acts to increase 

household counts, partially offsetting the first two forces. [B] 

The framework therefore plans against a demand-scenario band rather than a point, with 

the Adjusted case — aggregate demand approximately 10% below baseline extrapolation, 

reflecting the demographic plateau and remigration effects net of formation release — as 

the central planning case. Consistent with the Appendix B convention, no throughput or 

resource claim in this appendix is permitted without stating which demand scenario it 

draws from, and the NRMS re-estimates the band annually from measured formation, 

migration, and vacancy data rather than freezing the assumption. 

Scenario Household target 
(2050) 

RU-4-equivalent gap Required throughput Tier 

High formation (release 
dominates) 

~138–142M ~80–100M over 25 yrs ~4–5M units-eq/yr [B] 

Adjusted — central 
planning case (−10%) 

~125–129M ~72–90M over 25 yrs ~3.5–4.5M units-eq/yr [M] 

Deep reduction (−15–
20%) 

~117–123M ~64–80M over 25 yrs ~3–4M units-eq/yr [M] 

 



The scenario band changes the size of the build program; it does not change its structure. 

Every binding constraint identified below binds in all three scenarios, because even the 

deep-reduction case requires roughly doubling national residential delivery throughput. 

Automation is treated separately in Section 9: rising automation reduces the labor 

requirement per unit and the economy's dependence on imported construction labor, but it 

does not reduce the unit requirement. Demand scenarios and labor-supply scenarios must 

not be conflated in NRMS accounting. 

5. Stock Reclassification: Why the True Gap Is Not the Vacancy Gap 

Conventional shortage estimates (3–5 million units) measure the gap between household 

counts and total dwelling units. That is the wrong instrument for this framework. Against 

the RU-4 standard, the roughly 145 million existing units are not interchangeable, and the 

NRMS must classify every unit into one of four states: 

Stock class Definition Est. share of 
current stock 

Resource treatment 

QUALIFYING Meets or approaches the RU-
standard as built (area, systems, 
condition) 

~15–20% [B] Counted at full value; maintenance 
cycle tracked 

UPGRADEABLE Structurally sound; can reach 
standard via expansion/renovation 

~40–50% [B] Counted at renovation cost (~40–
60% of new-build resources, no 
new land entitlement) 

REPLACEABLE Functionally obsolete or 
substandard; land value only 

~15–25% [B] Teardown/rebuild; site already 
entitled and serviced 

MISPLACED Meets standard but located outside 
regional demand 

~5–10% [M] Regional ledger only; not fungible 
with demand regions 

 

The renovation pathway is the throughput multiplier hiding in plain sight. Expanding 

a sound 1,900 sq ft dwelling to the RU-4 standard consumes roughly half the labor and 

materials of a ground-up build, requires no new land entitlement in most jurisdictions, faces 

near-zero political friction, and reuses existing utility connections — including the existing 

transformer service that Section 8 identifies as a national bottleneck. The delivery program 

is therefore a mix, not a monolith: new construction where formation and regional demand 

require it, renovation-to-standard across the upgradeable stock, and rebuild on replaceable 

sites. The RU-4-equivalent ledger counts all three, and Appendix H solicitations for housing 

capacity must be pathway-neutral: the requirement is certified units-equivalent delivered, 

not a preferred construction method. 

6. Throughput Requirement 

Under the central planning case: ~72–90 million RU-4-equivalents over a 25-year horizon, 

plus steady-state replacement of approximately 1% of stock per year, implies sustained 



national delivery of approximately 3.5–4.5 million unit-equivalents per year, against 

current performance of roughly 1.5 million new completions plus a modest renovation 

industry — a sustained increase of roughly 2.5–3×. [B] 

This is the largest single throughput expansion in the AC program, larger in labor terms 

than the healthcare expansion of Appendix D. It is also the domain with the strongest 

automation story: panelized and factory-built construction are proven at scale today, unlike 

the human-limited domains (care work, early education) identified in the framework's 

introduction. Housing is therefore the showcase domain for the central AC thesis — that 

automation-driven productivity converts into measured living standards — and its 

dashboard will be watched accordingly. 

7. Full-Stack Resource Decomposition per RU-4 

Figures below are new-build per-unit requirements at tier [B] unless noted; the renovation 

pathway runs approximately half on most lines. National draws are stated at the central 

planning case (3.5–4.5M units-eq/yr). Consistent with Appendix G, the decomposition runs 

to the full indirect stack: the mill worker, the warehouse loading dock, and the delivery 

driver are resource requirements exactly as the framing crew is. 

7.1 Direct Skilled Labor (~3,500–4,500 hours per new-build RU-4) 

Craft Hours per unit Notes 

Framing / carpentry 900–1,200 Largest single line; primary automation target 
(panelization, factory framing) 

Drywall / finish carpentry / 
trim 

500–700 Partially automatable (board handling, taping robotics) 

Electrical 250–350 Licensed; apprenticeship-gated; LSI Tier 1–2 candidate 

Plumbing 250–350 Licensed; apprenticeship-gated; LSI Tier 1–2 candidate 

Foundation / concrete 200–300 Weather-windowed; regional batching dependency 

HVAC 150–250 Licensed; equipment lead-time coupled 

Roofing 100–150 High-injury trade; strong robotics case 

Masonry, insulation, flooring, 
paint, siding, grading 

balance Aggregated; region- and design-dependent 

 

National direct requirement at 3.5–4.5M units-eq/yr: approximately 14–18 billion skilled 

hours per year, against a total current construction workforce of ~8 million producing 

roughly 12–13 billion hours across all construction, residential and non-residential 



combined. Absent automation, the residential trades workforce would need to 

approximately double. Section 9 treats the automation offset; Section 10 treats the pipeline. 

7.2 Materials and Manufactured Goods per Unit 

Input Per RU-4 (new 
build) 

National draw @ 3.5–4.5M 
units-eq/yr 

Dependency note 

Softwood lumber 18,000–22,000 
board-feet 

~75–95B bf/yr vs ~50B bf 
current N.A. consumption 

Mill capacity and forestry 
become tracked NRMS 
resources 

Concrete 40–60 yd³ ~200–250M yd³/yr Cement kilns; regional batch 
plants; aggregate logistics 

Steel (fasteners, rebar, 
beams) 

6,000–7,500 lb ~12–16M tons/yr Domestic capacity adequate; 
fastener imports concentrated 

Sheathing / drywall ~250 sheets-eq ~1B sheets-eq/yr Gypsum supply and plant siting 

HVAC equipment 3+ tons capacity ~2.5× current 
appliance/equipment output 

Manufacturing scale-up; 
refrigerant rules 

Wire / electrical ~2 miles Copper draw feeds Appendix 
G copper record 

Links housing directly to the 
copper prototype resource 

Pipe / plumbing ~800 ft PEX/copper split tracked Resin and copper dependencies 

Windows, cabinetry, 
fixtures, appliances 

unit sets ~2.5× current volume Largest manufactured-goods 
scale-up outside HVAC 

 

7.3 Indirect Labor: The Full Tail 

Input-output relationships put indirect labor at roughly 0.6–0.8 hours per direct 

construction hour. [B] The indirect stack includes, and the NRMS dependency graph must 

carry: 

• Mill, truss-plant, and panel-plant production workers; gypsum, cement, and appliance 

line workers. 

• Warehouse and distribution staff at every materials node — receiving, picking, loading 

dock — and yard operations at retail/pro suppliers. 

• Drivers: flatbed, dump/aggregate, ready-mix, appliance delivery. Each new-build RU-4 

generates approximately 15–25 truck deliveries. 

• Building inspectors, plan reviewers, surveyors, title and closing personnel — 

throughput-gating administrative labor that must scale with completions or become a 

bottleneck itself. 



• Equipment mechanics, tool and fleet maintenance, and the food-service and site-

services tail that feeds concentrated construction activity. 

Full-stack national labor requirement, direct plus indirect, at the central planning case: 

approximately 24–32 billion hours per year — the number the NRMS housing record 

must carry. Counting only the framing crew understates the true human-capacity claim by 

roughly 40%. 

7.4 Enabling Infrastructure Dependencies 

• Distribution transformers and grid interconnection. Every unit requires service; 

every subdivision requires bank capacity; renovations largely reuse existing service (a 

further argument for the renovation pathway). Lead times are multi-year at current 

volume; at 2.5–3× throughput this is the leading candidate for the binding national 

constraint and the archetypal Appendix H constraint-release investment, because 

transformer capacity simultaneously gates housing, data-center, and industrial-

electrification targets. Constraint-release value per Appendix H Section 5 is 

exceptionally high. 

• Water and sewer plant capacity in growth regions; interconnection queues and 

utility extension policies. 

• Entitled land. See Section 8. The zero-resource-cost bottleneck. 

8. Dependency Mapping and the Bottleneck Sequence 
RU-4-EQUIVALENT DELIVERY CAPACITY 

↓ 

Entitled, serviced lots + permits (rules constraint) 

↓ 

Trades hours + inspection throughput 

↓ 

Materials chain (lumber, concrete, gypsum, appliances) 

↓ 

Transformers + interconnection + water/sewer 

↓ 

Site logistics (deliveries, equipment, warehousing) 

↓ 

CERTIFIED DELIVERED RESIDENCE CAPACITY 

 

The permitting unlock. A substantial share of the present housing shortage is created by 

land-use rules, discretionary review, and permitting delay — constraints that consume no 

physical resource. Their removal is the highest-return intervention in the entire AC 

program measured in RU-4-equivalents per dollar of RAMF issuance, because the number of 

dollars is zero. The framework states this explicitly: before any Appendix H financing is 

approved for a regional housing gap, the NRMS record must document the region's 

entitlement and permitting throughput, and the public dashboard must display permitting 

time and approval rates alongside physical capacity. New money must never be minted to 



route around a rules bottleneck that legislation can remove for free. This is the housing 

domain's instance of the Appendix G principle that the visible shortage may not be the 

binding constraint. 

Expected constraint sequence over the program horizon [M]: 

Phase Binding constraint Primary response 

Years 1–5 Permitting/entitlement; transformer supply Rules reform (zero-cost); Appendix H 
transformer manufacturing solicitation 

Years 3–12 Skilled trades (electricians, plumbers, HVAC); 
apprenticeship slot capacity 

LSI Tier 1–2 multipliers; training-slot expansion 
(the constraint behind the constraint) 

Years 5–15 Materials chain (mill, gypsum, appliance 
capacity), episodic 

Appendix H competitive, technology-neutral 
solicitations 

Throughout Automation adoption rate (swing variable) Determines whether trades gap is ~2× or 
~1.3×; Section 9 

 

9. Automation as the Housing Capacity Multiplier 

Automation is evaluated by the effective delivery capacity it releases, not by adoption 

statistics. Panelized wall and floor systems, factory-built modules, automated truss lines, 

board-handling and taping robotics, roofing robotics, and AI-driven scheduling and logistics 

each convert fixed labor hours into more delivered units. A panel plant that cuts on-site 

framing hours by half is, in NRMS terms, equivalent to training tens of thousands of framers 

— and it scales faster. 

The macro consequence is the one the framework's introduction promises: as automation 

share rises, the labor requirement per unit falls, and the economy's structural dependence 

on imported construction labor falls with it — the domestic pipeline plus automation can 

carry the program. The NRMS records this as a rising automation share and rising effective 

output per worker in the housing record; it does not record it as a demand change (Section 

4). Attribution follows Appendix F: a panel plant enters once as manufactured/durable 

capacity, and its downstream effect on delivered units is attributed under the no-double-

counting rules, not minted twice. 

Verified automation gains are mint-eligible exactly as any other effective-capacity increase: 

if the same trades workforce delivers 40% more certified RU-4-equivalents after 

panelization, the NRMS verifies the delivered-unit increase and RAMF may recognize 

headroom on that basis. The claimed gain becomes real at certification of delivered units, 

not at press release. 



10. Human Productive Capacity: Trades Pipeline and LSI Application 

The trades pipeline is structurally identical to the medical pipeline of Appendix D: 

applicants are not the constraint; training-slot capacity is. Apprenticeship positions are 

gated by sponsoring employers, journeyman supervision ratios, and program capacity — 

the residency-slot problem in a hard hat. The NRMS therefore tracks each licensed trade as 

a pipeline: entrants, apprenticeship slots, supervision capacity, completion rates, licensure, 

geographic distribution, age structure and retirement outflow, and effective hours per 

tradesperson (which automation raises). 

• LSI application: electricians, plumbers, and HVAC technicians are Tier 1–2 candidates 

under the dynamic job hierarchy, with retirement work-year multipliers per the 

framework's foreign-policy and labor sections. Multipliers decline as the measured gap 

closes; the trade is not rewarded in perpetuity for having once been scarce. 

• Slot expansion before recruitment incentives: where the pipeline analysis shows 

slots, not applicants, binding, Appendix H finance and LSI supervision incentives target 

slot capacity (supervising journeyman premiums, program expansion) rather than 

entry bonuses that lengthen a queue. 

• Inspection throughput: plan review and inspection labor is part of the same record; a 

region that doubles completions without scaling inspection capacity has moved the 

bottleneck, not removed it. 

11. Capacity Finance Follows the Housing Bottleneck 

No fixed percentage of RAMF issuance is reserved for housing. When Appendix G identifies 

a housing bottleneck requiring capital, Appendix H determines project qualification under 

the standard gates — with three housing-specific rules: 

• Rules before money. Where the documented constraint is permitting or entitlement, 

the NRMS record must say so, and Appendix H finance for that region is limited to 

constraints that survive the rules analysis. (Section 8.) 

• Pathway neutrality. Solicitations specify certified RU-4-equivalents delivered — by 

new construction, renovation, factory-built, or methods not yet named — never a 

preferred construction technology. (Appendix H Section 6.) 

• Constraint-release priority. Transformer manufacturing, interconnection capacity, 

mill and gypsum expansion, and apprenticeship-slot capacity score on downstream 

units unlocked per public dollar, per Appendix H Section 5 — where a modest project 

that removes a binding constraint outranks a larger project in an adequately supplied 

resource. 

Existing private finance is considered first throughout: residential construction is a 

functioning private capital market, and public RAMF capital exists to accelerate verified 

constraint relief, not to substitute for construction lending that already occurs. 

12. The Housing Dashboard: NRMS Record Lines 

The public housing record carries, nationally and by region: 



Line Measure Purpose 

1. Delivery Certified RU-4-equivalents/yr (new / 
renovation / rebuild) 

Primary output measure 

2. Stock state Qualifying / upgradeable / replaceable / 
misplaced shares 

True gap vs. vacancy-gap accounting 

3. Demand 
band 

Scenario-band household targets, re-estimated 
annually 

Section 4 discipline; no point-estimate 
planning 

4. Trades 
pipeline 

FTEs by craft; apprenticeship slots; slot 
utilization; age structure 

Constraint-behind-the-constraint visibility 

5. Materials Board-feet, yd³, sheets-eq, appliance sets vs. 
requirement 

Chain adequacy and import dependence 

6. Enabling Transformer units/yr; interconnection queue; 
water/sewer headroom 

Constraint-release targeting 

7. Rules Median permitting time; approval rate; entitled-
lot inventory by metro 

Zero-cost bottleneck exposure 

8. Automation Automation share; effective hours per delivered 
unit (trend) 

Capacity-multiplier verification; mint 
attribution 

 

Every line follows Appendix G confidence states and Maranatha provenance. Line 7 is 

deliberately public and deliberately regional: a jurisdiction whose permitting time, approval 

rate, and entitled-lot inventory are visible next to its housing gap cannot attribute its 

shortage to national resource constraints. 

13. Illustrative Regional Sequence 

Consider a metro region whose NRMS record shows RU-4-equivalent delivery at 40% of the 

regional target rate. 

• Step 1 — Measure the final gap: certified delivery is below target; prices and 

formation suppression confirm binding demand. 

• Step 2 — Trace dependencies: trades hours and materials are adequate; median 

permitting time is 14 months and entitled-lot inventory is under one year of 

absorption. The constraint is rules, not resources. 

• Step 3 — Rules response first: no Appendix H finance qualifies for this gap; the 

dashboard exposes the permitting record; reform is the documented remedy. No 

issuance occurs. 

• Step 4 — Re-measure: after reform, delivery rises until transformer lead times bind. 

The constraint has moved and is now physical. 



• Step 5 — Finance the physical constraint: an Appendix H solicitation for transformer 

manufacturing capacity qualifies on constraint-release value; milestone finance 

proceeds. 

• Step 6 — Verify and mint: delivered RU-4-equivalents rise and are certified; the 

NRMS records the effective-capacity gain; RAMF may recognize headroom under 

Appendix F. 

• Step 7 — Purchasing-power check: if certified capacity outruns household ability to 

consume it, allocation may favor the citizen purchasing-power channel per Appendix F 

Section 8. 

14. Governing Principle 

Housing abundance means that every household can obtain a dwelling at the reference 

standard — in area, systems, condition, and reasonable access — because the labor, 

materials, manufacturing, logistics, and enabling infrastructure to deliver and maintain it 

actually exist, and because the rules that once rationed delivery have been removed where 

they cost nothing to remove. Location remains priced, permanently and legitimately: the 

market allocates the coastline; the resource system builds the house. 

AC therefore treats housing as a continuously measured production system: define the 

reference unit, plan against a demand band rather than a point, reclassify the stock 

honestly, decompose the full production stack down to the loading dock, expose the rules 

constraints before financing the physical ones, expand or release the binding constraint, 

verify delivered units, and update the resource and monetary system from the measured 

reality. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Appendix L — Healthcare Resource Decomposition at the Target Standard 
Companion to Appendix D. Access Standard Definition, Demand Scenarios Under 

Demographic Change, Full-Stack Workforce Decomposition, Consumables and Supply-Chain 

Dependencies, and the Effective-Hours Liberation Sequence 

Core principle: Appendix D establishes healthcare as a composite resource system 

governed by effective deliverable capacity. This appendix performs the decomposition 

Appendix D requires: it converts the standard-of-living target into concrete access and 

service quantities, traces those quantities through the full production stack — clinician, 

nurse, sterile-processing technician, environmental-services worker, loading dock, 

consumables warehouse, and delivery route — and identifies the binding constraints in 

sequence. Its central empirical finding inverts the housing result of Appendix K: housing is 

stock-adequate but flow-constrained, while healthcare is capacity-short but efficiency-rich. 

The fastest healthcare gains come from liberating effective hours already trained and 

licensed; the pipeline expansion runs behind that liberation, and the consumables chain 

runs beneath both. 

1. Purpose and Relationship to Appendix D 

Appendix D defines the architecture: healthcare targets must be expressed as deliverable 

services; effective capacity, not raw headcount, is the accounting unit; dependency mapping 

locates the true constraint; and verified capacity gains feed RAMF under Appendix F. This 

appendix supplies the quantities. It answers, at stated evidence tiers, the questions the 

architecture poses: what does the target standard obligate the system to deliver, per person 

and per region; what workforce, facility, equipment, and consumables stack is required to 

deliver it; how does that requirement compare to present effective capacity; and which 

constraint binds first. 

The decomposition deliberately runs to the bottom of the stack. A hospital that adds 

surgeons without sterile-processing throughput adds waiting rooms, not surgeries. A clinic 

network that doubles encounters without scaling its consumables logistics runs out of 

gloves. The janitor, the loading dock, and the delivery driver are resource requirements of 

the operating room exactly as the surgeon is, and the NRMS healthcare record must carry 

them. 

STANDARD-OF-LIVING ACCESS TARGET 

↓ 

Per-capita service quantities, by service class and region 

↓ 

Demand scenario band (population x age-mix utilization) 

↓ 

Full-stack workforce, facility, and consumables requirement 

↓ 

Current effective capacity (hours delivered, not hours employed) 

↓ 

Gap decomposition: liberation vs. pipeline vs. physical build 



↓ 

LSI incentives, admin-liberation programs, Appendix H projects 

↓ 

Verified additional effective care capacity 

↓ 

NRMS UPDATE AND POSSIBLE RAMF HEADROOM 

 

2. The Access Standard: What the Target Household Actually Obtains 

At the $450K-equivalent standard, healthcare is defined by access, not by insurance status 

or nominal spending. The existing market proxy is concierge and direct-primary-care 

practice, whose defining feature is quantified: panels of roughly 400–600 patients per 

physician against 2,000–2,500 in conventional practice. [S] That panel ratio is the access 

difference. The AC access standard, per household member and per region: 

Access dimension Target standard Tier 

Primary care Same-day or next-day appointment; panel size 600–900 per effective PCP 
FTE 

[B] 

Specialist care Appointment within 1–2 weeks of referral [B] 

Diagnostics Routine imaging and laboratory within days; results without artificial delay [B] 

Elective procedures Scheduled within one month of clinical decision [B] 

Emergency care Trauma-capable response within regional time standard; no diversion as 
routine practice 

[B] 

Dental Two preventive visits per person per year plus restorative capacity without 
rationing-by-price 

[B] 

Vision / hearing Annual examination capacity; corrective devices without waiting lists [B] 

Mental health Initial appointment within one week; continuity of clinician [B] 

Geographic rule All of the above within Appendix G regional accessibility limits — national 
surplus does not cure regional shortage 

— 

 

Annual per-capita service quantities implied by the standard (planning values, [B]): 4–6 

primary-care encounters; 2–3 specialist encounters; ~1 imaging study; ~0.4–0.5 emergency 

encounters; 2 dental preventive visits plus restorative demand; procedure and inpatient 

capacity sized at the population level per Section 5. These quantities are the demand side of 

every requirement computed below. 



3. Demand Scenarios: Population Down, Utilization Up 

The Appendix K demand discipline applies, with one critical asymmetry stated plainly: the 

demographic forces that reduce housing demand do not reduce healthcare demand 

proportionally, because the same aging that flattens household formation raises per-capita 

utilization. A population 10% smaller but materially older can present nearly unchanged 

aggregate demand in inpatient, procedural, and chronic-care service classes, even as 

pediatric and obstetric demand falls. Applying the housing demand haircut uniformly to 

healthcare would be exactly the kind of conflation the framework's tier discipline exists to 

prevent. 

The healthcare demand band is therefore constructed as population scenario × age-mix 

utilization, by service class: 

Scenario Planning 
population 
(2050) 

Primary / preventive 
demand 

Inpatient / procedural / 
chronic demand 

Tier 

High formation ~340–350M Baseline Baseline + aging uplift [B] 

Adjusted — central 
planning case (−10% 
population) 

~305–315M ~−8–10% vs. baseline ~−0–5% vs. baseline (aging 
offsets population) 

[M] 

Deep reduction (−15–
20%) 

~280–295M ~−12–18% ~−5–10% [M] 

 

Consequence for planning: the central case reduces the primary-care and dental buildout 

modestly, but leaves the inpatient, surgical, and chronic-care requirement close to baseline 

through the 2040s, when the large retirement cohorts peak. The NRMS re-estimates the 

band annually from measured utilization by age band, and — per the standing rule 

inherited from Appendices B and K — no workforce or facility claim in this appendix ships 

without naming its scenario. 

4. The Central Finding: Liberation Before Pipeline 

Present clinical capacity is not what the headcount says it is. Surveys and time-motion 

studies consistently show physicians losing on the order of half of working time to 

documentation, prior authorization, billing-driven charting, and administrative 

coordination [S]; nursing loses a substantial fraction to the same channels plus supply-

hunting and non-clinical logistics. The country therefore operates with a large installed base 

of trained, licensed clinical hours that are employed but not delivered. 

This produces the gap decomposition rule for the entire appendix. Every measured shortfall 

against the Section 2 standard must be decomposed into three components before any 

response is financed: 



• Liberation component: hours recoverable from existing licensed capacity by 

removing administrative burden, automating documentation, raising support-staff 

ratios, and eliminating billing-driven workflow. Fastest to realize (months to a few 

years); largely an AI, workflow, and rules intervention; verified per Appendix D Section 

7 as delivered clinical hours, not adoption statistics. 

• Pipeline component: net new qualified capacity through training. Slowest to realize 

(7–12 years for physicians; 2–4 for nursing and allied); gated by training-slot capacity, 

not applicants; the LSI domain. 

• Physical component: staffed beds, operating and procedure rooms, imaging, chairs. 

Intermediate timescale; the Appendix H domain; only meaningful when staffed — an 

unstaffed bed is inventory, not capacity. 

The AC consumption-tax structure itself contributes to the liberation component: the 

elimination of income-tax-driven billing complexity and the Appendix B compensation 

unlock restructure the administrative load that consumes clinical hours today. The 

interaction is carried at tier [M] until the Appendix D capacity model produces bounded 

figures, consistent with Appendix B.4's treatment of the healthcare compensation line. 

5. Full-Stack Workforce Requirement 

5.1 Primary Care 

Central planning case, ~310M population at panels of 600–900 per effective PCP FTE: 

~345,000–515,000 effective PCP FTEs required. Current state: roughly 250,000–300,000 

practicing primary-care physicians [S], delivering perhaps 55–65% of their hours clinically 

— an effective base of ~140,000–195,000 panel-capacity FTEs. The nominal gap is 

therefore severe (2–3×), but the decomposition changes the response: liberating 

administrative hours and adding advanced-practice and support capacity plausibly recovers 

the equivalent of 80,000–150,000 FTEs from the existing licensed base [M], closing a third 

to half the gap before the first additional residency slot opens. Pipeline expansion covers the 

remainder across the horizon, with residency-slot capacity — not medical-school applicants 

— as the binding constraint, exactly parallel to the apprenticeship-slot finding of Appendix 

K Section 10. 

5.2 Nursing and Allied — the Cross-Cutting Constraint 

Nearly every effective-capacity lever in this appendix spends nursing hours: higher PCP 

throughput requires clinical support staff; every staffed bed added under Section 6 requires 

round-the-clock nursing coverage (a single staffed med-surg bed consumes roughly 5–6 RN 

FTEs across shifts and relief [B]); every additional procedure consumes perioperative 

nursing. The single binding national resource for the healthcare half of the standard-of-

living basket is qualified nursing and support FTEs, and the constraint behind it is clinical 

placement capacity: nursing programs turn away large numbers of qualified applicants 

annually for lack of clinical training slots and faculty [S]. Requirement at the central case: on 

the order of 4–4.5 million RN FTEs plus a comparable allied and support expansion, 

against ~3.2 million active RNs today with measured attrition. [B] LSI Tier 1–2 designation 



applies, with the Appendix K rule inherited: slot expansion and clinical-faculty incentives 

before recruitment bonuses that lengthen a queue. 

5.3 Dental — the Quiet Outlier 

Dental care is the service class where universal access at the target standard implies the 

largest proportional demand jump, because present utilization tracks income more steeply 

than medical care does — it is nearly fully price-rationed today. Two preventive visits per 

person per year at ~310M people is ~620M hygiene encounters annually, roughly double 

present preventive volume [B], before restorative catch-up demand from decades of 

deferred care. Hygienist pipeline, chair capacity, and dental-therapist scope rules become 

Tier 1–2 LSI and rules-reform targets ahead of physician expansion — an unglamorous 

finding the dashboard should make impossible to ignore. 

5.4 The Indirect Stack: Below the Clinical Line 

Hospital and clinic operations run at approximately 0.8–1.0 support FTE per clinical FTE 

[B]. The support stack is not overhead to be minimized in the abstract; it is the mechanism 

by which clinical hours are liberated — understaffing it is how the present system 

converted clinicians into clerks. Per the Appendix K convention, the NRMS carries the full 

tail: 

Function Role in effective capacity Scaling driver 

Sterile processing 
technicians 

Gate surgical throughput; an OR without 
instrument turnover is idle 

Procedures/yr; instrument sets 
per procedure 

Environmental services 
(EVS) 

Bed-turnover time is bed capacity; infection 
control is quality adjustment 

Bed-days; turnover standard 

Pharmacy technicians Medication throughput and safety checks Encounters; inpatient census 

Imaging / lab technologists Machine uptime is not capacity without 
operators 

Studies/yr; equipment base 

Schedulers, registration, 
records 

Access standard depends on scheduling 
throughput 

Encounters/yr 

Biomedical equipment 
technicians 

Equipment availability adjustment in the 
Appendix D formula 

Installed equipment base 

Food service and linen ~10–15 lbs linen per occupied bed-day; three 
meal services 

Bed-days 

Loading dock, receiving, 
and materials management 

Consumables availability at point of care; 
stockout = capacity loss 

Supply volume (Section 7) 



Function Role in effective capacity Scaling driver 

Couriers and delivery 
drivers 

Sample logistics, pharmacy distribution, 
interfacility transfer 

Network geometry; encounter 
volume 

 

6. Facilities and Physical Capacity 

The United States operates roughly 2.8 staffed hospital beds per 1,000 population — thin by 

developed-economy standards, with effectively no surge margin, as the pandemic 

demonstrated. [S] The target standard implies 3.5–4.0 staffed beds per 1,000 with 

genuine regional surge capacity: at the central planning case, ~1.08–1.24 million staffed 

beds against ~920,000 today — a net addition of roughly 160,000–320,000 staffed beds. [B] 

The construction is the lesser problem; per Section 5.2, each staffed bed carries its nursing 

and support multiple, which is why the facilities line is sequenced after the workforce lines 

in the bottleneck order. Outpatient procedure capacity, imaging, and dental chairs scale per 

the Section 2 quantities; the strategic-reserve and surge requirements follow the Appendix 

G resilience fields rather than being treated as waste when idle. 

7. Consumables, Pharmaceuticals, and the Supply Chain Beneath the System 

Care capacity is consumed against a continuous flow of manufactured goods, and the flow is 

a dependency exactly as clinician hours are. The NRMS consumables record carries volume, 

domestic capacity, import concentration, and inventory depth for at minimum: 

• Exam and surgical consumables: gloves (tens of billions of units annually, import-

concentrated in a small number of countries [S]), gowns, drapes, syringes, sharps, 

dressings. Per-encounter and per-procedure consumption factors convert Section 2 

service quantities directly into required flow. 

• IV fluids and injectables: domestically concentrated in very few plants; a single 

hurricane-driven plant outage in 2024 produced a national IV-fluid shortage within 

weeks [S] — the canonical demonstration that supplier concentration is a capacity risk, 

not an efficiency. Redundancy and reserve depth here are Appendix G resilience 

requirements and strong Appendix H candidates. 

• Generic pharmaceuticals and APIs: a large share of active pharmaceutical 

ingredients and finished generics is import-dependent with concentrated country risk 

[S]. Under Appendix F Section 13, that concentration reduces the resilience-adjusted 

contribution of nominal supply; domestic and allied API capacity is a standing capacity-

finance category. 

• Sterilization capacity: a small number of ethylene-oxide and radiation facilities gate 

the entire single-use device chain — a classic constraint-release investment per 

Appendix H Section 5. 

• Distribution: regional medical-surgical warehouses, cold chain, daily-route delivery to 

points of care, and the loading-dock and warehouse labor of Section 5.4. Inventory 



policy is a resilience parameter: just-in-time minimizes cost and minimizes surge 

survival simultaneously, and the NRMS records the tradeoff explicitly. 

8. Bottleneck Sequence 

Phase Binding constraint Primary response 

Years 1–4 Administrative consumption of licensed 
clinical hours 

Liberation program: documentation AI, prior-auth 
elimination via payment restructuring, support-staff 
ratios; verified as delivered hours (Appendix D §7) 

Years 2–8 Clinical training slots (nursing placements, 
residencies, hygiene programs) 

LSI faculty/preceptor incentives; Appendix H 
training-capacity finance; the slot, not the applicant, 
is the unit 

Years 3–12 Staffed-bed and procedural buildout; 
sterile processing; dental chairs 

Appendix H milestone finance, staffing-coupled (no 
unstaffed-bed milestones) 

Throughout Consumables and pharmaceutical supply 
concentration 

Resilience-adjusted NRMS accounting; 
domestic/allied capacity solicitations; reserve depth 

Late 
horizon 

Hands-on care labor for the aged cohort 
(human-limited per framework 
introduction) 

LSI; automation assists but does not substitute; 
carried honestly as the residual human constraint 

 

The inversion, stated for the record: housing's first bottleneck is rules (permitting), 

healthcare's is administrative waste — and neither is “insufficient spending.” In both 

domains the highest-return early interventions consume little or no new physical resource 

and no new issuance. This is the Appendix G principle — the visible shortage is not the 

binding constraint — confirmed empirically in the two largest lines of the standard-of-living 

basket, and it is the strongest single argument the framework possesses against the reflex 

that abundance is purchased rather than unblocked. 

9. The Healthcare Dashboard: NRMS Record Lines 

Line Measure Purpose 

1. Access Wait times by service class and region vs. Section 
2 standard 

Primary outcome measure; the citizen-
facing number 

2. Delivered 
hours 

Clinical hours delivered vs. hours employed, by 
occupation 

Liberation-component verification 

3. Panels Effective PCP FTEs and panel sizes, regional Primary-care standard tracking 



Line Measure Purpose 

4. Pipeline Training slots, applicants turned away, 
completion, attrition, age structure by occupation 

Constraint-behind-the-constraint 
visibility 

5. Staffed 
capacity 

Staffed beds/1,000; OR and procedure 
throughput; dental chairs; surge margin 

Physical component, staffing-coupled 

6. Consumables Flow vs. requirement; import concentration; 
reserve depth (days) 

Resilience and supply adequacy 

7. Quality Outcome and safety measures per Appendix D §11 Prevents throughput from cannibalizing 
quality 

8. Demand 
band 

Utilization by age band; scenario re-estimate Section 3 discipline 

 

Line 2 is the healthcare counterpart of the housing dashboard's permitting line: it makes the 

zero-issuance bottleneck public. A region whose clinicians deliver 55% of employed hours 

cannot attribute its access gap to a physician shortage, and the dashboard should make that 

arithmetic unavoidable. 

10. Illustrative Regional Sequence 

• Step 1 — Measure: a region shows 24-day median primary-care waits against the 

standard; the naive reading is “too few physicians.” 

• Step 2 — Decompose: Line 2 shows clinicians delivering ~58% of employed hours; 

support ratios are below benchmark; panel math shows the licensed base could meet 

the standard at ~80% delivered hours. 

• Step 3 — Liberate first: documentation automation and support-staff expansion 

deploy; no new issuance; delivered hours are independently measured. 

• Step 4 — Verify and mint: waits fall to 6 days; the NRMS records the effective-

capacity gain; RAMF may recognize headroom on the verified delivered-hours increase 

per Appendix F §15.1. 

• Step 5 — The constraint moves: dental waits now bind; the pipeline analysis shows 

hygiene-program slots, not applicants, limiting; LSI faculty incentives and an Appendix 

H program-expansion solicitation follow. 

• Step 6 — Purchasing-power check: newly available preventive capacity outruns 

household uptake; Appendix F §8 allocation may favor the citizen purchasing-power 

channel so the capacity is consumed rather than idled. 

11. Governing Principle 

Healthcare abundance at the target standard means every household obtains concierge-

grade access — measured in days-to-appointment, not dollars-spent — because the 



delivered clinical hours, the staffed beds, the trained pipeline, the sterile instruments, the 

stocked shelves, and the truck that restocked them actually exist. The sequence is fixed by 

the evidence: liberate the hours already trained, expand the slots that gate the pipeline, 

build the staffed capacity the workforce can operate, and secure the consumables chain 

beneath all of it — verifying each gain as delivered service before it touches the monetary 

system. The framework does not promise unlimited care; it promises that the care the 

standard defines is produced, measured, and reachable, and that no shortage is ever again 

mistaken for a funding problem when the dashboard shows it to be a workflow, a rule, or a 

training slot. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Appendix M — Energy as a Resource System 
The Convergence Domain: Demand Buildout, Self-Sufficiency, the Domestic Availability 

Floor, the LNG Window, and the Automated Refining Program 

Core principle: Energy is the domain on which every other resource domain's dependency 

graph converges. The housing program of Appendix K, the healthcare capacity of 

Appendices D and L, the AI compute targets of Appendix G, and the manufacturing base that 

supplies all of them are each, at bottom, claims on generation, firm capacity, transmission, 

storage, and fuels. Energy self-sufficiency therefore carries benefits far beyond price: 

resilience against foreign supply shocks, removal of geopolitical leverage over domestic 

living standards, higher resilience-adjusted RAMF contribution under Appendix F §13, and 

strategic freedom of action. AC manages energy as a measured production system with one 

addition unique to tradable essentials: a rules-based Domestic Availability Floor that 

guarantees Americans first claim on domestically produced essential resources whenever 

domestic availability falls below target — while leaving trade free above the floor and 

preserving the alliance strategy of the foreign-policy framework. 

1. Purpose and the Convergence Position 

No other resource line touches every row of the standard-of-living basket. The RU-4 of 

Appendix K consumes electricity at construction (mills, panel plants, site logistics) and at 

occupancy (200A+ service is part of the standard itself). The staffed bed of Appendix L 

consumes firm, high-reliability power with backup requirements measured in lives. The AI 

compute targets of Appendix G are, by their own dependency graph, mostly an energy and 

interconnection problem. Transportation, agriculture, and water systems electrify across 

the horizon. Energy is therefore the first domain in which a shortfall propagates into every 

other dashboard simultaneously, and the domain where the Appendix H constraint-release 

logic reaches maximum value: a transformer, an interconnection queue reform, or a 

gigawatt of firm capacity unlocks downstream output across the entire economy. 

STANDARD-OF-LIVING TARGET (ALL DOMAINS) 

↓ 

Domain energy requirements (housing, health, compute, industry, transport) 

↓ 

Total demand band: TWh, firm MW, fuels, by region and hour 

↓ 

Supply decomposition: generation, transmission, storage, fuel cycle, refining 

↓ 

Self-sufficiency and resilience assessment (Appendix F §13 adjustments) 

↓ 

Binding constraints: rules, equipment, workforce, fuel chain 

↓ 

Domestic Availability Floor status (export throttle if breached) 

↓ 

LSI, permitting reform, and/or Appendix H projects 



↓ 

VERIFIED DELIVERED ENERGY CAPACITY → NRMS → RAMF 

 

2. Demand at the Target Standard 

Present U.S. generation runs on the order of 4,200–4,300 TWh per year. [S] The target 

standard moves demand on four fronts: the housing program (construction energy plus 

larger, fully electrified dwellings), data-center and AI compute growth (already the fastest-

growing load class [S]), industrial reshoring and the manufacturing scale-ups of Appendices 

K and L (appliance plants, mills, pharmaceutical and transformer manufacturing), and 

transport electrification at whatever rate it actually occurs. Under the central planning case 

of the Appendix K/L demand discipline (−10% population, aging mix, automation-heavy 

production): 

Scenario Annual generation 
(2050) 

Firm capacity emphasis Tier 

High electrification + high 
compute 

~7,500–8,500 TWh Maximum firm buildout; storage-heavy [M] 

Central planning case ~6,000–7,000 TWh ~1.5× current generation; firm share rises 
with data-center and health loads 

[M] 

Slow electrification ~5,000–5,500 TWh Modest buildout; refining demand persists 
longer (§7) 

[M] 

 

Even the slow case requires the largest generation and transmission buildout in national 

history, sustained for decades. As in Appendices K and L, the scenario band changes 

program size, not structure: every constraint identified below binds in all three scenarios. 

Demand is measured in three currencies simultaneously — annual TWh, firm MW at 

regional peak (the currency hospitals and data centers actually spend), and fuels — and the 

NRMS carries all three, because a system adequate in TWh and short in firm regional MW is 

short. 

3. Self-Sufficiency as a Multi-Benefit Objective 

Energy self-sufficiency is frequently argued on price alone, which understates it. The 

framework records four distinct benefit channels, each with its own NRMS measure: 

• Price stability: insulation of domestic prices from foreign supply shocks and cartel 

action; measured as domestic-vs-world price linkage by fuel (§5). 

• Resilience: continuity of essential services under embargo, conflict, or logistics 

disruption; measured as reserve depth, redundancy, and surge capacity per Appendix G 

resilience fields. 



• Monetary quality: under Appendix F §13, import-dependent supply receives 

resilience haircuts in RAMF accounting; domestic and secure-allied capacity 

contributes at fuller value. Self-sufficiency literally increases the monetary headroom 

the same nominal supply supports. 

• Strategic freedom: removal of energy as foreign leverage over U.S. policy; the enabling 

condition for the foreign-policy framework's abundance-alliance posture to be an offer 

rather than a need. 

Self-sufficiency does not mean autarky. It means that for NRMS-designated essential 

resources, domestic plus secure-allied capacity covers the domestic requirement with 

margin — and that trade above that line is conducted from strength. The instrument that 

enforces the distinction is the Domestic Availability Floor. 

4. The Domestic Availability Floor (DAF) 

Rule: For each NRMS-designated essential resource, a statutory Domestic Availability Floor 

is defined in the resource's own units (reserve days, firm capacity margin, or effective 

availability ratio per Appendix F §4). When measured domestic availability is at or above 

the floor, export is free, subject only to ordinary law. When availability falls below the floor 

— or is above it but deteriorating toward breach within the forecast window — export 

licensing for that resource throttles automatically, by published formula, until the floor is 

restored. Americans hold first claim on domestically produced essentials when and only 

when the dashboard shows them short. 

Design properties, each load-bearing: 

• Trigger-based, never discretionary. The throttle is a mechanical function of the 

NRMS record, Maranatha-logged, exactly as resource floors constrain issuance under 

Appendix F §4. No official decides to restrict; the measured floor does. This forecloses 

the corruption channel entirely: an export exemption cannot be sold if, below the floor, 

exemptions do not exist — and above the floor, none are needed. 

• Narrow list, supermajority-guarded. The essential-resource list is the attack surface: 

every consumer of an input will lobby to designate it essential (guaranteed cheap 

feedstock); every producer will lobby against (world prices). List modifications require 

supermajority approval, public notice, and delayed effect, per the standard AC 

governance rules. The list is short by design — fuels, grid-critical equipment, 

designated pharmaceuticals and APIs, and comparably systemic items — not a general 

industrial-policy register. 

• Producer-investment protection. A permanent export ban suppresses the 

investment that creates the supply being protected — the documented lesson of the 

1975–2015 crude ban era. The DAF's conditionality is the answer: producers face 

world prices in the normal state and throttling only in measured-shortage states, which 

is a risk they can price, and one the buildout program of §§6–7 is designed to make 

rare. 

• Allied reciprocity carve-outs. Secure-allied supply counts toward U.S. effective 

availability under Appendix F §13; symmetrically, treaty partners in the abundance-



alliance framework may hold defined claims that survive ordinary throttling, at levels 

that never breach the domestic floor itself. The DAF must strengthen the alliance offer, 

not contradict it. 

• Sequencing honesty. The United States currently depends on concentrated foreign 

sources for several of its own critical inputs — APIs, transformers, processed rare 

earths — and an aggressive export-first posture invites mirror action precisely where 

the U.S. is weakest. [S] The DAF therefore hardens on the same schedule that Appendix 

H buildouts reduce import dependence: trade freely for what the country cannot yet 

make, build the capacity, then let the floor protect what it has become able to make. 

The NRMS import-dependence fields time the hardening; posture follows 

measurement. 

• Tax coherence. The consumption tax's border adjustment (exports zero-rated, 

imports taxed at domestic sale) is unchanged. The DAF operates on quantity licensing, 

not price, and introduces no new tax distortion. 

The DAF generalizes beyond energy — it is the trade-policy expression of the critical 

resource floors already present in Appendix F — but energy is where it earns its keep first, 

because energy contains the clearest live case: natural gas. 

5. The LNG Window: Capitalizing on a Structural Advantage 

U.S. natural gas is structurally inexpensive — domestic benchmark prices run at a fraction 

of European and Asian delivered prices — because export capacity, not production, is the 

throttle: liquefaction terminals are the physical link between domestic and world prices, 

and their limited capacity has kept that link loose. [S] Every terminal added tightens the 

linkage and lifts domestic prices toward world netback. The present configuration is 

therefore a national arbitrage position: the country simultaneously enjoys low domestic 

energy costs and sells the marginal molecule into premium world markets. 

The AC strategy is to run the window deliberately rather than by accident: 

• Export from strength: continue LNG buildout and capture the premium — export 

revenue, allied energy security (displacing adversary supply into allied markets), and 

alliance leverage are all real returns. 

• Floor-protect the home market: designate natural gas an essential resource with a 

DAF defined in reserve depth and firm winter deliverability. The floor guarantees the 

arbitrage can never invert against American households: if domestic availability 

tightens, the throttle binds exports first, automatically, before domestic prices are bid 

to world levels. 

• Time-limit the assumption: the window narrows as world supply responds and as 

domestic electrification shifts gas demand. The NRMS carries the linkage measurement 

(domestic vs. world price spread, terminal capacity vs. production) so the strategy is 

re-priced annually rather than assumed permanent. 

The gas case also disciplines the oil discussion. Crude is globally fungible and the domestic 

refining fleet was configured for imported heavy grades, so “keep our oil home” does not by 

itself produce cheap products — the binding constraint in oil is refining configuration and 



permitting, which is §7's subject. The DAF applies to crude and products as designated 

essentials, but the price benefit in oil is delivered by the refining program, not the trade 

rule. 

6. Supply Decomposition and the Buildout 

6.1 Generation and Firm Capacity 

Appendix H technology neutrality governs: solicitations specify delivered firm MW, TWh, 

reliability, and regional deliverability — never a preferred technology. Gas, nuclear (large 

and modular), geothermal, hydro, solar-plus-storage, and wind compete on the Appendix H 

metrics; the NRMS records each source's firmness profile honestly (a nameplate MW is not 

a firm MW, and the dashboard carries both). The central-case buildout — roughly 1.5× 

current generation with a rising firm share — is a multi-decade program on the scale of the 

housing program of Appendix K, and shares its labor pool (§8). 

6.2 Transmission, Interconnection, and the Rules Bottleneck — Again 

The interconnection queue is the energy domain's permitting finding: on the order of two 

terawatts of proposed generation — roughly current installed capacity twice over — waits 

in interconnection queues, with multi-year median waits, while transmission siting can 

consume a decade. [S] Exactly as in Appendix K §8 and Appendix L §4, the first binding 

constraint is rules, and the standing rule inherits: no Appendix H issuance may be 

approved to route around a queue or siting bottleneck that reform can remove for 

free. The dashboard publishes queue depth, median processing time, and siting duration by 

region, next to the region's capacity gap — making it impossible to attribute a rules 

shortage to a resource shortage. 

6.3 Equipment: The Transformer Super-Bottleneck and the Fuel Cycle 

• Large power and distribution transformers: already identified in Appendix K §7.4 as 

the cross-domain super-bottleneck — multi-year lead times, concentrated production, 

and simultaneous demand from housing, data centers, grid expansion, and industrial 

electrification. The single highest constraint-release score in the Appendix H portfolio; 

domestic manufacturing solicitation is a first-mover program. Grain-oriented electrical 

steel, its upstream input, is tracked one level down the dependency graph. 

• Turbines, switchgear, HVDC converters, breakers: long-lead equipment with 

concentrated supply chains; tracked with lead-time and import-concentration fields. 

• Nuclear fuel cycle: conversion and enrichment capacity remain import-exposed, 

including to adversary supply. [S] A domestic/allied enrichment buildout is a DAF-

consistent, resilience-scored Appendix H category if nuclear takes a major share of the 

firm buildout. 

• Solar, battery, and rare-earth chains: high import concentration in processing 

stages; resilience haircuts per Appendix F §13 until domestic or allied capacity closes 

the gap. The haircut, not a technology preference, is what steers the portfolio. 



7. The Automated Refining Program 

No major new U.S. refinery has been built since 1977. [S] The existing fleet is aging, was 

configured for imported heavy-sour crude while domestic shale production is light-sweet — 

the mismatch that drives the simultaneous export of light crude and import of heavy — and 

operates behind the same permitting wall as every other industrial buildout in this 

framework. The result is that refining, not crude supply, is the binding constraint on 

domestic product prices and resilience: the country can produce the barrel and still queue 

for the gallon. 

The program: over a 20-year horizon, build the most automated refineries ever 

constructed — modular, digitally operated, minimally staffed, configured for the domestic 

light-sweet slate, and sited under reformed permitting. Automation is not a flourish; it is 

what makes the program financeable at all. A refinery designed around digital-twin 

operations, predictive maintenance, robotic inspection, and skeleton staffing carries an 

operating-cost structure that 1977-era designs cannot approach, and — consistent with the 

framework's automation thesis — converts a labor-constrained industry into a capital-and-

permitting-constrained one, which are exactly the constraints AC's rules reform and 

Appendix H finance are built to remove. 

Program disciplines, each inherited from the framework's standing rules: 

• Demand-band sizing. Transport electrification over the same 20 years is a real 

variable, and a maximum-capacity refining program sized against frozen gasoline 

demand is exactly the unfalsifiable optimism the tier discipline forbids. The program is 

sized against the §2 scenario band, with two hedges: modular capacity that can be 

staged with demand, and petrochemical-integration flexibility so that units retain value 

as the product slate shifts from fuels toward chemicals. Aviation, marine, heavy 

transport, and petrochemical demand persist across all scenarios; the program's floor 

is sized to those. [M] 

• Slate-match additionality. Each project's Appendix H claim is stated as verified 

domestic light-sweet processing capacity added and heavy-import displacement 

achieved — measurable, auditable, and precisely the mismatch the current fleet 

embodies. 

• Permitting first. Per the standing rule, reform of refinery siting and review precedes 

finance; the program's first-phase milestones are regulatory, not physical, and cost no 

issuance. 

• Resilience siting. Present refining capacity is geographically concentrated on the Gulf 

Coast within a single hurricane corridor — the IV-fluid lesson of Appendix L §7 at 

national-fuel scale. [S] Dispersal and redundancy score under the Appendix G resilience 

fields, and inland siting near domestic production is favored where logistics support it. 

• DAF integration. Refined products are designated essentials with reserve-depth 

floors; the Strategic Petroleum Reserve concept extends to a products-and-crude 

reserve policy consistent with the automated fleet's slate. 



8. Workforce and the Cross-Domain Labor Contention 

The energy buildout draws on the same trades pool as the housing program: electricians 

and linemen above all, plus welders, pipefitters, operators, and heavy-civil trades. Appendix 

K already requires the residential electrical trades to expand sharply; Appendix M adds grid, 

generation, and refinery demand for the same licenses. This is the framework's first 

measured cross-domain labor contention, and the NRMS must reconcile it explicitly rather 

than let two dashboards each assume the whole pool: 

• Unified trade records: each licensed trade is a single national NRMS record with 

demand rows contributed by each domain (housing, grid, generation, refining, 

industry). The sum, not any domain's view, is the requirement LSI prices. 

• Contention-aware LSI: multipliers respond to the aggregate gap; apprenticeship-slot 

expansion (the constraint behind the constraint, per K §10 and L §5.2) is sized to the 

aggregate. 

• Automation as the reconciler: panelized housing reduces residential electrical hours 

per unit; automated refineries reduce operator headcount; robotic line construction 

reduces lineman hours per mile. The automation share is the swing variable that 

determines whether the aggregate trades gap is severe or manageable — the same 

finding as K §8, now economy-wide. 

9. The Energy Dashboard: NRMS Record Lines 

Line 
Measure Purpose 

1. Delivery TWh/yr; firm MW at regional peak; fuels and 
products output 

Three-currency output measure 

2. Demand 
band 

Domain-contributed demand rows; scenario re-
estimate 

§2 discipline; convergence accounting 

3. Rules Interconnection queue depth and median wait; 
siting duration; refinery permitting time 

Zero-cost bottleneck exposure (the K §12 
/ L §9 counterpart) 

4. Equipment Transformer output and lead times; turbine, 
switchgear, enrichment capacity; import 
concentration 

Constraint-release targeting 

5. Workforce Unified trade records with per-domain demand 
rows; slot capacity 

Cross-domain contention reconciliation 

6. Self-
sufficiency 

Domestic + secure-allied share by resource; 
resilience-adjusted availability 

Appendix F §13 inputs 

7. DAF status Availability vs. floor per designated essential; 
throttle state; forecast-to-breach 

Automatic trade guardrail; public and 
mechanical 



Line 
Measure Purpose 

8. Price 
linkage 

Domestic vs. world spread by fuel; export capacity 
vs. production 

LNG-window management (§5) 

9. Reserves SPR and products reserve depth in days; regional 
dispersal 

Resilience and DAF inputs 

 

10. Illustrative Sequence: Gas, the Floor, and the Window 

• Step 1 — Designate and measure: natural gas is designated essential; the DAF is set 

in firm winter deliverability and storage-days; the NRMS publishes availability, floor 

margin, and price linkage. 

• Step 2 — Export from strength: availability sits well above floor; LNG expansion 

proceeds; premium revenue and allied supply displacement are captured; the throttle 

never engages. 

• Step 3 — Forecast breach: a severe winter plus terminal growth pushes forecast 

availability toward the floor; the published formula begins throttling marginal export 

licenses automatically; allied treaty claims within carve-out limits are honored; 

Maranatha records every licensing decision. 

• Step 4 — Structural response: the repeated near-breach is evidence of a capacity gap, 

not a trade problem alone; Appendix H storage and deliverability solicitations follow 

the measured constraint; the floor margin is rebuilt. 

• Step 5 — Verify and mint: added storage and firm deliverability are verified; NRCI 

reflects the resilience gain per Appendix F; the window continues on measurement, not 

faith. 

11. Governing Principle 

Energy abundance means every other domain's dashboard can assume its power, fuel, and 

feedstock lines are met — because generation, firm capacity, transmission, storage, refining, 

and reserves actually exist, domestically or through secure allies, with margin. Self-

sufficiency is pursued for price, resilience, monetary quality, and strategic freedom 

together; trade is conducted from strength above a measured floor and throttled by rule, 

never by discretion, below it. The country capitalizes on the advantages it holds today — 

the gas window foremost — while building, over twenty years and behind reformed rules, 

the most automated energy production and refining fleet ever constructed, sized honestly 

against a demand band rather than a wish. The market prices the molecule; the resource 

system guarantees the supply; and no American is ever again outbid for an essential their 

own country produced. 



Appendix N — Wartime Economic Operations 
Implementing Article X. Activation and Expiration, Baseline Integrity, Margin Recapture, the 

Sealed-Commitment Protocol, Continuous Audit, Deferred Disclosure, and Conflict Rules 

Core principle: War is the historical mechanism by which every fiscal discipline is 

suspended and never restored, and the condition under which those who decide, supply, 

and audit are most tempted to profit from deciding, supplying, and auditing. AC therefore 

pre-writes its wartime mode in peacetime, so the first war does not write it instead. The 

design goal is stated as a single asymmetry: the enemy may be denied our secrets; the citizen 

may only be asked to wait for them — and the wait is written down before the spending 

begins. Secrecy of contents is permitted where survival requires it. Secrecy of accountability 

is never permitted at all. 

1. Activation, Term, and Renewal 

Wartime economic rules activate only upon a formal Declaration of War. No executive 

action, authorization for the use of force, emergency proclamation, or agency finding may 

activate them. Upon activation: 

• Fixed term: the Declaration carries a statutory economic term (default two years). All 

Article X authorities lapse automatically at term end. 

• Renewal by escalating consent: each renewal requires a fresh supermajority vote, on 

the record, in public session, with the quarterly aggregate disclosures of Section 8 

entered into the record before the vote. Perpetual war must be perpetually and publicly 

re-chosen — the structural answer to the open-ended conflict, in which “ongoing” 

otherwise becomes a permanent secrecy license. 

• Scope declaration: the Declaration names the war-related procurement categories to 

which margin recapture and sealed commitment apply. Categories may be added by 

public amendment; they may never be added silently. 

• No carryover: upon expiration or termination, every wartime authority, waiver, and 

schedule ends. Programs wishing to continue must re-qualify under ordinary AC rules 

from a standing start. Nothing survives by inertia. 

2. Baseline Integrity: The Tension Trigger 

The margin-recapture system of Section 3 caps wartime margins at each supplier's own 

historical baseline. That baseline is the system's single point of attack: a supplier who sees 

war coming can inflate margins during the buildup years so that the “baseline” captured at 

declaration is already a war price. The defense is to end the baseline window before the 

buildup begins: 

The Tension Trigger (T₀) is the earliest of: (a) the formal Declaration itself; (b) enactment 

of any statutory pre-mobilization or defense-surge authorization naming the relevant 

theater or adversary; or (c) a published NRMS readiness condition — a defined, dashboard-

visible state of elevated defense-procurement demand. The baseline window for every 

supplier is the trailing period ending at T₀, not at declaration: 



BaselineMargin_f = revenue-weighted operating margin of firm f over [T₀ − 

5 yrs, T₀] 

 

Margins earned between T₀ and declaration are therefore already subject to recapture 

review once the Declaration activates, retroactively to T₀. A supplier cannot profit from the 

buildup it can see coming. Two further integrity rules: 

• Baselines are computed from records already filed: consumption-tax remittances, 

audited financials, and prior Maranatha-anchored contract records. No new submission 

at declaration may establish or revise a baseline — the number is derived from history 

the supplier cannot rewrite. 

• Baseline disputes are narrow: a supplier may petition for adjustment only on 

documented structural change (divestiture, merger, product-line change) predating T₀, 

adjudicated publicly on the ordinary clocks. 

3. Margin Recapture: Volume Unlimited, Desperation Unpriced 

The rule caps the rate of profit, never its mass. A transformer plant that triples output at its 

ordinary margin earns triple the profit — and should, because profit mass is the surge 

incentive and surge is the objective. The profiteering signal is margin expansion: the same 

article at a higher markup because the buyer is desperate and the checks are blank. 

Accordingly, for each firm f, war-category revenue in period t: 

AllowedProfit_f,t = BaselineMargin_f × WarRevenue_f,t + r_ref × 

InvestedWarCapital_f,t 

Recapture_f,t = max(0, ActualWarProfit_f,t − AllowedProfit_f,t) 

 

• The capital-return allowance (r_ref × InvestedWarCapital): surge requires plants, 

tooling, and lines built at private risk. Verified capital invested in war capacity earns 

the published reference return in addition to baseline margin on output, and qualifies 

for accelerated amortization so the supplier is not left holding a war plant when peace 

arrives — the WWII solution, made explicit. Under-compensating capacity is as 

dangerous as over-compensating price. 

• New entrants: a firm without a five-year history at T₀ receives the published sector-

reference margin for its category plus the capital-return allowance. New capacity is 

welcomed at fair terms; it is not granted a blank baseline. 

• Historical precedent, claimed openly: this is the Renegotiation Act of 1942 rebuilt — 

ex-post recapture of excess war profits, which recovered billions and was reauthorized 

through two later wars [S] — with the Renegotiation Board replaced by the audit 

system of Section 5, which has a trillion times the throughput and no golf partners. 

• Recaptured funds: excess margin flows to the Treasury and follows the AC surplus 

order (war costs, then debt). It is never available as discretionary spending, and it is 

reported in the Section 8 aggregates every quarter. 



4. The Sealed-Commitment Protocol 

The historical failure of “we will disclose after the war” is that the disclosure was 

unenforceable: records were created after the fact, revised, or lost. Maranatha removes the 

possibility. Every classified economic record — contract, price schedule, decision 

memorandum, milestone certification, disbursement — is cryptographically hashed and 

committed to the public ledger at the moment of its creation. The public sees 

immediately: that a record exists, its category, its committing authority, and its 

declassification clock. It cannot see contents. When the clock expires, the full record is 

revealed and must match its commitment exactly. 

CLASSIFIED RECORD CREATED (contract, price, decision, disbursement) 

↓ 

HASH COMMITTED TO MARANATHA SAME DAY — PUBLICLY VISIBLE ENVELOPE 

↓ 

CATEGORY + CLOCK PUBLISHED IN ADVANCE 

↓ 

CONTINUOUS CLEARED AUDIT INSIDE THE BOUNDARY (Section 5) 

↓ 

CLOCK EXPIRES → CONTENTS REVEALED 

↓ 

REVEALED CONTENTS MUST MATCH COMMITMENT 

↓ 

MISMATCH, BACKDATING, OR ABSENCE = FELONY FALSIFICATION (Art. IV §4) 

 

Nothing can be backdated, rewritten, or lost in a move. “Trust us, we will show you later” 

becomes “we have already shown you the sealed envelope; its opening is scheduled.” This is 

pre-registration applied to war finance: the commitment precedes the outcome, so the 

record cannot be curated after the fact. 

4.1 Declassification Clocks 

Category Clock Notes 

Completed operations and closed 
contracts 

Fully auditable at 
completion + reconciliation 
lag 

Default state; completion starts the clock, 
not the war's end 

Ordinary classified expenditures 
(ongoing) 

18–36 months from record 
creation 

Specifics protected; aggregates always 
public (§8) 

Sensitive technology 18–24 months Extendable per row below only while 
adversary parity is absent 

Sensitive technology, adversary 
lacks equivalent 

Trusted-auditor regime 
until parity or ceiling 

Cleared independent auditors verify; their 
attestations publish immediately 



Category Clock Notes 

Absolute ceiling — all categories 10 years from record 
creation 

No record remains sealed beyond the 
ceiling, without exception. A secrecy need 
that outlives the ceiling must be re-justified 
publicly, per record, by supermajority 

 

Extension of any clock is itself a public, logged act naming the category and the new date — 

never the contents. Silent extension is falsification. 

5. Audit Architecture: Continuous Inside, Deferred Outside 

Publication is deferred; audit is not. Auditing eighteen months after the money moves 

writes better history books; auditing while it moves recovers the money and stops defective 

goods from reaching soldiers. The precedent is the Truman Committee, which audited war 

production during the Second World War, recovered billions, exposed defective engines 

before they killed more pilots, and never leaked a usable secret. [S] The architecture is three 

layers: 

• Layer 1 — Continuous AI audit inside the boundary. From the first disbursement, 

audit models operating on air-gapped, cleared systems examine every committed 

record in near-real time: margin anomalies against Section 3 baselines, duplicate and 

phantom billing, milestone certifications without delivery evidence, pricing dispersion 

across suppliers of like items. Findings flag; they do not adjudicate. 

• Layer 2 — The standing committee. A permanent, statutory, cleared oversight body 

(the Truman Committee, re-established and never again ad hoc) receives Layer 1 

findings, holds subpoena authority inside the classification boundary, adjudicates flags 

with human judgment, and refers fraud. Its members are subject to the Section 7 

conflict rules in full. 

• Layer 3 — Formal reconciliation and revelation. Twelve to eighteen months after 

each expenditure period, the full AI reconciliation pass computes final recapture under 

Section 3 and initiates renegotiation where owed. Public revelation then follows the 

Section 4 clocks: the citizen receives not merely the records but the completed audit of 

them. 

5.1 Auditing the Auditor 

• Committed models: the audit models themselves are hash-committed to Maranatha 

before each period. The watchdog cannot be quietly retrained, and every finding is 

reproducible against the committed model and the committed records. 

• Red-team sampling: independent cleared adversarial auditors sample the AI's “no 

exception” findings each period, so the system cannot be gamed into blessing fraud by 

learning what the model ignores. 

• Referral, not conviction: an audit flag is evidence for human process, never a penalty 

in itself. The Article IV distinction holds under fire: failure is permitted; fraud is not. 



6. Dividend, DAF, and Incentive Integration 

• The Base Dividend is inviolable in war. Article II holds under every Declaration; that 

it holds precisely when the pressure to suspend it is greatest is the point of writing it as 

constitutional law. Congress may redirect a published share of dividend growth — 

never the base — to war capacity. Every redirected dollar is committed to the ledger 

and constitutes a first-priority restoration claim when the Declaration ends: the 

citizens lend their raise to the war, and the ledger remembers the debt. 

• Domestic Availability Floors harden automatically: under a Declaration, DAF floors 

for war-essential resources adjust per pre-published wartime schedules, and export 

throttles bind by the ordinary Appendix M formula — mobilization changes the floor 

values, never the mechanism. 

• Wartime IFI and LSI schedules activate per Appendix I §6 and the labor-hierarchy 

rules: emergency medical, logistics, production, and civil-defense pathways reweight, 

fund from authorized allocations, and expire with the Declaration. No wartime 

incentive mints money or compels participation; Article VII survives mobilization 

intact. 

• Extraordinary issuance, if any, arises only from separate wartime legislation, carries 

the Article V §5 requirements — ceiling, schedule, separate ledger, expiration — and is 

reported within the Section 8 aggregates. War changes what the mint may be asked to 

do; it changes nothing about how the asking is recorded. 

7. Those Who Decide: Conflict and Divestiture Rules 

War is profitable not only for those who supply it but for those who declare, appropriate, 

and administer it. The Truman Committee audited the contractors; no one audited the 

Congress. Under Article X §6: 

• Divestiture precedes authority: no person may exercise war-finance or procurement 

authority — elected, appointed, or commissioned — while holding interests in affected 

suppliers. Divestiture or conversion to a qualified blind trust is a precondition of the 

authority, not a consequence of being caught. 

• Trading prohibition: members of Congress and covered officials, and their spouses 

and dependents, may not trade securities of war-category suppliers during an active 

Declaration. Classified timelines are the ultimate inside information; the prohibition is 

absolute rather than disclosed-and-permitted. 

• Decisions on the ledger: every procurement award, waiver, exception, and 

renegotiation settlement is sealed-committed under Section 4 with its deciding 

officials, disclosed conflicts, and recusals named in the record — revealed on the same 

clocks as the spending itself. 

• Auditors audited: Section 5 personnel and trusted auditors are subject to the identical 

divestiture, prohibition, and commitment rules. No layer of the system stands outside 

it. 



8. Aggregates Are Always Public 

Classification protects specifics — capabilities, locations, suppliers of sensitive technology. 

It never protects totals. Regardless of classification, the following publish quarterly during 

any Declaration: 

• Total war expenditure by broad category, and its share of public outlays. 

• Total recaptured excess margin under Section 3, and renegotiations opened and 

settled. 

• Count and category of sealed commitments created, revealed on schedule, extended 

(with new dates), and — the number that must always be zero — revealed with 

mismatch. 

• Audit-exception counts by layer, referrals made, and recoveries obtained. 

• Dividend-growth amounts redirected and the accumulated restoration claim. 

The adversary learns nothing actionable from “we spent X and clawed back Y.” The citizen 

learns everything necessary to renew or refuse the Declaration with open eyes — which is 

why Section 1 requires these aggregates on the record before every renewal vote. 

9. Illustrative Sequence 

• Step 1 — Tension: a pre-mobilization statute passes; T₀ is set; every defense 

supplier's baseline window closes as of that date, computed from records already filed. 

• Step 2 — Declaration: Congress declares; the two-year economic term begins; war 

categories are named; wartime DAF schedules and IFI weights activate; sealed 

commitment becomes mandatory for classified economic records. 

• Step 3 — Surge: a munitions firm quadruples output at baseline margin and earns 

quadruple profit, celebrated; a competitor raises prices 40% on unchanged product 

and is flagged by Layer 1 within the quarter, adjudicated by the standing committee, 

and renegotiated — recapture reported in aggregates while the contract details remain 

sealed on their clock. 

• Step 4 — Renewal: at month 24, aggregates — spending, recapture, exceptions, zero 

mismatches — are read into the record; the supermajority renews for a second term in 

public session. 

• Step 5 — Peace: the Declaration ends; every wartime authority lapses; redirected 

dividend growth is restored first; completed-contract records reveal and match their 

commitments; sensitive-technology records follow on their clocks under trusted-

auditor attestation. 

• Step 6 — History, reproducible: within the ceiling, every dollar of the war is public, 

matched to its day-of-creation commitment, and recomputable by any citizen — the 

first war in history whose books cannot have been cooked, because they were sealed 

before anyone knew how it would end. 



10. Governing Principle 

A free nation at war must keep two promises at once: to its soldiers, that industry will surge 

without haggling; and to its citizens, that no one will get rich from the desperation of either. 

This appendix keeps both with one design — volume unlimited at honest margins, capital 

fairly returned, every secret sealed in public view on a published clock, audit running while 

the money moves, deciders divested, aggregates always visible, and every authority dying 

with the Declaration that created it. War may suspend disclosure. It suspends nothing else 

— not the dividend, not the ledger, not the market, not the Constitution. The books of the 

war are closed before the war is, sealed before its outcome is known, and opened on 

schedule whether the powerful like their contents or not. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Appendix O — Standard Interrogatory Sets and National Jury Standards 

(Companion Governance Module) 
This appendix is a separable governance module. It is not load-bearing to the tax, dividend, 

NRMS, RAMF, resource-finance, housing, healthcare, or energy architecture and may be 

enacted, revised, or omitted independently of the economic system. The module contains 

the Two-Layer Docket, Standard Interrogatory Sets, question-drafting rules, and national 

jury standards for proceedings over public servants. 

Core principle: A citizen jury cannot curate ten thousand questions, and should never have 

to — because most accountability questions are not case-specific at all. Financial 

misconduct, ethical breach, and abuse of authority each fail in known, recurring ways, and 

known failure modes belong on a checklist, not in a debate. The docket therefore runs in 

two layers: Standard Interrogatory Sets that auto-apply by classification, written in 

peacetime before any subject exists, and the citizen docket of case-specific questions, 

which is all the question jury curates. The standard questions predate the subject; no one 

can claim they were written for them. The auditor's method, applied to the powerful: a 

checklist for the known failure modes, judgment for the novel ones. 

1. The Two-Layer Docket 

Layer Content Who decides Volume 

Layer 1 — Standard 
Interrogatory Sets (SIS) 

Versioned baseline question 
banks by accountability domain 

No one, per proceeding — 
classification triggers the 
applicable sets automatically 

Fixed and 
known in 
advance 

Layer 2 — Citizen docket Case-specific questions submitted 
under Appendix O §5.1 

The question jury (§5.2), 
curating only what the standard 
sets cannot anticipate 

Curated to 
the Required 
Set 

 

When a proceeding is docketed, its classification (financial, ethical, authority, or 

combination) is itself a registered, signed act. Deliberately under-classifying a proceeding to 

evade an applicable standard set is a separately defined obstruction offense. A referral 

alleging financial misconduct that arrives without SIS-F attached is a defect visible to every 

citizen reading the ledger. The subject answers both the standard and case-specific layers in 

committed writing before testimony begins. 

2. SIS Governance 

• Written in peacetime: sets are drafted, amended, and versioned through the ordinary 

public process — notice, comment, publication, Maranatha anchoring — and apply only 

prospectively. No set may be amended after a proceeding is docketed to reach or spare 

its subject. Pre-registration governs the questions exactly as it governs the money and 

the war records. 



• Answerable by design: every SIS question must be answerable from records the 

subject controls or is already required to keep, must reference the disclosure or ledger 

entry it tests where one exists, and must specify its lookback window. 

• Refusals are dispositions: a subject may decline a question only by a signed statement 

of the legal basis, including lawful privilege where applicable, and every declination 

publishes with the disposition ledger. Privilege is respected; silent skipping does not 

exist. 

• Feedback loop: questions that repeatedly surface misconduct are strengthened; 

questions that never discriminate are pruned. The sets improve the way Appendix H 

feeds project outcomes back to Appendix G — by measured performance, in public. 

3. SIS-F — Financial Accountability (Baseline Set) 

Lookback window: the subject's current authority plus five years, unless the register entry 

specifies otherwise. All questions answered in committed writing, under the Article IV §4 

falsification standard. 

F-1  Provide a complete reconciliation of your net worth at the start and end of the lookback 

window against all disclosed income. Identify every increase not explained by salary, 

disclosed investments' market performance, inheritance, or documented sale of assets. 

F-2  List every security, digital asset, or commodity transaction by you, your spouse, or 

dependents during the window. For each, state what non-public information relevant to 

that asset you possessed or had access to at the time, or answer 'none' for each. 

F-3  Identify every asset placed in blind trust, the date of conversion, the trustee, and every 

communication of any kind with the trustee since conversion. Certify that no holding 

information has reached you through any channel, or identify each instance. 

F-4  List all income, employment, board positions, consulting, royalties, speaking fees, and book or 

media payments received by you, your spouse, or dependents from any entity affected by 

your official actions during the window. 

F-5  List every gift, travel, lodging, hospitality, or thing of value above the statutory threshold 

received from any person or entity with matters before your office, and the disposition of 

each. 

F-6  Identify every loan, credit arrangement, debt forgiveness, or unusually favorable financial 

term extended to you or your household by any party affected by your official actions. 

F-7  List every payment, contract, subcontract, or grant directed by your office, or on your 

recommendation, to any entity in which you, your family, former staff, or campaign 

personnel hold an interest or position. 

F-8  State every discussion, offer, or understanding regarding your future employment, 

compensation, or business participation with any entity affected by your official actions, 

including those conducted through intermediaries. 

F-9  Reconcile your campaign and officeholder accounts: identify every disbursement to yourself, 

your family, or entities you or they control, and its lawful purpose. 



F-10  Identify all foreign accounts, foreign-source income, foreign partnerships, or interests in 

foreign entities held by you or your household, and every foreign government contact 

concerning them. 

F-11  List every instance in the window in which you participated in a matter while holding a 

disqualifying financial interest as defined by the register, and the recusal record for each. 

F-12  Certify that the disclosures filed under your office's rules during the window are complete 

and accurate as filed, or enumerate every omission and correction now required, with 

dates. 

4. SIS-E — Ethical Accountability (Baseline Set) 
E-1  List every relative, household member, or romantic partner employed by, contracting with, or 

receiving benefits from your office or any entity your office directs funds to, and the 

selection process that placed them. 

E-2  Identify every hiring, promotion, discipline, or contracting decision in which you intervened 

outside the published process, and the justification recorded at the time. 

E-3  List every instance in which you requested, suggested, or accepted any personal benefit — for 

yourself or another — in connection with an official act, or certify none. 

E-4  Produce your office's contact log with parties holding matters before you. Identify every 

substantive contact conducted off the log, off official channels, or through personal devices 

or intermediaries, and its subject. 

E-5  Identify every instance in which you directed or pressured a subordinate to take, delay, or 

abandon an official action outside published process, and every subordinate objection 

recorded or suppressed. 

E-6  List every use of official resources, staff time, information, or access for personal, family, 

campaign, or private business purposes during the window. 

E-7  Identify every complaint, grievance, or referral concerning your conduct received by any 

office during the window, and the disposition of each, including any you were consulted on 

or intervened in. 

E-8  Identify every nondisclosure agreement, settlement, or payment — public or private — 

arising from your conduct or your office's conduct during the window, its amount, and its 

funding source. 

E-9  State every recusal you were required to take under the register during the window, whether 

each was taken, and every matter in which you participated after a conflict was known to 

you. 

E-10  Identify every instance in which you or your staff contacted an enforcement, audit, 

inspection, or referral body regarding a matter involving yourself, a colleague, a donor, or 

an ally, and the purpose of each contact. 

5. SIS-A — Authority and Duty (Baseline Set) 
A-1  For each official act named in the referral, cite the specific statutory, constitutional, or register 

authority under which you acted. Where authority was uncertain, identify the legal advice 

sought, from whom, and when. 



A-2  List every mandatory duty on your office's register triggered during the window. For each: 

performed on clock, declined with published reasons, or neither — and for each 'neither,' 

the explanation. 

A-3  Identify every referral docketed to your office during the window and its disposition, 

including every instance exceeding the response clock. 

A-4  Identify every instance in which you acted after being advised — by counsel, subordinate, 

auditor, or court — that the action exceeded your authority, and the record of that advice. 

A-5  List every emergency, exigency, or exceptional authority you invoked during the window, its 

statutory basis, its expiration, and whether any action taken under it continued past 

expiration. 

A-6  Identify every instance in which your office reclassified, treated, or argued a register-

mandatory duty as discretionary, and the authority claimed for doing so. 

A-7  Identify every record, communication, or dataset relevant to the referred matter that was 

deleted, encrypted beyond retention rules, moved to personal custody, or otherwise placed 

outside ordinary preservation during the window, and by whom. 

A-8  State every instruction you gave, received, or relayed to delay, soften, reassign, or close any 

audit, investigation, or referral touching yourself, your office, or any colleague. 

6. SIS-C — Combination, and SIS-X — Case-Specific 

SIS-C (Combination): proceedings classified in multiple domains attach every applicable set 

in full; combination is a union, never a substitution. SIS-X (Other): everything the standard 

sets cannot anticipate is the case-specific citizen docket curated by the question jury under 

the published rules. The two layers meet in one committed filing before testimony. 

7. Question Drafting Standards 

• One fact per question. Compound questions produce compound evasions. Each 

interrogatory tests one enumerable set of facts with one disposition. 

• Enumerate, then certify. The strongest form is “list every instance, or certify none” — 

it converts silence into a certification that the falsification statute can reach. A speech is 

not an answer to an enumeration. 

• Anchor to a record. Every question names the disclosure, ledger, log, or filing it tests, 

so an answer can be checked rather than merely heard. 

• No accusations in interrogative clothing. Sets establish facts; findings draw 

conclusions. A question that presumes guilt fails drafting review and hands the subject 

a legitimate declination. 

• Windows and thresholds stated. Every question carries its lookback period and 

materiality threshold from the register, so “I didn't know what you meant” is not 

available. 

8. National Jury Standards for Proceedings Over Public Servants 

This companion module adopts a structural independence rule for politically connected 

subjects — elected officials, appointees, judges, and senior officers: no current public 



servant sits in judgment of another covered public servant, and the jury is drawn from the 

general public nationally. This rule arises from Appendix O itself; it is not attributed to 

Article XI, whose text governs amendment and reproducibility of the economic Constitution. 

8.1 Composition 

• Stratified national draw: panels and question juries for such proceedings are drawn 

from the citizen rolls of all states, stratified so that no region, and no handful of states, 

supplies the panel. A national officer answers to the nation. 

• Public-servant exclusion: current public servants — elected, appointed, or employed 

— and those separated less than a defined cooling period are ineligible, as are 

registered lobbyists and those whose household income depends materially on the 

subject's branch or agency. The repeated game is excluded at the door, not managed at 

the table. 

• Ordinary jury protections apply: compensation, employment protection, anti-

retaliation, and anti-tampering rules must be enacted with the module. Knowingly 

tampering with a national panel is a separately defined obstruction offense. 

8.2 Structural-Partisan Screening: Acts, Never Beliefs 

The screen must be built with care, because a belief test would be three failures at once: 

unverifiable (opinions are universal and the ballot is secret), forbidden (Article VII and 

Appendix I prohibit political tests, and a body created by this Constitution does not get an 

exemption from it), and self-defeating (whoever defines “partisan belief” thereby stacks 

every jury — the screen itself becomes the capture point). The screen therefore reaches 

only structural partisanship: documented acts, verifiable from existing public 

records, requiring no citizen to disclose a single opinion. Within the published lookback 

window, a citizen is ineligible who has: 

• held office in a political party at any level, or formal position in a campaign; 

• received compensation from a party, campaign, PAC, or partisan advocacy 

organization; 

• been a candidate for partisan office; 

• registered as a lobbyist, or been employed to influence legislation or administration; 

• made political contributions above the published aggregate threshold, as already 

reported in public filings. 

And nothing else. Voting history is unreachable — the secret ballot is untouchable and this 

framework will never build an instrument that touches it. Party registration alone, opinions 

held, arguments made, posts written, or rallies attended as a private citizen disqualify no 

one: the citizen who votes every cycle and argues at every family dinner is exactly who the 

panel is for. The county party treasurer is not — not because of what he believes, but 

because of the position he held. Conduct screening is voir dire, as old as the jury itself; belief 

screening is a loyalty oath, and the difference is the whole design. 



8.3 Concealment and Penalty 

• Sworn screening declaration: every candidate juror files a committed declaration 

against the structural criteria, checked against the public records that make the criteria 

verifiable. 

• Concealment is falsification: knowingly concealing a disqualifying fact to gain a seat 

is an offense of the Article IV §4 family — the seat was obtained by falsifying the record 

— carrying removal, referral, and bar from future service. 

• Tainted-finding review: any finding a concealed-partisan juror participated in is 

subject to review by a freshly drawn panel; the review, like everything else, is on the 

ledger. 

• Symmetry: the criteria, the declarations, and the penalties apply identically regardless 

of which party, cause, or faction the concealed activity served. The screen that reaches 

only one side is not a screen; it is a weapon, and the register treats its selective 

application as abandonment of mandatory duty. 

9. Standing Applications: From Proceeding-Triggered to Periodic 

The sets above were introduced as proceeding-triggered instruments. Their stronger 

configuration is standing: filed before power is assumed and periodically while it is held, so 

that every proceeding-triggered filing lands against a committed baseline. The lie rarely 

surfaces in a single filing; it surfaces in the diff between filings — the asset that appears 

unexplained, the contact log that thins, the certification that quietly narrows. Each filing is 

separately hash-committed and separately reachable by the Article IV §4 falsification 

standard, so a pattern of filings is a pattern of sworn records, queryable by any citizen. 

9.1 The Expenditure Trigger 

The filing duty attaches by an objective, party-blind criterion: any office, at any level of 

government, holding budget expenditure input or discretion — the appropriations 

chair and the school-board member by the same rule, because the rule follows the money 

and not the rank. The duty appears on each office's register, and the burden scales with the 

money: 

Tier Trigger (annual expenditure authority) Filing 

Full Above the published national threshold, or any 
procurement authority 

Complete applicable SIS, biennially and on 
assumption and exit of office 

Short-form Below threshold; expenditure input without 
contracting discretion 

Condensed certification set (conflicts, related-
party payments, gifts, recusals), biennially 

Exempt No expenditure input or discretion No standing filing; proceeding-triggered SIS 
still applies on referral 

 



9.2 Candidates, and the Qualifications Limit Stated Honestly 

• Where mandatory filing is lawful — state and local offices per their constitutions, 

appointed positions, and every office created by this framework — the applicable SIS is 

filed before candidacy or assumption, as a condition of the office. No one assumes 

expenditure power ahead of the baseline it will be audited against. 

• Federal candidates — the honest limit: the Constitution's qualifications for federal 

office cannot be added to by statute, and this framework will not pretend otherwise. 

Federal candidate filing is therefore voluntary — and ledgered. The docket publishes, 

for every declared candidate, one of two permanent lines: filed and committed, or 

declined. The empty line is itself information, and the voters are its enforcement — the 

declination rule applied to candidacy: the answer cannot be compelled, but the refusal 

cannot be hidden. 

• Cadence: assumption filing, biennial refiling on a published national schedule, and an 

exit filing that closes the record — the euthyna restored in full: no one leaves 

expenditure power without a final committed accounting against which the post-

employment questions (F-8) remain testable. 

9.3 SIS-W — Wartime Supplier Set (Post-War) 

Private firms are not offices, and this framework audits no private business in peacetime. 

But a supplier who accepts war-category revenue under a Declaration accepts Article X's 

conditions with it, voluntarily, as every government contractor accepts terms. SIS-W is 

answered post-war, as part of the Appendix N Layer 3 reconciliation, by the officers who 

held pricing or contract authority, at firms above the published war-revenue threshold — 

the certification layer on top of the recapture computation. Answers commit on the 

Appendix N clocks: sealed where classification requires, revealed on schedule, attested 

meanwhile. 

W-1  Reconcile your firm's war-category margins against the Section 2 (Appendix N) baseline. 

Identify every price increase during the war not explained by documented input-cost 

changes, and its approval chain. 

W-2  List every communication between your firm's officers or agents and any official holding 

procurement or war-finance authority that occurred outside recorded contract channels, 

and its subject. 

W-3  Identify every gift, contribution, employment discussion, consulting arrangement, or thing of 

value offered or provided by your firm or its agents to any official with authority over your 

contracts, or to their households, during the window from T₀ to reconciliation. 

W-4  Certify that every milestone certification your firm submitted was accurate when submitted, 

or enumerate each that was not, with the delivery shortfalls, spec failures, and their 

disposition. 

W-5  List every subcontract, supply arrangement, or pass-through involving entities in which your 

officers, directors, or their families hold interests, and the pricing basis of each. 

W-6  Describe your firm's pricing conduct between the Tension Trigger and the Declaration: 

identify every margin increase in the affected categories during that window and its stated 

business justification at the time. 



W-7  Identify every effort by your firm or its agents to influence the classification, clock 

assignment, or extension of any record relating to your contracts. 

W-8  Certify that the recapture computation for your firm is complete against your books as kept, 

or enumerate every dispute, with the ledger entries in contention. 

10. Governing Principle 

The known failure modes of power are asked automatically, in questions written before 

their subjects existed. The novel questions are chosen by citizens drawn by lot. The answers 

are committed before the performance begins. And when the subject is a public servant, the 

jury is the public itself — all states, no officeholders, no professionals of either party's 

machinery — screened by what people have verifiably done and never by what they believe. 

Opinions qualify a citizen for the jury box; a party paycheck disqualifies; and lying to get the 

seat is the one act the system punishes most reliably, because the system's first law is that 

the record must be true. And the record now begins before the power does: filed at 

candidacy where the law allows and ledgered where it cannot compel, renewed every two 

years while a single public dollar sits under the office's hand, closed with a final accounting 

at exit, and extended in war to every firm that took the nation's money so that no 

expenditure authority, elected or appointed, civilian or supplier, ever operates ahead of its 

own committed baseline. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Appendix P — Integrated Transition Model and Adverse-Case Validation 

Protocol 
Core principle: AC may state goals and mechanisms before a full national simulation exists, 

but it may not promote model-dependent outcomes into promises. Fiscal solvency, dividend 

timing, debt reduction, growth, and the $450K-equivalent target must emerge from a 

reconciled transition model that survives adverse cases. 

1. Purpose and Status of Claims 

This appendix converts the framework's remaining macroeconomic claims into falsifiable 

model outputs. Until the required model is populated from an official baseline, sustained 

4%+ real GDP growth, any debt-elimination date, a specific universal-dividend activation 

year, automatic tax-rate decrements, and the date at which the $450K-equivalent basket is 

reached are scenario hypotheses. The framework may use them as targets or test cases; it 

may not describe them as demonstrated projections. 

2. Seven Accounts That Must Reconcile Every Year 

Fiscal account — federal consumption-tax receipts, other retained receipts, 

protected/core outlays, debt service, direct fiscal recoveries, surpluses/deficits, and 

ending debt. 

Real-resource recovery account — Appendix J Pool 1 labor/services released from 

compliance, plus other verified administrative capacity; never counted as Treasury 

revenue. 

Monetary account — RAMF ceiling, actual RAMF issuance, ΔM_S authorization and 

actual use, monetary sinks, outstanding public RAMF principal, repayments, and 

recycled principal. 

Household account — compensation incidence, taxable and exempt consumption, 

legacy-benefit status, Base Dividend, IFI if any, healthcare-compensation treatment, 

and state/local tax boundary. 

Labor account — occupations released, occupations demanded, training-slot 

throughput, geographic mismatch, participation, automation substitution, and time-

to-redeployment. 

Resource account — NRMS target gaps, effective capacity, dependency bottlenecks, 

depreciation, quality/accessibility adjustments, imports/exports, resilience, and 

project delivery. 

Price and financial-stability account — inflation by affected resource class, money 

velocity, credit conditions, bank liquidity, defaults, interest-rate response, asset-

price effects, and any RAMF issuance haircut. 

A model year fails reconciliation if the same dollar or capacity gain appears in more than 

one account without an explicit lineage showing why the entries are economically distinct. 



3. Mandatory Year-by-Year Transition Schedule 

The enactment model must populate the Appendix B.8 fiscal bridge for every transition year 

and join it to the household, monetary, debt, and resource accounts. At minimum, the public 

model must report Y1 through Y15 without skipping intermediate years because a 

favorable steady-state endpoint exists. 
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4. Taxable-Base Proof Requirement 

The consumption-tax model must publish the category-level mapping described in 

Appendix B.7. The taxable share is recalculated whenever the statutory essentials list 

changes. A change in the exemption list therefore changes the fiscal model immediately; it 

may not be absorbed by silently changing the assumed taxable percentage. 

5. Adverse Cases 

The central case is not sufficient. The model must be rerun under adverse cases individually 

and in combination. Stress parameters are tests, not forecasts. At minimum: 

Low-productivity decade — real productivity growth constrained to approximately 

1.5% annually for ten years, with automation gains arriving more slowly than the 

central case. 

Year-3 recession — a recession shock calibrated transparently from a severe 

historical benchmark, with lower taxable consumption, higher safety-net transition 

pressure, weaker credit, and delayed private investment. 

Revenue miss — federal consumption-tax receipts 15% below the central model for 

a sustained period, whether from a smaller taxable base, lower consumption, or 

incidence effects. 

Healthcare pressure — healthcare service demand and required protected outlays 

exceed the central case while clinician and training-slot expansion lags. 



Resource shock — at least one essential energy, medical, transformer, or critical-

material floor approaches breach while a major Appendix H project is delayed. 

Measurement dispute — a material NRCI gain is disputed and excluded from RAMF 

headroom for the period, testing whether the fiscal and monetary plan survives 

without the contested issuance. 

Combined adverse case — low productivity, the Year-3 recession, the 15% revenue 

miss, delayed healthcare capacity, and a disputed RAMF increment occur in the 

same run. 

6. Pass/Fail Conditions 

Protected legacy purchasing power and service continuity are maintained 

throughout transition. 

The Base Dividend is not activated at a level that the adverse-case model later 

requires ordinary legislation to cut. 

ΔM_S remains inside its annual and cumulative authorization and reaches zero on 

its statutory schedule; failure to do so blocks further Phase-2 expansion rather than 

converting the authority into a permanent deficit channel. 

RAMF actual issuance never exceeds the independently validated ceiling and can fall 

to zero without breaking the fiscal plan. 

Market-held debt and debt service remain on a published, internally reconciled 

trajectory; no debt-elimination date is asserted unless it emerges from the model. 

No household-impact claim uses federal tax relief while also assuming elimination 

of state/local tax burdens that have not actually been reformed. 

Resource targets are not credited from announced projects, forecast prevention, 

unpermitted capacity, or theoretical potential before the NRMS verification state 

allows them. 

A rules-created bottleneck is not relabeled as a physical shortage merely to qualify 

for public financing. 

If an adverse case fails, the prescribed response is slower phase-in, delayed tax 

reduction, lower optional IFI, reduced or deferred capacity finance, or other 

constitutionally permitted adjustment — not unsupported money creation. 

7. Publication and Reproducibility 

The transition model, inputs, formulas, scenario files, parameter bounds, and yearly outputs 

must be reproducible from public specification. Revisions supersede but never erase prior 

runs. Every public claim tied to a model output should identify the model version and 

scenario that supports it. 

8. Governing Principle 

AC is strongest when its most attractive outcomes are allowed to fail on paper before they 

can fail in the economy. The model is therefore not a sales forecast. It is the gatekeeper 

between a plausible architecture and an authorized national transition. If the arithmetic 

does not reconcile, the schedule changes. If the resource does not exist, the money waits. If 

the adverse case breaks the promise, the promise is not made. 



FAQ — Prebuttals, Clarifications, and Lines of Distinction 
The questions I expect, the arguments I welcome, and the fences that mark where this 

framework ends and something else begins. 

What This Is Not 

“This is just Universal Basic Income.” 

UBI specifies the payout and hand-waves the production. Every UBI plan on record answers 

“where does the money come from” with a tax and answers “where does the stuff come 

from” with silence — which is why the strongest argument against UBI has always been the 

two-houses problem on page one of this document. AC inverts the order: count the capacity 

first, let the dividend grow only when verified capacity grows. A dividend without a 

production system behind it is a raffle ticket. A dividend anchored to a measured, audited, 

expanding production base is a shareholder payment. That distinction is the entire 

framework. 

“This is socialism.” 

Socialism is the state owning or directing production. Under AC the state does neither: firms 

stay private, prices stay free, profit stays legal, and the government's job shrinks to three 

things it already claims to do and does badly — collect one visible tax, send payments 

without a maze, and keep honest books. The NRMS is an inventory and instrumentation 

layer, not an allocation authority; it measures shortages, it does not commandeer factories 

or set prices. If keeping accurate national books is socialism, then every company in 

America is a commune. What AC actually nationalizes is arithmetic. 

“Then it's just right-wing austerity with a rebrand.” 

Austerity cuts protected commitments. AC does not. Cash-transfer-equivalent benefits can 

move to a simpler dividend rail without reducing protected purchasing power, while 

healthcare, disability-support, veteran-care, institutional, and other service obligations 

remain protected until equivalent service access is verified. Administrative and compliance 

recovery is taken from the machinery around the commitment, not assumed to come from 

cutting the commitment itself. Any increase above the protected legacy level is a separate 

model-dependent decision, not a guaranteed day-one raise. 

“This is MMT with extra steps.” 

AC and MMT agree on one diagnosis — real resources, not tax receipts, are the true 

constraint on money — and part ways completely on mechanism. MMT spends first and 

uses inflation as the smoke detector, with politicians holding the thermostat. AC measures 

first: verified capacity growth sets a ceiling before issuance, actual issuance stays at or 

below it, and the whole calculation is published and reproducible. The “extra steps” are the 

difference between an ex-post vibe and an ex-ante audit. Removing discretion is not a step 

added; it is the step. 



“Technocrats tried to run economies on measurement before. It always fails — Mises and 

Hayek proved you can't calculate an economy.” 

The socialist calculation debate proved you cannot centrally set prices and allocate 

consumption without markets — and AC doesn't try. Prices stay free; consumers and firms 

allocate everything; the NRMS never decides who gets what. It answers a much smaller 

question: how much can the country actually produce, and what is blocking more. That is 

not the calculation problem; that is inventory management, and it is performed daily, at 

near-national scale, by Walmart, Amazon, and the Department of Defense. The 1930s 

technocrats failed for two reasons AC deliberately avoids: they wanted to replace prices 

with physical units (AC keeps prices and anchors only the issuance ceiling), and their 

measurement task was computationally impossible in 1933 (it is a database in 2026). Keep 

the market's brain. Give the money supply a spine. 

“A public rules engine and citizen scoring — this is China's social credit system in a flag pin.” 

It is the anti-China architecture, and the distinction is one sentence: China makes the citizen 

transparent to an opaque state; AC makes the state transparent to private citizens. 

Maranatha audits rules and aggregate flows — never individual purchases, never private 

lives; the framework explicitly prohibits a surveillance currency and conditions any access 

to personal eligibility records on due process and logging. And the IFI cannot become social 

credit by construction: the Base Dividend is unconditional, there are no negative scores, no 

penalties, no political or ideological tests, and non-participation costs a citizen nothing. A 

system with no punishments cannot punish. The Chinese model and this one both use 

dashboards; so do a hospital and a prison. What matters is who is being watched. 

“The FairTax people promised a consumption tax thirty years ago and discredited 

themselves.” 

They discredited themselves with one specific claim — that embedded-tax removal would 

wash out the sales tax at the register, so prices wouldn't really rise. That claim was wrong, 

and this framework formally withdraws it (Appendix B.6). Register prices rise, net, roughly 

8–14%. I print that number in my own document because take-home pay rises more, the 

essentials are exempt, and the dividend lands on top — and because the incidence table in 

B.5 shows the household net-positive across the entire range of outcomes. The FairTax 

failed by promising a free lunch. AC's offer is better and honest: a visible lunch, a bigger 

paycheck, and the receipt to check both. 

“The abundance movement already says the problem is permitting and process. What do you 

add?” 

Agreement, and then the rest of the machine. The diagnosis that housing and healthcare are 

blocked by rules and paperwork rather than money is correct — Appendices K and L reach 

it independently, with the resource math attached. But diagnosis is not an operating system. 

Deregulate, and then what: what does the money do, who shares the gains, how do you 

know the bottleneck moved, what stops the next maze from growing back? AC is what the 

abundance agenda looks like when an engineer finishes it — the measurement layer, the 



monetary anchor, the dividend, and the audit trail that keeps the gate from quietly locking 

again. They wrote the essay. This is the blueprint. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The following amendments are binding text of this framework. Each amends the section 

cited in the Replacement Map; where an amendment and the earlier text differ, the 

amendment governs. Full integration into the amended sections is scheduled for a 

subsequent revision; per the non-erasure principle, the amendments are appended rather 

than rewritten in place. 

 

 



AC v1.218 Amendments — Model-Derived Amendments 
Five amendments produced by the v0.7 transition-model runs against framework v1.217. 

Consistent with Appendix P §7, each amendment cites the model behavior that motivated it. 

This is the intended relationship between the model and the document: the model finds the 

gap; the document closes it; the next model release embodies the closure. 

Replacement Map 

Exhibit Amends Action 

1 — Debt Conversion 
Authority 

Appendix F §8 (allocation channels); 
F §11 

Adds third allocation channel; clarifies §11 
interaction 

2 — Conditional ΔM_S 
Schedule 

ΔM_S governing text (Appendix B.8 / 
F); Appendix P §6 

Adds trigger-based schedule extension; 
amends the adverse-case pass condition 

3 — Anchor-Robustness 
Statement 

Appendix F, introduction Adds two sentences (resource windfalls) 

4 — Mint-Clock Rule Appendix J §4 (timing); B.8 Adds the crossover-sizing rule for the ΔM_S 
schedule 

5 — LSI Fiscal Statement Appendix I, introduction Adds one paragraph (redeployment is 
fiscally load-bearing) 

 

Exhibit 1 — The Debt Conversion Authority (new Appendix F §8.4) 

Motivation [M]: in v0.7 model runs, headroom-bounded conversion at $1T/yr retired 

roughly $15T of market-held debt over the horizon and reduced cumulative interest paid 

from ~$14.5T to ~$8.1T, advancing dividend activation by one year, with no rule violated. 

The framework currently has no channel for this: F §8 allocates headroom to citizen 

purchasing power and capacity finance only, and F §11 treats debt reduction solely as a 

destination for surpluses and repayments. 

Inserted text — F §8.4, Debt Conversion 

Verified-capacity headroom may be allocated, as a third channel alongside citizen 

purchasing power and capacity finance, to the retirement of market-held federal debt. 

Rules: 

• At maturity only. Obligations are redeemed with issued money when they mature, at 

face value, on their original terms. No holder is compelled to exchange early; paying at 

maturity is honoring. The Debt Clarity rule is unchanged: privately held obligations are 

honored as-is; Fed-held obligations carry 0%. 

• Headroom-bounded, every year. Annual conversion may not exceed the least of: the 

statutory annual conversion cap; the headroom share allocated to this channel for the 



period under §8; and the stock of obligations maturing. Conversion is issuance and is 

counted against the RAMF ceiling in full — it is never additive to it. 

• Automatic pause. When headroom is zero — including during a disputed-

measurement period under §15 — conversion pauses of its own force. No discretion 

exists to continue it. 

• Sink interaction (§11 clarified). Conversion swaps an interest-bearing public claim 

for a non-interest-bearing one; the retired principal is extinguished and the interest 

never accrues. Surpluses and repayments continue to retire debt under §11 

independently; the two channels are additive and separately ledgered. 

• Terminal condition. The Authority ends when market-held debt reaches zero, and 

may not thereafter be repurposed. It is a conversion instrument, not a spending 

instrument, and it never funds outlays. 

• Rationale, stated for the record. Money created against verified capacity growth 

replacing interest-bearing claims is the framework's answer to the monetization 

temptation: the debt is not printed away — the economy grows it away, one verified 

year at a time, and investor capital is released to productive use on the same schedule. 

A full-speed monetization (retiring the stock in one or two years regardless of 

headroom) is prohibited by Articles I §2 and V §4 and by the F §7 rate-limits; the v0.7 

model demonstrates it failing those gates while its fiscal columns improve — which is 

precisely the demonstration the gates exist to give. 

Exhibit 2 — Conditional ΔM_S Schedule (stabilizer triggers) 

Motivation [M]: v0.7 stress runs show the reconciling central case surviving every 

individual Appendix P §5 adverse case, while the combined adverse case fails on the same 

trio in every configuration tested: unfunded trough years, the ΔM_S annual cap, and the 

statutory zero-year. Per P §6, the prescribed response must be lawful adjustment, never 

unsupported money creation — but the current ΔM_S schedule is fixed, so the only lawful 

responses to a compounded emergency are outlay measures mid-crisis. A rules-based 

schedule extension — the fiscal counterpart of the Appendix M §4 export throttle — closes 

the gap without opening the permanent-deficit door. 

Inserted text — ΔM_S Conditional Schedule 

• Published triggers, measured data only. The enactment statute defines stabilizer 

triggers computed mechanically from NRMS-committed data — illustratively: real 

household consumption declining for two consecutive quarters; or consumption-tax 

receipts running 10% or more below the published schedule for four consecutive 

quarters. No official declares a trigger; the ledger does, and the computation is public 

and reproducible. 

• Bounded extension per trigger. An active trigger extends the ΔM_S zero-year by a 

fixed statutory increment (illustratively two years) and the cumulative authorization 

by a fixed statutory increment, each logged to Maranatha at activation. 

• Hard outer bounds. No sequence of triggers may extend the zero-year beyond the 

statutory outer limit or the cumulative authorization beyond its outer multiple 



(illustratively 1.5× the base authorization). Beyond the outer bounds, only fresh 

legislation under Article XI's supermajority, notice, and delay rules may act. The outer 

bound is the anti-perpetuity guarantee: Article V §5's expiration is extended by rule, 

never suspended. 

• Asymmetric amendment. Congress may shorten the schedule or reduce the 

authorization at any time by ordinary process; lengthening occurs only by trigger or by 

the supermajority path. The easy direction is always the disciplined one. 

• No manufacture. Triggers compute from data committed before the computation 

period; a trigger cannot be produced by revising inputs, per the Appendix G freeze and 

non-erasure rules, and knowing manipulation of trigger inputs is falsification under 

Article IV §4. 

Amended text — Appendix P §6 (pass condition) 

An adverse case passes if the plan reconciles under the ΔM_S schedule as lawfully extended 

by the triggers that case would activate, within the hard outer bounds. A case that fails even 

under the maximal lawful extension fails outright, and the response remains slower phase-

in, delayed tax reduction, or deferred capacity finance — never unsupported money 

creation. 

Exhibit 3 — Anchor Robustness (Appendix F, introduction) 

Motivation: preempts the “what happens when the resources change” objection, including 

large-scale supply windfalls (seabed and asteroid extraction on 15–40 year horizons [M]). 

Inserted text 

The anchor is availability, not scarcity-price. Commodity- and price-anchored monetary 

systems break when their anchor becomes abundant; RAMF strengthens instead, because a 

supply windfall — a new extraction technology, a new trade source, or extraction beyond 

Earth — enters the NRMS as a verified availability increase and converts to headroom by 

the same rules as any other capacity gain. The system is deliberately indifferent to which 

direction the resources change; it is calibrated only to whether the change is real, measured, 

and verified. Terrestrial binding constraints — trained labor, enabling infrastructure, 

training-slot throughput — are unaffected by commodity windfalls and remain the 

framework's primary planning objects. 

Exhibit 4 — The Mint-Clock Rule (Appendix J §4 / B.8) 

Motivation [M]: v0.7 horizon sweeps show that scenarios fail on the zero-year, not the 

caps: a schedule two years shorter than the modeled crossover fails outright while an 

identical economy with the clock sized to the crossover passes, and unused authorization is 

costless (the reconciling central case uses $1.7T of a $14T authorization). The binding 

constitutional parameter of the transition is the clock. 

Inserted text 

The ΔM_S statutory zero-year shall be set from the enactment model's reconciled crossover 

year — the first durable-surplus year of the central case — plus a published margin, and 



never from round-number preference. The authorization shall be sized to the modeled 

requirement of the adverse cases, not the central case, because unused authorization costs 

nothing while insufficient authorization converts a recession into a constitutional crisis. The 

enactment statute shall cite the model version and scenario hash from which the schedule 

derives, per Appendix P §7, so the clock's provenance is permanently auditable. 

Exhibit 5 — LSI Is Fiscally Load-Bearing (Appendix I, introduction) 

Motivation [M]: in v0.5+ explorer runs, the labor-reallocation term — hours freed by 

automation redeploying into measured shortage sectors — contributes up to one 

percentage point of annual effective growth and is the margin by which the strong-

automation scenario clears the minimum reconciling growth rate. Without redeployment, 

that scenario fails; with it, it passes. 

Inserted text 

The redeployment machinery of this appendix is not a social program appended to the 

economic system; it is fiscally load-bearing. The transition arithmetic reconciles only when 

hours liberated by automation and administrative simplification actually flow into the 

sectors the NRMS shows short — the trades, care, and energy pipelines of Appendices K 

through M. LSI is the instrument that produces that flow, and the modeled contribution of 

successful redeployment is on the order of a full percentage point of national growth [M] — 

frequently the difference between a scenario that reconciles and one that does not. A 

jurisdiction that automates without redeploying has captured half the gain and all of the 

disruption. 

Change Log Entry (v1.217 → v1.218) 

v1.218 adds five model-derived amendments: the Debt Conversion Authority (F §8.4, 

headroom-bounded retirement of market debt at maturity); the Conditional ΔM_S Schedule 

(trigger-based, hard-bounded extension, with the P §6 pass condition amended 

accordingly); the anchor-robustness statement (F introduction); the mint-clock sizing rule 

(J §4/B.8: zero-year from the modeled crossover, authorization from the adverse cases); 

and the LSI fiscal statement (I introduction). No prior claim is weakened; all five originate 

from published transition-model runs (dashboard v0.5–v0.7 against v1.217), per Appendix 

P §7. Corrections supersede; nothing is erased. 

 

 

 

 



The Hard Questions 

“Your fraud and waste number is fantasy. The IRS only costs $16 billion to run.” 

Correct about the IRS budget, but the relevant total is broader — and v1.217 now states the 

categories without pretending they are all federal cash savings. Appendix J identifies 

approximately $450–520B of private tax-compliance capacity released back to households 

and firms, approximately $175–280B of recoverable improper-payment/fraud losses, and 

approximately $95–150B of program-administration recovery. The conservative combined 

economic recovery is roughly $720–950B across Pools 1–3, but only Pools 2–3 directly 

close the Treasury cash gap. Pool 1 matters because it releases labor and services for 

productive use, not because the Treasury receives the money. 

“Won't prices just spike the moment the consumption tax lands?” 

At the register, on non-essentials, yes — and the framework says so. The full accounting: 

pre-tax prices fall as embedded taxes leave the chain, the 20% applies to the smaller base, 

sticker-plus-tax lands roughly 8–14% above today on the taxable share, essentials are 

exempt, take-home pay rises by more than register prices do, and the dividend arrives on 

top. Every scenario across the full labor-market incidence range nets positive for the 

household (Appendix B.5), and the tax you can now see replaces one you never could. The 

honest claim is not “prices won't rise.” It is “you come out ahead, and here is the table.” 

“The transition math has a trillion-dollar hole. This is deficit spending rebranded.” 

There is an explicit transition gap, and v1.217 refuses to hide it inside the $800B–$1T 

economic-recovery headline. On the document's illustrative $20T consumption base, the 

85%-taxable case produces about $3.4T against roughly $4.6T of eliminated federal taxes: a 

$1.2T gross difference. Even after the full steady-state direct fiscal recovery of roughly 

$270–430B from Appendix J Pools 2–3, that case still leaves approximately $770–930B 

before growth effects and ΔM_S — and early-year gaps can be larger because recoveries 

ramp. Appendix B.7 shows the result at taxable shares from 65% to 85%, and Appendix B.8 

requires the bridge to be published year by year. ΔM_S is therefore not a rhetorical plug: it 

is the capped residual after observed revenues and realized fiscal recoveries are counted, 

with a statutory cumulative ceiling and expiration. If the bridge cannot close under the 

adverse cases in Appendix P, Phase 2 does not activate. 

“Whoever controls the measurements controls the money. The CPI has been quietly redefined 

for decades — your NRMS will be too.” 

This is the strongest objection in the catalog, and the framework treats it as the central 

engineering problem rather than a footnote. The defenses are structural: definitions and 

weights are frozen within each accounting period, so no mid-year redefinition can 

manufacture headroom; methodology changes set a new forward baseline and can never 

retroactively create money; every figure carries its confidence tier, and low-confidence data 

takes haircuts automatically; the full lineage is public and reproducible, so any citizen can 

recompute any issuance decision; corrections supersede but never erase; and knowing 

falsification of records capable of moving national policy is a serious crime with 



whistleblower protection. The CPI drifted because its definitions were changeable by memo 

and checkable by almost no one. The NRMS is designed so the definitions are changeable 

only in public and checkable by everyone. Capture is never impossible — but here it must 

be committed in daylight, on a permanent ledger, against a supermajority, with jail attached. 

Now, compare that to what we have now. We don’t know what the Fed governors use to set 

rates and affect the money supply now. It is a black box. 

“If everyone gets a dividend, why would anyone work?” 

For the same reasons people with pensions, trusts, and paid-off houses keep working: 

wages, ambition, purpose, and status all still pay — and under AC they pay more, because 

income and payroll taxes are gone and every earned dollar arrives whole. The base dividend 

never shrinks when you earn (no benefits cliff, which is the actual work-killer in the current 

system), and a lifetime of work multiplies your retirement dividend up to 2.5× or beyond. 

Forty years of showing up is written into your check forever. The current maze punishes 

work with clawbacks and rewards staying poor on paper; AC deletes the punishment and 

defers the reward to where it can't distort the choice. And Alaska has paid every resident a 

dividend for over forty years without emptying a single job site. 

“The $450,000 lifestyle target is a fantasy number.” 

It is a basket, not a check — the real goods and services a family can consistently obtain — 

and it is an engineering target, not a promise: the number exists so the resource 

requirements can be computed backwards from it, sector by sector, which Appendices K 

through M begin doing in public. Housing, healthcare, and energy are decomposed to the 

framing crew, the sterile-processing tech, and the transformer factory precisely so the 

target stops being rhetoric and becomes a checklist. Thirty years of compounding 

productivity is what makes the checklist completable; the dashboards are what make the 

claim falsifiable. A fantasy number is one nobody is allowed to check. This one ships with its 

own audit. 

“Why will this succeed when nothing like it has ever been tried?” 

Every part of it has been tried; only the integration is new. Alaska has run a resource-

anchored universal dividend for four decades — it is the most popular program in the state, 

across parties. Norway runs the scale proof. Forty-five states administer consumption taxes 

daily. Estonia runs digital government rails a fraction of this ambition would require. 

Walmart and the Pentagon run resource-management systems at the necessary scale. The 

Nordic countries prove universal benefits are politically indestructible in a way means-

tested ones never are. What has never been tried is connecting the proven parts: the 

measured inventory to the money, the money to the dividend, the dividend to the citizen, 

and the whole chain to a public ledger. That is not utopianism. That is systems integration 

— and the state-pilot pathway exists so it can be proven small before it is trusted large. 



The Fences 

“Does abundance mean everyone gets everything?” 

No, and any framework that implies it is lying. Abundance applies to what can be 

manufactured — square footage, appointments, kilowatts, toasters. It cannot apply to what 

cannot be multiplied — coastline, corner lots, front-row seats. Prices remain the permanent, 

legitimate referee for positional goods; that is why money and markets survive in AC 

forever, and why this is capitalism evolved rather than replaced. We build abundance in 

everything buildable and let the market run the auction for everything else. Both jobs are 

necessary. Neither can do the other's. 

“Who decides what counts as ‘essential’ — for the tax exemption and for the export floor?” 

Not an agency, and never quietly. Both lists — tax-exempt essentials and export-floor 

resources — are statutory, short by design, and changeable only by supermajority with 

public notice and delayed effect, because both lists are exactly where every lobbyist in 

Washington will aim. The boundary cases (“is a rotisserie chicken prepared food?”) are real 

and admitted; every consumption-tax system on earth litigates its edges, and a short list 

with bright lines litigates fewer of them. The design principle is that the fight over the list 

happens in daylight, on the record, slowly — which is the opposite of how the current tax 

code's forty thousand pages of exceptions were written. 

“Isn't ‘Americans first’ on exports just protectionism that will start trade wars?” 

Protectionism is a permanent tariff wall around uncompetitive industries. The Domestic 

Availability Floor is a conditional pantry rule around essentials: when the national shelf is 

full — the normal state, and the state the entire buildout program exists to guarantee — 

trade is completely free and we sell to the world at a premium. The throttle engages only 

when measured domestic availability falls below a published floor, automatically, by 

formula, with allied treaty claims honored inside it. No official decides; no exemption can be 

bought; no industry can hide behind it. And the framework is honest about sequencing: 

where America is still import-dependent on its own critical inputs, we trade freely while we 

build the capacity, and the floor hardens only as self-sufficiency arrives. Nations do not go to 

war over a neighbor who feeds his own children first and sells from a full pantry. They 

respect him. 

“The IFI rewards government-approved behavior. That's coercion with a smile.” 

The test for coercion is what happens to the person who declines — and under AC the 

answer is: nothing, ever, by law. The full Base Dividend arrives regardless. No negative 

scores exist, no penalties exist, no political, religious, or ideological pathway exists or may 

be created, and the incentive is capped small enough that material security never depends 

on it. A citizen who ignores IFI entirely for life loses no security, no rights, and no standing. 

What remains is a modest bonus for voluntary, citizen-chosen constructive activity — the 

civic equivalent of a good-driver discount. If offering a discount is coercion, every insurance 

company in America is a tyranny. 



“What happens to people when the robots take the jobs?” 

Under the current system: the machine's owner keeps the gain, the worker keeps the pink 

slip, and everyone else keeps the anxiety. Under AC the causal chain is rebuilt so that is 

impossible: every verified automation gain lands on the public inventory as national 

capacity, capacity expands what the money can honestly support, and the expansion flows 

out as rising dividends and falling real costs — to every citizen, automatically, by formula. 

The robot that frames a house in a day is the reason the house costs less and the reason the 

dividend rose. Automation was always going to arrive. The only open question was who it 

would work for, and this framework's answer is: the shareholders. All of them. You. 


