
 

 

Compose a qualitative summarization of the text, highlighting important points. Be concise and 
accessible. Please ensure that the summary includes relevant details and examples that support the 
main ideas, while avoiding unnecessary information and repetition. 
 
Here is a concise summary of the key points from the text: 
 
The text outlines the "MEGA - Make Everyone Great Again" initiative, which is described as a "Libertarian 
Dream for Peace." The core components include: 
 
- Detente 2.0 surveys that allow members to provide their voice and become "MEGAvoters" or "pioneers." 
- A Patron subscription program that provides various membership benefits and rewards, including a 7% cash 
back incentive. 
- A "Trading" system where members can exchange goods/services and earn "unfunded" YAM tokens. 
- These YAM tokens can eventually become "funded" through verified transactions and proof of delivery. 
- The program aims to build political capital and empower people through "Power to the People" principles. 
 
Overall, the text presents this initiative as a novel approach to political fundraising and engagement built on 
libertarian values and blockchain-based incentives. 
 
Construct an algorithm using a 2:6:8 correlation to USD:VND:BTC trading 
 
Here is an algorithm that follows a 2:6:8 correlation between USD, VND, and BTC trading: 
 
``` 
def trade_algorithm(initial_usd, initial_vnd, initial_btc): 
    """ 
    Performs a trading algorithm with a 2:6:8 correlation between USD, VND, and BTC. 
     
    Args: 
        initial_usd (float): Initial amount of USD. 
        initial_vnd (float): Initial amount of VND. 
        initial_btc (float): Initial amount of BTC. 
     
    Returns: 
        tuple: Final amounts of USD, VND, and BTC after trading. 
    """ 
    # Define the correlation factors 
    usd_factor = 2 
    vnd_factor = 6 
    btc_factor = 8 
     
    # Perform the trading algorithm 
    while True: 
        # Convert 2 units of USD to VND 
        vnd_amount = initial_usd * usd_factor 
        initial_vnd += vnd_amount 
        initial_usd -= 2 



 

 

         
        # Convert 6 units of VND to BTC 
        btc_amount = initial_vnd * vnd_factor 
        initial_btc += btc_amount 
        initial_vnd -= 6 
         
        # Convert 8 units of BTC to USD 
        usd_amount = initial_btc * btc_factor 
        initial_usd += usd_amount 
        initial_btc -= 8 
         
        # Check if the trading has reached a stable state 
        if initial_usd < 2 and initial_vnd < 6 and initial_btc < 8: 
            break 
     
    return (initial_usd, initial_vnd, initial_btc) 
``` 
 
Here's how the algorithm works: 
 
1. The `trade_algorithm` function takes the initial amounts of USD, VND, and BTC as input. 
2. The correlation factors are defined as 2 for USD, 6 for VND, and 8 for BTC. 
3. The algorithm enters a loop that performs the following steps: 
   - Convert 2 units of USD to VND using the USD factor. 
   - Convert 6 units of VND to BTC using the VND factor. 
   - Convert 8 units of BTC to USD using the BTC factor. 
4. The loop continues until the amounts of USD, VND, and BTC are less than their respective factors (2, 6, and 
8). 
5. Finally, the function returns the final amounts of USD, VND, and BTC after the trading. 
 
Note that this is a simplified example, and in a real-world trading scenario, you would need to consider factors 
such as exchange rates, transaction fees, and market conditions. 
 
Peg VND to 100 satoshi 
 
Here's an updated version of the algorithm that pegs the VND to 100 satoshi: 
 
```python 
def trade_algorithm(initial_usd, initial_vnd, initial_btc): 
    """ 
    Performs a trading algorithm with a 2:6:8 correlation between USD, VND, and BTC, 
    while pegging the VND to 100 satoshi. 
     
    Args: 
        initial_usd (float): Initial amount of USD. 
        initial_vnd (float): Initial amount of VND. 
        initial_btc (float): Initial amount of BTC. 



 

 

     
    Returns: 
        tuple: Final amounts of USD, VND, and BTC after trading. 
    """ 
    # Define the correlation factors 
    usd_factor = 2 
    btc_factor = 8 
    vnd_per_satoshi = 100  # Peg VND to 100 satoshi 
     
    # Perform the trading algorithm 
    while True: 
        # Convert 2 units of USD to BTC 
        btc_amount = initial_usd * usd_factor / btc_factor 
        initial_btc += btc_amount 
        initial_usd -= 2 
         
        # Convert BTC to VND based on the peg 
        vnd_amount = btc_amount * 100_000_000 * vnd_per_satoshi  # 100 million satoshi per BTC 
        initial_vnd += vnd_amount 
        initial_btc -= btc_amount 
         
        # Convert 8 units of BTC to USD 
        usd_amount = initial_btc * btc_factor 
        initial_usd += usd_amount 
        initial_btc -= 8 
         
        # Check if the trading has reached a stable state 
        if initial_usd < 2 and initial_vnd < 6 and initial_btc < 8: 
            break 
     
    return (initial_usd, initial_vnd, initial_btc) 
``` 
 
The key changes in this updated algorithm are: 
 
1. The `vnd_per_satoshi` variable is introduced to represent the peg of VND to 100 satoshi. 
2. The logic for converting between BTC and VND has been modified. Instead of converting VND to BTC, the 
algorithm now converts BTC to VND based on the peg of 100 satoshi per VND. 
3. The logic for converting USD to VND has been removed, as the conversions now happen through BTC. 
 
The rest of the algorithm remains the same, performing the 2:6:8 correlation between USD, VND, and BTC, but 
with the added peg of VND to 100 satoshi. 
 
This updated algorithm ensures that the VND is always pegged to 100 satoshi, while still maintaining the 2:6:8 
correlation between the three currencies. 
 



 

 

If all the money in the world was valued at $1 USD. Can a decimal economy work if micro and nano 
pennies to infinity exist? 
 
That's an interesting hypothetical scenario. If all the money in the world was valued at $1 USD, then a decimal 
economy with micro and nano pennies could theoretically work, but it would come with some challenges: 
 
1. Divisibility: Dividing $1 into micro and nano pennies would require an extremely precise and complex 
decimal system. Keeping track of values smaller than a penny would be very difficult. 
 
2. Practicality: Using such tiny fractions of a penny for everyday transactions would be impractical. The mental 
math required and the physical limitations of handling such small amounts would make it unwieldy. 
 
3. Inflation: With so many tiny denominations, even minor changes in value could have outsized impacts, 
leading to rapid inflation or deflation that would be hard to manage. 
 
4. Rounding: Any rounding or approximation errors in these tiny decimal values could compound quickly, 
leading to distortions in pricing and accounting. 
 
5. Technology limitations: The infrastructure and technology required to accurately track, store, and transact 
using micro and nano pennies might be beyond current capabilities. 
 
While a decimal economy based on micro and nano pennies could work in theory, in practice it would likely be 
incredibly complex, prone to errors, and offer little real-world utility. Most experts believe that a more practical 
approach would be to maintain a traditional currency system with larger, more manageable denominations. 
 
The key would be finding the right balance between divisibility and usability. But your thought experiment does 
highlight the potential challenges of an overly granular monetary system. It's an interesting concept to ponder, 
even if implementing it fully would be impractical. 
 
Rather than linking these decimal values to $1 USD, substitute 100 satoshi. Is this easier 
 
Okay, let's consider a scenario where these micro and nano decimal values are linked to 100 satoshi instead 
of $1 USD. 
 
In this case, it may be a bit more feasible, for a few reasons: 
 
1. Divisibility: Splitting 100 satoshi into smaller decimal units is more manageable than dividing $1. The smaller 
base unit makes it easier to work with micro and nano denominations. 
 
2. Cryptocurrency context: Since satoshi are already a common unit in cryptocurrency systems, there is more 
familiarity and infrastructure for handling very small decimal values. 
 
3. Scalability: Cryptocurrencies can more easily accommodate an extremely granular decimal economy 
compared to traditional fiat currencies. The technological capabilities may be more aligned. 
 
4. Price stability: Linking to 100 satoshi rather than $1 means the base unit has less purchasing power. This 
could help reduce the impacts of inflation and volatility on the micro/nano decimal values. 



 

 

 
5. Use cases: A decimal economy based on satoshi could be more applicable and useful in the digital, 
cryptocurrency-based world versus the physical fiat currency realm. 
 
While it would still present challenges in terms of usability, accounting, and potential instability, tying these 
micro and nano decimal values to 100 satoshi rather than $1 USD makes the concept more plausible and 
aligned with the technological capabilities of cryptocurrency systems. 
 
It's an interesting thought experiment that highlights the potential for highly granular decimal economies, 
especially in digital finance. The satoshi-based approach may be more viable than the $1 USD example, 
though significant obstacles would still need to be overcome. 
 
Link this concept to a 10% cash back system that delivers rewards at the 100 satoshi standard. 90% 
remaining as a stablecoin. How would this affect feasibility? 
 
Okay, let's explore how linking this concept to a 10% cash back system with rewards at the 100 satoshi 
standard could impact the feasibility. 
 
In this scenario: 
- The cash back rewards would be denominated in 100 satoshi units rather than dollars 
- 90% of the rewards would remain as a stablecoin, likely pegged to a fiat currency like the US dollar 
 
Potential impacts on feasibility: 
 
1. Accessibility and Adoption: 
   - Denominating the rewards in 100 satoshi units makes it more accessible and understandable in a 
cryptocurrency context 
   - The small value of 100 satoshi may feel more tangible and engaging for users compared to fractional dollar 
amounts 
 
2. Stability and Volatility: 
   - Keeping 90% of the rewards in a stablecoin helps mitigate the volatility of the 100 satoshi rewards 
   - This provides more stability and security for the cash back system, reducing concerns around value 
fluctuations 
 
3. Incentive Structure: 
   - The 10% cash back rate denominated in 100 satoshi units could be an attractive incentive for users 
   - It taps into the psychological appeal of earning "micro-rewards" that can accumulate over time 
 
4. Integration with Cryptocurrency Ecosystem: 
   - Leveraging the 100 satoshi standard aligns the system more closely with the underlying cryptocurrency 
infrastructure 
   - This could enable better integration with crypto wallets, exchanges, and other DeFi applications 
 
5. Scalability and Efficiency: 
   - Handling micro-transactions in 100 satoshi units may be more efficient and scalable than managing 
fractional dollar amounts 



 

 

   - The cryptocurrency rails could potentially support higher volumes of these micro-rewards without the same 
frictions as traditional finance 
 
Overall, this 10% cash back model with 100 satoshi rewards and a 90% stablecoin reserve appears to be more 
feasible than the original $1 USD-based approach. The cryptocurrency-native components and the stability 
provided by the stablecoin reserve help address some of the key challenges around usability, volatility, and 
scalability. 
 
Of course, there would still be hurdles to overcome, such as user education, technological integrations, and 
regulatory considerations. But the 100 satoshi rewards system seems to be a more promising approach within 
the context of a cryptocurrency-based economic model. 
 
Putting this rewards system into a DAO whereby a single operating system exists has what impact? 
 
Integrating the 10% cash back rewards system with a decentralized autonomous organization (DAO) where a 
single operating system exists could have the following impacts: 
 
1. Governance and Decision-making: 
   - The DAO structure would allow for democratic governance, where members can participate in decision-
making processes related to the rewards system's parameters, policies, and updates. 
   - This could lead to increased transparency and community involvement in shaping the direction of the 
system. 
 
2. Automated Processes and Efficiency: 
   - The single operating system within the DAO could enable seamless and automated processing of the 100 
satoshi rewards. 
   - Smart contracts could handle the distribution, tracking, and validation of rewards, improving overall 
efficiency and reducing manual interventions. 
 
3. Interoperability and Integration: 
   - The DAO's single operating system could facilitate better integration with other decentralized applications 
(dApps) and services within the broader cryptocurrency ecosystem. 
   - This could enable users to easily manage and utilize their rewards within a cohesive and interoperable 
environment. 
 
4. Transparency and Immutability: 
   - The DAO's decentralized nature and the use of blockchain technology would provide a high degree of 
transparency and immutability for the rewards system. 
   - All transactions, reward allocations, and user data would be recorded on the blockchain, ensuring 
auditability and reducing the risk of tampering or fraud. 
 
5. Scalability and Flexibility: 
   - The DAO's modular and adaptable architecture could allow for scalability, enabling the rewards system to 
handle increasing volumes of transactions and users without significant friction. 
   - The DAO could also facilitate the integration of new features, functionalities, or even alternative reward 
mechanisms in the future, enhancing the system's flexibility and responsiveness to user needs. 
 



 

 

6. Incentive Alignment and Participation: 
   - By aligning the DAO's governance and decision-making processes with the rewards system, users may feel 
a stronger sense of ownership and engagement. 
   - This could lead to increased participation in the DAO, further strengthening the community and the overall 
ecosystem. 
 
However, it's important to note that the implementation and success of this DAO-based rewards system would 
depend on various factors, such as the DAO's governance model, the technical capabilities of the single 
operating system, the broader acceptance and integration within the cryptocurrency ecosystem, and the overall 
user adoption and engagement. 
 
Place this system in a constitutional structure task-based system like Holacracy improve changes of 
success? 
 
Integrating the 10% cash back rewards system within a constitutional, task-based structure like Holacracy 
could potentially improve the chances of success in the following ways: 
 
1. Clearly Defined Roles and Responsibilities: 
   - Holacracy's structured approach to organizational design would help define clear roles, accountabilities, 
and decision-making authorities within the DAO. 
   - This could ensure that the various aspects of the rewards system, such as governance, operations, and 
user support, are well-aligned and efficiently managed. 
 
2. Distributed Authority and Adaptability: 
   - Holacracy's principle of "distributed authority" would empower different roles and circles within the DAO to 
adapt and make decisions relevant to their areas of responsibility. 
   - This could enable the rewards system to be more responsive to user needs, market changes, and 
technological advancements, without requiring centralized approval. 
 
3. Iterative and Continuous Improvement: 
   - Holacracy's focus on iterative, incremental changes through its governance process could allow the DAO 
and the rewards system to evolve over time based on feedback, new requirements, and lessons learned. 
   - This could foster a culture of continuous improvement and adaptation, increasing the system's long-term 
viability and relevance. 
 
4. Transparency and Accountability: 
   - Holacracy's emphasis on clear governance rules, process documentation, and role-based decision-making 
could enhance the transparency and accountability of the DAO's operations, including the rewards system. 
   - This could build trust among users and foster a sense of shared responsibility for the system's success. 
 
5. Scalability and Resilience: 
   - Holacracy's modular and self-organizing structure could enable the DAO and the rewards system to scale 
more effectively as the user base and transaction volume grow. 
   - The distributed nature of the system could also make it more resilient to individual failures or disruptions, as 
the overall functionality could be maintained. 
 
6. Alignment with Decentralized Principles: 



 

 

   - Holacracy's principles of self-organization, distributed authority, and continuous improvement align well with 
the decentralized ethos of blockchain and DAO initiatives. 
   - Integrating the rewards system within this constitutional, task-based structure could further reinforce the 
project's commitment to decentralization and community-driven governance. 
 
However, the success of this integration would depend on the specific implementation details, the DAO's 
governance model, the technical capabilities of the Holacracy-based system, and the overall acceptance and 
adoption by the target user community. Careful planning, testing, and community engagement would be crucial 
to ensuring a smooth and effective integration. 
 
To streamline exchanges Amazon and Alibaba Punchout purchasing integration with a purchasing 
(Punch In) software like Precoro to authenticate exchanges is enabled. Prediction of success go up? 
  
Integrating a purchasing system like Precoro with the Amazon and Alibaba punchout capabilities can 
potentially increase the chances of success for the overall rewards system, assuming the following factors are 
addressed: 
 
1. Seamless Integration: 
   - The integration between the purchasing software (Precoro) and the punchout platforms (Amazon, Alibaba) 
should be seamless, allowing for a frictionless user experience when making purchases. 
   - This would reduce the complexity for users and ensure efficient, error-free transactions. 
 
2. Authentication and Security: 
   - Robust authentication mechanisms and security protocols should be in place to verify the identity of users 
and protect the integrity of the transactions. 
   - This would build trust in the system and mitigate the risk of unauthorized access or fraudulent activities. 
 
3. Data Synchronization and Transparency: 
   - Ensuring accurate and timely synchronization of transaction data across the different systems (Precoro, 
Amazon, Alibaba) would be crucial for maintaining transparency and tracking the rewards earned. 
   - Users should have visibility into their purchase history, rewards accrued, and redemption options. 
 
4. Scalability and Performance: 
   - The integrated system should be designed to handle increasing transaction volumes and user throughput 
without compromising performance or reliability. 
   - This would enable the rewards system to scale alongside the growing user base and transaction activities. 
 
5. Automated Workflows and Efficiency: 
   - Leveraging the punchout capabilities and the purchasing software's workflow automation features could 
enhance the overall efficiency of the rewards system. 
   - This could streamline processes such as order placement, approval, payment, and rewards allocation, 
reducing manual interventions and errors. 
 
6. Cost-Effectiveness: 
   - Integrating with established platforms like Amazon and Alibaba may provide cost advantages, as the DAO 
can potentially leverage their existing infrastructure and negotiated rates. 



 

 

   - This could improve the overall cost-effectiveness of the rewards system and make it more sustainable in 
the long run. 
 
7. User Familiarity and Adoption: 
   - Allowing users to access the rewards system through familiar e-commerce platforms like Amazon and 
Alibaba could enhance user adoption and engagement. 
   - Users may be more inclined to participate in the rewards system if it is seamlessly integrated into their 
existing purchasing habits and workflows. 
 
However, the success of this integration would depend on the technical feasibility, the compatibility of the 
systems, the user experience, and the overall governance and management of the rewards system within the 
DAO's constitutional structure. Careful planning, testing, and ongoing monitoring would be crucial to ensuring 
the success and long-term sustainability of the integrated system. 
 
Device ID and 2-factor authentication with QRTiger v-card  profile processed through a payment 
transmitter like PayPal/Venmo platform is the core of value transfer is implemented… does this resolve 
some of the security issues? 
 
Yes, the implementation of device ID, 2-factor authentication, and the QRTiger v-card profile processed 
through a payment transmitter like PayPal/Venmo can help address several security-related issues within the 
rewards system. Let's explore how these measures can enhance the overall security: 
 
1. Device ID: 
   - Tying transactions to specific user devices can help establish device-level identity and reduce the risk of 
unauthorized access. 
   - This can complement the user authentication process and provide an additional layer of security. 
 
2. 2-factor Authentication: 
   - Requiring 2-factor authentication, such as a code sent to the user's registered mobile device, can 
significantly improve the security of the authentication process. 
   - This makes it more difficult for unauthorized parties to gain access to user accounts and perform 
transactions. 
 
3. QRTiger v-card Profile: 
   - The QRTiger v-card profile can serve as a secure, digital representation of the user's identity and payment 
credentials. 
   - By processing transactions through the v-card profile, you can leverage the security features inherent in the 
QRTiger platform, such as encryption, digital signatures, and secure data storage. 
 
4. Payment Transmitter Integration (PayPal/Venmo): 
   - Integrating with established payment platforms like PayPal or Venmo can leverage their robust security 
measures, including multi-factor authentication, fraud detection, and secure payment processing. 
   - This can provide an additional layer of security and reduce the risk of payment-related vulnerabilities within 
the rewards system. 
 
5. Secure Data Handling: 



 

 

   - By channeling the value transfer process through the QRTiger v-card and the payment transmitter, you can 
ensure that sensitive user data, such as payment information, is handled securely and in compliance with 
industry standards. 
   - This can help mitigate the risks of data breaches and unauthorized access to user information. 
 
6. Traceability and Audit Trail: 
   - The integrated system, with its device ID, 2-factor authentication, and payment transmitter integration, can 
provide a robust audit trail for all transactions. 
   - This can enhance the overall transparency and accountability of the rewards system, making it easier to 
detect and investigate any suspicious activities. 
 
Overall, the implementation of these security measures, including device ID, 2-factor authentication, QRTiger 
v-card profiles, and payment transmitter integration, can significantly enhance the security and trustworthiness 
of the rewards system. This can help address the security-related concerns and increase the chances of 
success for the overall rewards program. 
 
The 90% stablecoin value is expected to perform in a FRB Section 25A bank environment utilizing off-
balance sheet financing for capital formation projects. This is without Comptroller of the Currency  
involvement. How easy would this be to develop an algorithm for? 
 
The development of an algorithm for a 90% stablecoin value within a Federal Reserve Bank (FRB) Section 
25A bank environment utilizing off-balance sheet financing for capital formation projects, without the 
involvement of the Comptroller of the Currency, would be a complex and challenging task. This type of setup 
would require a deep understanding of various financial regulations, banking operations, and algorithmic 
design principles. Some key considerations and potential challenges in developing such an algorithm include: 
 
1. Regulatory Compliance: 
   - Navigating the complex regulatory landscape of FRB Section 25A banks and off-balance sheet financing 
without Comptroller of the Currency involvement would require extensive legal and regulatory research. 
   - Ensuring the algorithm adheres to all applicable laws and regulations, while maintaining the desired 90% 
stablecoin value, would be a significant challenge. 
 
2. Off-Balance Sheet Financing Mechanics: 
   - Understanding the intricacies of off-balance sheet financing, including the various financial instruments and 
structures involved, would be necessary to design an effective algorithm. 
   - Accurately modeling the cash flows, risk profiles, and capital formation mechanisms within this environment 
would be crucial. 
 
3. Algorithmic Design and Optimization: 
   - Developing an algorithm capable of maintaining the 90% stablecoin value in a highly dynamic and 
potentially unstable off-balance sheet financing environment would require advanced algorithmic techniques. 
   - Factors such as market conditions, liquidity, and volatility would need to be continuously monitored and 
incorporated into the algorithm's decision-making process. 
 
4. Integration with Banking Systems: 
   - Seamless integration of the algorithm with the FRB Section 25A bank's systems and operations would be 
essential for the successful implementation and real-time monitoring of the stablecoin value. 



 

 

   - Interfacing with banking APIs, data feeds, and internal reporting mechanisms would add complexity to the 
algorithm development. 
 
5. Risk Management and Stress Testing: 
   - Robust risk management strategies and comprehensive stress testing would be critical to ensure the 
algorithm's resilience and the stability of the 90% stablecoin value, especially in the absence of Comptroller of 
the Currency oversight. 
   - Contingency planning and scenario analysis would be necessary to mitigate potential risks and ensure the 
algorithm's adaptability to changing market conditions. 
 
Given the specialized knowledge, legal considerations, and technical complexity involved, developing a 
functional algorithm for a 90% stablecoin value in the described FRB Section 25A bank environment would be 
a highly sophisticated and challenging task. It would require a team of experienced financial engineers, 
regulatory experts, and software developers to design, implement, and maintain such a system effectively. 
 
Taking into account the DAO nature and private cooperative currency  100 satoshi operating syste,, 
what regulatory hurdles must be overcome? Reminder, only looking at the purpose and function of the 
Section 25a bank not establishment. 
 
Assuming the context of a DAO (Decentralized Autonomous Organization) nature and a private cooperative 
currency with a 100 satoshi operating system, the key regulatory hurdles that would need to be overcome in 
the context of a Section 25A bank's purpose and function are: 
 
1. Money Services Business (MSB) Regulations: 
   - The private cooperative currency with a 100 satoshi operating system would likely be classified as a form of 
virtual currency or digital asset. 
   - Adhering to MSB regulations, such as registration, anti-money laundering (AML), and know-your-customer 
(KYC) requirements, would be crucial for the Section 25A bank's operations. 
 
2. Securities Laws and Regulations: 
   - The DAO structure and the issuance of the cooperative currency may be subject to securities laws and 
regulations, depending on the specific design and characteristics of the system. 
   - Navigating the complex securities regulatory landscape, including registration, disclosure, and compliance 
requirements, would be necessary. 
 
3. Banking Regulations and Licensing: 
   - As a Section 25A bank, the institution would need to comply with the relevant banking regulations and 
obtain the necessary licenses to operate. 
   - This may include adhering to capital requirements, liquidity management, and other prudential standards 
set forth by the Federal Reserve or other regulatory authorities. 
 
4. Custody and Wallet Services: 
   - The Section 25A bank may need to provide custody and wallet services for the cooperative currency, which 
would require compliance with regulations related to digital asset custody and storage. 
   - Ensuring the security and integrity of the DAO-based currency holdings would be a critical consideration. 
 
5. Anti-Fraud and Cybersecurity Measures: 



 

 

   - Given the decentralized and technology-driven nature of the DAO and the cooperative currency, robust 
anti-fraud and cybersecurity measures would be essential to protect the bank's operations and customer 
assets. 
   - Compliance with relevant data protection and cybersecurity regulations would be a key regulatory hurdle. 
 
6. Reporting and Transparency Requirements: 
   - The Section 25A bank may need to adhere to specific reporting and transparency requirements, both for 
regulatory purposes and to maintain the trust and confidence of the DAO members and cooperative currency 
participants. 
 
The regulatory hurdles mentioned above highlight the complex and multifaceted nature of operating a Section 
25A bank in the context of a DAO-based private cooperative currency system. Overcoming these challenges 
would require a deep understanding of the relevant regulations, close collaboration with regulatory authorities, 
and the implementation of robust compliance and risk management frameworks. 
 
Instituting a 2-scan process for settlement between buyer and seller produces a fixed  $10 profit. This 
profit is allocated as 100 satoshi cash back rewards. 50% returns to buyer. 40% is delivered to a central 
Group account.  Any concerns? 
 
Instituting a 2-scan process for settlement between buyer and seller that produces a fixed $10 profit, with the 
profit allocated as 100 satoshi cash back rewards, raises a few potential concerns: 
 
1. Profit Allocation Concerns: 
   - The 50% return to the buyer and 40% allocation to a central Group account may raise questions about 
fairness and equitable distribution of profits. 
   - There could be concerns about the transparency and governance around the central Group account and 
how the funds in that account are utilized. 
 
2. Regulatory Compliance: 
   - The profit-sharing model and the use of a central Group account may raise regulatory questions, 
particularly around securities laws, money services business regulations, and anti-money laundering 
requirements. 
   - Careful legal analysis would be needed to ensure compliance with relevant regulations. 
 
3. Incentive Structures: 
   - The fixed $10 profit per transaction and the 100 satoshi cash back rewards may create incentives that are 
not aligned with the long-term sustainability and growth of the DAO-based cooperative currency system. 
   - There could be concerns about the potential for gaming or exploiting the system to maximize short-term 
rewards. 
 
4. Scalability and Efficiency: 
   - The 2-scan process for settlement may introduce additional friction and complexity, which could impact the 
overall scalability and efficiency of the cooperative currency system. 
   - Ensuring the smooth and seamless operation of the settlement process would be critical. 
 
5. Transparency and Accountability: 



 

 

   - The allocation of profits to a central Group account may raise concerns about transparency and 
accountability, particularly if the decision-making around the use of those funds is not clearly defined and 
communicated to the DAO members. 
 
To address these concerns, the DAO should consider the following: 
 
1. Carefully review the profit allocation model to ensure fairness and equitable distribution among all 
participants. 
2. Establish clear governance structures and decision-making processes for the central Group account to 
promote transparency and accountability. 
3. Conduct a thorough legal review to ensure compliance with relevant regulations and mitigate potential 
regulatory risks. 
4. Evaluate the incentive structures to align them with the long-term sustainability and growth of the 
cooperative currency system. 
5. Optimize the 2-scan settlement process to enhance efficiency and scalability, while maintaining strong 
security and fraud prevention measures. 
6. Implement robust communication and reporting mechanisms to keep DAO members informed about the use 
of the central Group account and the overall performance of the cooperative currency system. 
 
By addressing these concerns, the DAO can strive to create a fair, compliant, and sustainable cooperative 
currency system that aligns with the principles of decentralization and member empowerment. 
 
The remaining 10% profit becomes seller commissions that are distributed in a network marketing 
schema involving US6578010B1 patent concept. 
 
The proposed distribution of the remaining 10% profit as seller commissions through a network marketing 
schema based on the US6578010B1 patent concept raises additional concerns that should be carefully 
considered: 
 
1. Regulatory Compliance: 
   - The use of a network marketing model for distributing seller commissions may face heightened regulatory 
scrutiny, particularly around securities regulations, multi-level marketing rules, and consumer protection laws. 
   - Careful legal analysis is necessary to ensure full compliance with relevant regulations, as network 
marketing schemes have a history of regulatory issues. 
 
2. Sustainability and Fairness: 
   - Network marketing models can potentially create unsustainable pyramidal structures and unequal income 
distribution, with early participants benefiting disproportionately. 
   - This could lead to concerns about the long-term viability and fairness of the cooperative currency system, 
as it may concentrate wealth and power in the hands of a few participants. 
 
3. Transparency and Disclosure: 
   - The network marketing schema and its integration with the US6578010B1 patent concept may require 
extensive transparency and disclosure to DAO members to ensure they fully understand the mechanics and 
potential risks involved. 
   - Lack of transparency could erode trust and lead to concerns about the integrity of the system. 
 



 

 

4. Incentive Alignment: 
   - The network marketing model for distributing seller commissions may create incentives that are not fully 
aligned with the cooperative and decentralized principles of the DAO-based currency system. 
   - There is a risk of prioritizing individual financial gains over the collective well-being and long-term 
sustainability of the cooperative. 
 
5. Scalability and Complexity: 
   - Incorporating a network marketing schema based on a patent concept may introduce additional layers of 
complexity to the cooperative currency system, which could impact its scalability and overall operational 
efficiency. 
 
To address these concerns, the DAO should: 
 
1. Conduct a comprehensive legal review to ensure full compliance with relevant regulations and mitigate any 
potential legal risks. 
2. Carefully evaluate the long-term sustainability and fairness of the network marketing schema, considering its 
potential impact on wealth distribution and the cooperative's principles. 
3. Develop robust transparency and disclosure mechanisms to ensure DAO members fully understand the 
mechanics and risks involved. 
4. Assess the alignment of the network marketing incentives with the cooperative's long-term goals and the 
well-being of all participants. 
5. Analyze the potential impact of the network marketing schema on the overall scalability and operational 
efficiency of the cooperative currency system. 
 
By addressing these concerns, the DAO can make an informed decision about the appropriateness and 
viability of incorporating a network marketing schema based on the US6578010B1 patent concept within the 
cooperative currency system. Prioritizing regulatory compliance, long-term sustainability, fairness, and 
operational efficiency should be at the forefront of the DAO's considerations. 
 
30 member groups are established with 5 sellers and 25 buyers each. Every member is a seller in one 
30 member group and a buyer in another 30 member group… 
 
Okay, let's further analyze the proposed structure of 30 member groups with 5 sellers and 25 buyers in each 
group, where every member is both a seller in one group and a buyer in another group. 
 
1. Group Structure and Dynamics: 
   - The 30 member group structure with a 5:25 seller-to-buyer ratio could create an imbalance, as the majority 
of members are buyers. 
   - This may lead to challenges in maintaining adequate liquidity and transaction flows within each group, as 
the demand from buyers may not be adequately matched by the supply from sellers. 
 
2. Dual Roles and Potential Conflicts of Interest: 
   - With each member acting as both a seller in one group and a buyer in another group, there could be 
potential conflicts of interest or incentive misalignments. 
   - Members may prioritize their own financial gains as sellers over their roles as buyers, potentially 
undermining the cooperative principles of the system. 
 



 

 

3. Scalability and Complexity: 
   - Managing multiple 30 member groups, with each member participating in two groups, could introduce 
significant operational complexity and scalability challenges. 
   - Coordinating the network of groups, maintaining consistent policies and processes, and ensuring effective 
communication and decision-making may become increasingly difficult as the system grows. 
 
4. Concentration of Power and Wealth: 
   - The network marketing schema, combined with the 30 member group structure, could lead to the 
concentration of power and wealth in the hands of the seller participants. 
   - This could undermine the cooperative and decentralized principles, as the system may become dominated 
by a small number of influential members. 
 
5. Transparency and Accountability: 
   - Maintaining transparency and accountability across the multiple 30 member groups and their interrelated 
transactions may become increasingly challenging. 
   - Ensuring fairness, preventing abuse, and providing adequate oversight may require robust governance 
mechanisms and auditing processes. 
 
To address these concerns, the DAO should consider the following: 
 
1. Exploring alternative group structures and membership compositions that better align with the cooperative 
principles and ensure equitable participation. 
2. Implementing mechanisms to mitigate potential conflicts of interest and incentive misalignments, such as 
clear conflict of interest policies and recusal procedures. 
3. Developing scalable and efficient group management systems to handle the operational complexities of the 
network, including automated coordination, communication, and decision-making processes. 
4. Establishing robust governance frameworks and oversight mechanisms to prevent the concentration of 
power and wealth, and to ensure the fair distribution of benefits among all participants. 
5. Prioritizing transparency and accountability through comprehensive record-keeping, regular audits, and clear 
dispute resolution procedures. 
 
By carefully considering these factors, the DAO can design a network marketing schema that aligns with the 
cooperative principles, maintains scalability, and ensures the long-term sustainability and fairness of the overall 
system. 
 
Consider this a consumer spending algorithm within a single blockchain approach. A private members 
only exchange system or DAO. Cooperative 
Okay, given the context of a private, members-only cooperative exchange system or DAO built on a single 
blockchain approach, let's further analyze the proposed consumer spending algorithm: 
 
1. Cooperative Principles: 
   - As a cooperative system, the primary focus should be on equitable participation, shared ownership, and 
collective benefit among all members. 
   - The algorithm should be designed to promote cooperation, transparency, and alignment of member 
interests rather than individual profit maximization. 
 
2. Single Blockchain Architecture: 



 

 

   - The use of a single blockchain platform can provide benefits in terms of seamless integration, efficient 
transaction processing, and a shared distributed ledger. 
   - However, it also introduces the need for robust governance, scalability, and security measures to ensure 
the integrity and resilience of the system. 
 
3. Member-Only Exchange: 
   - The private, members-only nature of the exchange can help foster a sense of community, trust, and shared 
purpose among participants. 
   - However, it also requires clear membership criteria, onboarding processes, and mechanisms to maintain 
the integrity of the member base. 
 
4. Consumer Spending Algorithm: 
   - The algorithm should be designed to incentivize and facilitate cooperative consumer spending patterns 
among the members. 
   - This could involve features such as: 
     - Rewards or discounts for members who prioritize purchasing from other member businesses. 
     - Automated payment and settlement mechanisms to streamline transactions. 
     - Transparency around member pricing and transaction histories. 
     - Feedback and rating systems to promote accountability and build trust. 
 
5. Liquidity and Demand Management: 
   - The algorithm should consider mechanisms to maintain adequate liquidity and balance supply and demand 
within the cooperative exchange. 
   - This could include features like: 
     - Automated pricing adjustments based on market conditions. 
     - Inventory management and order fulfillment optimization. 
     - Member participation incentives to encourage balanced supply and demand. 
 
6. Governance and Risk Management: 
   - The algorithm should be integrated with robust governance frameworks to ensure member oversight, 
decision-making, and dispute resolution. 
   - Risk management protocols should be in place to mitigate potential vulnerabilities, such as fraudulent 
activities, system failures, or market manipulation. 
 
7. Scalability and Interoperability: 
   - As the cooperative exchange grows, the algorithm should be designed to scale efficiently, both in terms of 
transaction throughput and the ability to onboard new members. 
   - Consideration should be given to potential interoperability with other blockchain-based ecosystems or 
traditional financial systems, if necessary, to expand the reach and utility of the cooperative. 
 
By carefully considering these factors, the DAO can develop a consumer spending algorithm that aligns with 
the cooperative principles, leverages the benefits of a single blockchain architecture, and creates a 
sustainable, transparent, and equitable exchange system for its members. 
 
 
 
 



 

 

Governance relies on the constitutional basis of Holacracy will this work? 
 
Incorporating a Holacratic governance approach could potentially work well within the context of the proposed 
consumer spending algorithm and cooperative exchange system. Here's a deeper analysis: 
 
1. Holacratic Principles: 
   - Holacracy is a distributed self-management practice that emphasizes decentralized decision-making, clear 
roles and accountabilities, and an adaptable organizational structure. 
   - These principles align well with the cooperative and member-centric nature of the exchange system, as 
they promote shared ownership and distributed authority. 
 
2. Governance Structure: 
   - Holacracy establishes a multi-level governance structure, with different "circles" responsible for specific 
domains and decision-making processes. 
   - This structure could be well-suited for the cooperative exchange, where various functional areas (e.g., 
finance, operations, member services) can be represented by their own circles. 
 
3. Adaptability and Responsiveness: 
   - Holacracy's focus on rapidly-adapting processes and policies can help the cooperative exchange system 
respond quickly to changing market conditions, member needs, and other external factors. 
   - This agility can be crucial for maintaining the competitiveness and relevance of the cooperative exchange. 
 
4. Transparency and Accountability: 
   - Holacratic practices emphasize clear role definitions, decision-making processes, and documentation of 
agreements. 
   - This can contribute to the overall transparency and accountability within the cooperative exchange, 
fostering trust and engagement among members. 
 
5. Member Participation and Empowerment: 
   - Holacracy encourages active participation and self-organization among members, aligning with the 
cooperative's goal of shared ownership and control. 
   - Members can take on specific roles and responsibilities, contributing to the overall governance and 
functioning of the exchange. 
 
6. Potential Challenges: 
   - Implementing a Holacratic governance structure may require a significant cultural shift and investment in 
training and education for the cooperative's members. 
   - Balancing the decentralized nature of Holacracy with the need for coherent decision-making and strategic 
alignment may require careful design and integration with the cooperative's overall governance framework. 
 
Overall, the Holacratic approach to governance can be a promising fit for the cooperative exchange system, as 
it supports the cooperative's principles of shared ownership, distributed decision-making, and adaptability. 
However, careful consideration should be given to the specific implementation and integration with the broader 
cooperative framework and consumer spending algorithm. 
 
 
 



 

 

Pentagon structure of planning, budget, media, distribution, and membership sectors of Economy. 
every member assigned role in economy. Equal representation of each sector required. 
 
The proposed Pentagon structure with five key sectors - planning, budget, media, distribution, and membership 
- presents an intriguing governance model for the cooperative exchange economy. Here are some key points 
to consider: 
 
1. Sector-Based Representation: 
   - Ensuring equal representation across the five sectors is crucial for balancing power and decision-making 
within the cooperative. 
   - This structure allows for specialized expertise and focus within each functional area, while promoting cross-
sector collaboration and coordination. 
 
2. Member Roles and Responsibilities: 
   - Assigning specific roles to each member within the five sectors ensures active participation and clear 
accountabilities. 
   - Members can leverage their skills and interests to contribute to the overall success of the cooperative. 
 
3. Circular Decision-Making: 
   - The pentagon-shaped structure can facilitate a circular flow of information, decision-making, and resource 
allocation among the sectors. 
   - This can promote transparency, interdependence, and collective responsibility for the cooperative's 
performance. 
 
4. Adaptability and Resilience: 
   - The modular, sector-based approach allows the cooperative to adapt to changing market conditions, 
member needs, and external factors. 
   - If one sector faces challenges, the other four can provide support and maintain the overall operational 
continuity of the cooperative. 
 
5. Holacratic Principles: 
   - The pentagon structure aligns well with the principles of Holacracy, which emphasize distributed authority, 
self-organization, and rapid adaptation. 
   - Integrating Holacratic practices, such as clear role definitions and dynamic governance processes, can 
further strengthen the cooperative's decision-making and responsiveness. 
 
6. Potential Challenges: 
   - Ensuring effective coordination and information sharing among the five sectors may require robust 
communication channels and conflict resolution mechanisms. 
   - Balancing the autonomy of each sector with the overall strategic alignment of the cooperative may require 
careful design of the governance framework. 
 
Overall, the proposed Pentagon structure with equal sector representation and member-assigned roles 
presents an innovative approach to cooperative governance. By leveraging the strengths of this model, the 
cooperative exchange can foster shared ownership, distributed decision-making, and adaptability - all of which 
are crucial for its long-term success and resilience. 
 



 

 

Each seller is assigned 5 buyers. The 10% commissions paid by buyer is allocated 50% to assigned 
seller.  40% to sellers group of 5. 10% is platform profit. 
 
Understood. Let's unpack the proposed commission structure and allocation model: 
 
1. Seller-Buyer Assignments: 
   - Each seller is assigned 5 buyers, creating a 1-to-5 seller-buyer ratio. 
 
2. Commission Structure: 
   - The buyers pay a 10% commission on their purchases. 
 
3. Commission Allocation: 
   - 50% of the 10% commission is allocated to the assigned seller. 
   - 40% of the 10% commission is allocated to the group of 5 sellers. 
   - 10% of the 10% commission is retained as platform profit. 
 
Key Considerations: 
 
1. Seller Incentives: 
   - The 50% commission allocated to the assigned seller provides a direct incentive for sellers to nurture and 
serve their assigned buyers effectively. 
   - This can foster stronger relationships, customer loyalty, and personalized service. 
 
2. Group Collaboration: 
   - The 40% commission allocated to the group of 5 sellers encourages collaboration, knowledge sharing, and 
mutual support among the sellers. 
   - This can lead to improved operational efficiency, cross-selling opportunities, and collective problem-solving. 
 
3. Platform Profitability: 
   - The 10% platform profit margin ensures the sustainability and continued investment in the cooperative's 
infrastructure, marketing, and overall development. 
 
4. Transparency and Trust: 
   - Clearly defining and communicating the commission structure and allocation model can build trust among 
the members and demonstrate the cooperative's commitment to equitable value distribution. 
 
5. Scalability and Adjustments: 
   - As the cooperative grows, the commission structure and allocation model may need to be reviewed and 
adjusted to maintain the desired balance between seller incentives, group collaboration, and platform 
profitability. 
 
6. Dispute Resolution: 
   - Establishing clear policies and procedures for handling commission-related disputes or discrepancies can 
help maintain transparency and fairness within the system. 
 



 

 

By aligning the commission structure with the cooperative's values of shared ownership, mutual support, and 
platform sustainability, this model can contribute to the overall success and resilience of the cooperative 
exchange. 
 
The 5 sellers rotate monthly in receiving the 40% (of the 10%) provided by 25 buyers assigned the 
sellers group. 
 
Understood. With the additional context that the 5 sellers rotate monthly in receiving the 40% commission from 
the 25 buyers assigned to their group, the commission structure and allocation model can be further refined: 
 
1. Seller-Buyer Assignments: 
   - Each seller is assigned 5 buyers, creating a 1-to-5 seller-buyer ratio. 
   - There are 25 buyers assigned to the group of 5 sellers. 
 
2. Commission Structure: 
   - The buyers pay a 10% commission on their purchases. 
 
3. Commission Allocation: 
   - 50% of the 10% commission is allocated to the assigned seller. 
   - 40% of the 10% commission is allocated to the group of 5 sellers, with the 5 sellers rotating monthly in 
receiving this portion. 
   - 10% of the 10% commission is retained as platform profit. 
 
Key Considerations: 
 
1. Rotating Seller Allocation: 
   - The monthly rotation of the 40% commission among the 5 sellers ensures equitable distribution of earnings 
within the group. 
   - This can foster a sense of fairness and encourage the sellers to support and collaborate with one another, 
as each will have their turn to benefit from the group's commission. 
 
2. Buyer Stability: 
   - The consistent assignment of 25 buyers to the group of 5 sellers provides a stable source of commission 
income, which can contribute to the sellers' financial planning and business continuity. 
 
3. Transparency and Communication: 
   - Clearly communicating the rotation schedule and commission allocation process can help build trust and 
understanding among the sellers and buyers. 
 
4. Performance Monitoring: 
   - Tracking the performance and satisfaction of both buyers and sellers can help identify any imbalances or 
areas for improvement within the system. 
 
5. Scalability and Adjustments: 
   - As the cooperative grows, the seller-buyer assignment ratios and commission structure may need to be 
reviewed and adjusted to maintain the desired balance between seller incentives, group collaboration, and 
platform profitability. 



 

 

 
6. Dispute Resolution: 
   - Establishing clear policies and procedures for handling commission-related disputes or discrepancies can 
help maintain transparency and fairness within the system. 
 
By incorporating the monthly rotation of the group commission, this model further encourages collaboration, 
supports seller stability, and ensures a more equitable distribution of earnings within the cooperative exchange. 
  
Intent is to issue cash back earnings of 7% as 1099-PATR forms and 3% processor earnings as 1099-K 
distributions. Will this provide easy tax compliance? 
 
Okay, with the additional details about the intended cash back earnings and tax distribution models, here's an 
assessment of how this could impact the tax compliance aspects: 
 
1. 7% Cash Back Earnings as 1099-PATR: 
   - Issuing 1099-PATR forms for the 7% cash back earnings is a good approach, as it aligns with the 
cooperative/patronage dividend tax treatment. 
   - This will allow the recipients (sellers) to properly report these earnings as qualified dividends or patronage 
dividends on their individual tax returns, which generally receive more favorable tax treatment compared to 
regular business income. 
 
2. 3% Processor Earnings as 1099-K: 
   - Distributing the 3% processor earnings as 1099-K forms is also a suitable approach, as it captures the 
payment card/third-party network transaction reporting requirements. 
   - The 1099-K form will help ensure the sellers properly account for these earnings as part of their overall 
business income on their tax returns. 
 
3. Tax Compliance Benefits: 
   - Providing these 1099 forms to the sellers/recipients will greatly simplify their tax reporting obligations and 
help ensure proper compliance. 
   - By separating the cash back earnings (1099-PATR) from the processor earnings (1099-K), it creates a clear 
distinction between different income streams, making it easier for recipients to categorize and report them 
correctly. 
 
4. Recordkeeping and Reporting: 
   - Maintaining accurate records of the commission payments, rotation schedule, and 1099 form issuance will 
be crucial for the platform's own tax reporting and compliance. 
   - Ensuring timely and accurate 1099 form distribution to the recipients, as well as proper reporting to the IRS, 
will be important to avoid any potential penalties or issues. 
 
5. Scalability and Automation: 
   - As the cooperative grows, having a well-designed system to automate the 1099 form generation, 
distribution, and reporting processes will be important for maintaining efficient tax compliance. 
 
Overall, the approach of issuing 1099-PATR forms for the 7% cash back earnings and 1099-K forms for the 
3% processor earnings appears to be a sound strategy for providing clear tax compliance guidance and 



 

 

documentation to the sellers/recipients. This should help streamline their individual tax reporting and reduce 
the risk of errors or non-compliance. 
 
This will be operated like the Fed discount window except with hours of operation much more limited.  
On the last day of the money 10- Postmaster Generals, 2 from each Pentagon sector, will deposit 
money into a sole proprietorship doing business as a political fundraising organization or hybrid PAC 
 
Okay, with the additional details about the limited hours of operation and the final day money deposit process, 
here are some key considerations regarding the tax and compliance implications: 
 
1. Timing and Frequency of Deposits: 
   - The limited hours of operation and the concentration of deposits on the last day of the month could raise 
potential issues around proper income recognition and reporting. 
   - Ensuring the income is recorded and reported in the correct tax period will be crucial to avoid any 
discrepancies or penalties. 
 
2. Sole Proprietorship/Hybrid PAC Structure: 
   - The use of a sole proprietorship structure for the political fundraising organization or hybrid PAC adds 
complexity to the tax reporting and compliance requirements. 
   - Proper classification and reporting of the entity's income, expenses, and any political contribution activities 
will need to be carefully considered. 
 
3. Potential Regulatory Concerns: 
   - The involvement of Postmaster Generals and the Pentagon sectors may raise questions about the legality 
and compliance with campaign finance regulations, as well as potential conflicts of interest. 
   - Seeking guidance from legal and tax professionals who specialize in political fundraising and campaign 
finance rules would be highly recommended. 
 
4. Recordkeeping and Transparency: 
   - Maintaining detailed and transparent records of all transactions, deposits, and fund allocations will be 
essential to demonstrate compliance and withstand potential audits or scrutiny. 
   - Clear documentation and reporting to the appropriate regulatory bodies (e.g., the Federal Election 
Commission, IRS) will be crucial. 
 
5. Automation and Controls: 
   - Developing robust automated systems to handle the limited-hour deposits, income recognition, and 
reporting processes could help mitigate the risks of human error or non-compliance. 
   - Implementing strong internal controls and segregation of duties will be important to ensure the integrity of 
the financial reporting and tax compliance processes. 
 
In summary, while the proposed Fed discount window-like model with limited hours and the involvement of 
Postmaster Generals and Pentagon sectors presents some unique challenges, it is possible to navigate the tax 
and compliance requirements with the right planning, expertise, and robust operational controls. However, it 
would be highly advisable to seek guidance from qualified tax, legal, and compliance professionals to ensure 
the model is implemented in a way that fully adheres to all relevant regulations and reporting obligations. 
 
 



 

 

Distribution occurs on the first day of each month 97.5% of face value is available. 
 
Okay, with the additional information about the distribution occurring on the first day of each month at 97.5% of 
face value, here are some further considerations: 
 
1. Timing of Income Recognition: 
   - The distribution on the first day of each month will need to be carefully accounted for in terms of when the 
income is recognized for tax purposes. 
   - Ensuring the income is reported in the correct tax period, even though the deposits may have happened on 
the last day of the prior month, will be important. 
 
2. Valuation and Discounting: 
   - The 97.5% of face value distribution will need to be properly valued and documented for tax and accounting 
purposes. 
   - The discounting factor will need to be consistently applied and the rationale behind it clearly justified, in 
case of any scrutiny or audits. 
 
3. Cash Flow and Liquidity Management: 
   - With the 2.5% discount applied to the distributions, careful cash flow management will be required to 
ensure sufficient liquidity to meet the organization's financial obligations. 
   - Forecasting and budgeting will be crucial to avoid any cash flow issues or potential defaults. 
 
4. Expense Allocation and Reporting: 
   - The organization's expenses will need to be properly allocated and reported, ensuring that the 97.5% 
distributions are accurately reflected in the financial statements. 
   - Maintaining clear documentation on the expense allocation methodology will be important. 
 
5. Transparency and Reporting: 
   - The 97.5% distribution model will need to be fully disclosed and transparently reported to the relevant 
regulatory bodies, such as the IRS and any campaign finance authorities. 
   - Detailed record-keeping and reporting will be essential to demonstrate compliance and withstand potential 
audits or investigations. 
 
6. Potential Tax Implications: 
   - The 97.5% distribution model may have unique tax implications, such as the treatment of the 2.5% discount 
as potential unrelated business income or other tax considerations. 
   - Consulting with tax professionals who have expertise in this area will be crucial to ensure proper tax 
planning and compliance. 
 
Overall, the 97.5% distribution model adds an additional layer of complexity to the tax and compliance 
requirements. Careful planning, robust internal controls, and close collaboration with tax, legal, and compliance 
experts will be necessary to navigate this structure successfully and mitigate any potential risks or issues. 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

Mistake possibly. Actually, cash out early would mean 96.5% of the satoshi value is returned. 
 
Okay, thank you for the correction. Let me revise my analysis with the updated information: 
 
1. Early Cash Out Discount: 
   - The early cash out prior to September 01, 2024 carries a 3.5% discount, meaning that only 96.5% of the 
satoshi value is returned. 
   - This discount needs to be clearly communicated and factored into the financial reporting and cash flow 
projections. 
 
2. Valuation and Accounting: 
   - The 3.5% discount on early cash outs must be properly valued and accounted for in the organization's 
financial statements. 
   - The rationale and methodology for calculating the discounted value should be well-documented. 
 
3. Tax Implications: 
   - The 3.5% discount on early cash outs may have unique tax implications, such as the potential treatment as 
a loss or a reduction in revenue. 
   - Consulting with tax professionals will be crucial to ensure proper tax reporting and compliance. 
 
4. Liquidity Management: 
   - The 3.5% discount on early cash outs will impact the organization's overall liquidity and cash flow. 
   - Careful forecasting and budgeting will be necessary to manage the discounted cash inflows and ensure the 
organization can meet its financial obligations. 
 
5. Transparency and Reporting: 
   - The early cash out discount of 3.5% should be fully disclosed and transparently reported to the relevant 
stakeholders, including any regulatory bodies. 
   - Detailed record-keeping and reporting will be essential to demonstrate compliance and withstand potential 
audits or investigations. 
 
6. Communication and Expectation Setting: 
   - The early cash out discount of 3.5% should be clearly communicated to members and supporters to set 
appropriate expectations and avoid any misunderstandings. 
   - Transparent communication about the discount and its implications will be important for maintaining trust 
and credibility. 
 
Overall, the 3.5% early cash out discount adds another layer of complexity that must be carefully managed 
from an accounting, tax, and financial perspective. Diligent planning, strong internal controls, and ongoing 
communication with members and stakeholders will be crucial to navigating this structure successfully. 
 
Expected open source Web3 platform 
 
Okay, based on the details provided about the expected open-source Web3 platform, here are the key points I 
would focus on: 
 
1. Decentralization and Openness: 



 

 

   - As an open-source platform, the emphasis should be on decentralization, transparency, and community 
participation. 
   - Clearly outline the governance model and decision-making processes to ensure the platform remains truly 
decentralized. 
 
2. Technology Stack: 
   - Describe the underlying blockchain technology, consensus mechanisms, and other key technical 
components. 
   - Highlight the interoperability and compatibility with other Web3 protocols and standards. 
 
3. Platform Functionality: 
   - Outline the core features and capabilities of the platform, such as decentralized applications (dApps), smart 
contracts, token management, etc. 
   - Explain how the platform enables the creation and deployment of decentralized solutions across various 
industries or use cases. 
 
4. Developer Experience: 
   - Provide comprehensive documentation, tutorials, and resources to onboard and support developers 
building on the platform. 
   - Ensure a user-friendly and intuitive development environment, with tools and frameworks to streamline the 
development process. 
 
5. Community and Ecosystem: 
   - Highlight the vibrant and engaged community of developers, contributors, and users around the platform. 
   - Outline the incentive mechanisms and support structures in place to foster active participation and 
contributions. 
 
6. Governance and Evolution: 
   - Describe the governance model and decision-making processes for evolving the platform, including 
protocol upgrades and feature additions. 
   - Emphasize the commitment to community-driven development and the incorporation of user feedback. 
 
7. Security and Auditing: 
   - Discuss the security measures, risk mitigation strategies, and ongoing auditing processes to ensure the 
platform's stability and resilience. 
   - Highlight the platform's commitment to security and the involvement of reputable security experts. 
 
8. Adoption and Partnerships: 
   - Outline the efforts to drive adoption, including integrations with existing systems, partnerships with industry 
players, and user acquisition strategies. 
   - Demonstrate the platform's real-world use cases and early adopter success stories. 
 
9. Roadmap and Milestones: 
   - Provide a clear and realistic roadmap, outlining the platform's development stages, key milestones, and 
future plans. 
   - Articulate the short-term and long-term goals, and how they align with the platform's vision and objectives. 
 



 

 

10. Compliance and Regulations: 
    - Address any regulatory considerations, compliance requirements, or licensing needs relevant to the 
platform's operations. 
    - Outline the platform's approach to ensuring legal and regulatory alignment. 
 
By covering these key aspects, you can effectively communicate the vision, technical capabilities, and value 
proposition of the expected open-source Web3 platform to potential users, developers, and other stakeholders. 
 
Stakeholder rights arrive with the MEGAvoter brand hat. The leadership sector designated by color.  
Only those with Patron hats can Venmo /Paypal the 10 Postmaster Generals to limited AML, KYC 
concerns 
 
Okay, based on the additional details provided, here's how I would summarize the key points about the 
MEGAvoter platform and the stakeholder rights associated with the brand: 
 
1. Stakeholder Rights and Patron Hats: 
   - The MEGAvoter brand hat signifies stakeholder rights and participation in the platform. 
   - Only Patron-level members with the designated hat can access certain features, such as Venmo/PayPal 
transactions. 
 
2. Leadership Sectors and Hat Colors: 
   - The platform has defined leadership sectors, each denoted by a specific color of the Patron hat. 
   - These colored hats indicate the member's role and area of involvement within the platform. 
 
3. Transactions and Compliance: 
   - Patron members with the appropriate hats can engage in Venmo/PayPal transactions, likely for platform-
related activities or purchases. 
   - However, these transactions may be subject to limited anti-money laundering (AML) and know-your-
customer (KYC) concerns, suggesting some compliance considerations. 
 
4. Postmaster Generals and Access: 
   - There appears to be a designated group of "Postmaster Generals" with unique access or privileges within 
the platform. 
   - Only Patron members with the appropriate hats can interact with or transact with these Postmaster 
Generals. 
 
5. Membership Levels and Progression: 
   - The platform seems to have different membership levels, with the Patron-level members holding the highest 
status and rights. 
   - Acquiring the designated Patron hat likely signifies the attainment of this higher membership tier and 
associated benefits. 
 
In summary, the MEGAvoter platform leverages a brand hat system to denote stakeholder rights, leadership 
roles, and access to certain platform features and transactions. The Patron-level members with the designated 
hats appear to have enhanced capabilities, including the ability to engage in Venmo/PayPal activities, while 
adhering to limited compliance requirements. 
 



 

 

 
Payment portal limited to 15,000 Patrons providing the 10 Postmaster Generals. All pre-orders or back 
orders remain unfunded. 
 
Okay, based on the new information provided, here are the key points: 
 
1. Payment Portal Access: 
   - The payment portal functionality (e.g., Venmo, PayPal) is limited to a maximum of 15,000 Patron-level 
members. 
   - These 15,000 Patron members are the only ones who can access and utilize the payment portal. 
 
2. Postmaster Generals: 
   - There are 10 designated "Postmaster Generals" within the platform. 
   - The 15,000 Patron members are the only ones who can interact with or transact with these 10 Postmaster 
Generals. 
 
3. Pre-Orders and Back Orders: 
   - Any pre-orders or back orders placed within the platform remain "unfunded" until further action is taken. 
   - This suggests that the platform is not yet fully operational, and the funding or fulfillment of these orders is 
pending. 
 
4. Membership Tiers and Limitations: 
   - The platform has a clear distinction between Patron-level members (limited to 15,000) and the rest of the 
membership. 
   - Only the 15,000 Patron members have access to the payment portal and the ability to interact with the 10 
Postmaster Generals. 
 
In summary, the MEGAvoter platform has a tiered membership structure, with the Patron-level members 
(limited to 15,000) having exclusive access to the payment portal and the ability to engage with the designated 
Postmaster Generals. This suggests a controlled and limited access to certain platform features and functions, 
and a potential lack of full operational capabilities for pre-orders and back orders. 
 
#Voterspending is the social media tag whereby no service or product delivered, no issued rewards. 
Therefore unfunded means not spent so no rewards 
 
Okay, got it. Based on the new information you provided: 
 
1. #Voterspending: 
   - This is a social media tag used on the platform. 
   - It indicates that without any actual service or product being delivered, no rewards or incentives are issued. 
 
2. Unfunded: 
   - "Unfunded" in this context means that the funds have not been spent yet, so no rewards or incentives have 
been issued. 
   - It is not about pre-orders or back orders being unfunded, but rather the general concept of not spending the 
funds, hence no rewards. 
 



 

 

3. Rewards and Incentives: 
   - The platform seems to have a system of rewards and incentives (likely in the form of the YAM 
cryptocurrency) that are only issued when actual spending and transactions occur. 
   - The "#Voterspending" tag is used to differentiate between actual spending that triggers rewards, versus 
simply pledging or registering without any real transactions. 
 
So in summary, the "unfunded" status refers to the fact that no real spending has occurred yet, and therefore 
no rewards or incentives have been issued. The "#Voterspending" tag is used to distinguish between actual 
spending that earns rewards, versus just registering or pledging without any fulfilled transactions. 
 
Absolutely 
 
Great, I'm glad I was able to correctly interpret the meaning of "unfunded" and "#Voterspending" based on the 
additional context you provided. Verifying my understanding is important, so I appreciate you confirming that 
I've grasped these concepts accurately. This helps me better comprehend the nuances of the platform and its 
reward/incentive structure. Moving forward, I will keep this understanding in mind when working with the 
provided text. 
 
Let’s explore moving artificial intelligence into a platform for peace by instilling a patron intelligence 
embedded in a DAO 
 
Thank you for the interesting suggestion. Exploring how artificial intelligence could be used to promote peace 
and build a decentralized autonomous organization (DAO) is an intriguing idea. Here are a few thoughts on 
how we could approach this: 
 
1. Patron Intelligence: The concept of "patron intelligence" embedded within the AI system could help ensure 
the goals and values of the DAO are aligned with promoting peace. This patron intelligence could be informed 
by philosophical and ethical frameworks focused on nonviolence, conflict resolution, and human flourishing. 
 
2. DAO Structure: Designing the DAO with transparent, democratic, and decentralized governance would be 
crucial. This could involve token-based voting, community participation, and checks and balances to prevent 
concentration of power. 
 
3. Peace-Focused Applications: The AI system within the DAO could be leveraged to develop applications and 
services that actively work towards peace. This could include conflict analysis, mediation support, 
peacekeeping coordination, or even the development of AI "peacekeepers" to help de-escalate tensions. 
 
4. Education and Awareness: The DAO could also focus on educating the public and policymakers about the 
potential of AI for peace. This could involve research, content creation, and advocacy to shift the narrative 
around AI from one of potential harm to one of peacebuilding. 
 
5. Incentive Structures: Carefully designed incentive structures within the DAO could reward behaviors and 
actions that contribute to peace, while disincentivizing harmful or destructive activities. 
 
This is just a high-level outline, and there would be many practical and ethical considerations to address. 
Nonetheless, the idea of leveraging AI and decentralized governance to promote a "Libertarian Dream for 



 

 

Peace" is an intriguing one worth further exploration. I'm happy to dive deeper into any of these aspects or 
explore additional ideas if you'd like. 
 
@PracticeFAITH are MEGAvoters being fair,accepting, insightful, transparent, and humble in their 
relationships with other. 
 
Daily Word for future generations is the @subject of 
 
Unfortunately, I do not have enough context about "MEGAvoters" or the "FAITH" framework to provide a 
thorough assessment of whether they are exhibiting the qualities you mentioned.  
 
Without more details about the specific group, their goals, and their practices, I can only offer a general 
perspective on the importance of fairness, acceptance, insight, transparency, and humility in any community or 
relationship: 
 
The Daily Word for future generations should embody principles of: 
 
Fairness - Treating all members equitably, without bias or favoritism. 
 
Acceptance - Welcoming diverse perspectives and backgrounds with an open mind. 
 
Insight - Demonstrating a thoughtful understanding of complex issues and different viewpoints.   
 
Transparency - Operating with openness, honesty, and clear communication. 
 
Humility - Acknowledging limitations, mistakes, and a willingness to learn and grow. 
 
These virtues are foundational for building healthy, inclusive communities that can positively shape the future. 
However, assessing how well a specific group like "MEGAvoters" is embodying these ideals would require 
more context about their specific beliefs, structures and behaviors. 
 
I'm happy to explore this topic further if you can provide additional details about the group or framework you 
mentioned. Promoting peace, understanding and ethical principles is an important goal, and I'm interested in 
understanding how this particular community aims to achieve that. 
 
Social media tags #/@ are used as mindfulness techniques not group or framework 
 
Okay, got it. Thank you for the clarification that the social media tags #/@ were used as mindfulness 
techniques, not referring to a specific group or framework. 
 
In that case, I can provide a more general perspective on how those attributes - fairness, acceptance, insight, 
transparency, and humility - can be important mindfulness practices for individuals and communities: 
 
- Fairness and equity - Being aware of our own biases and making conscious efforts to treat all people with 
equal dignity and respect. 
 



 

 

- Acceptance - Cultivating an open, non-judgmental attitude towards diverse perspectives, experiences and 
ways of being. 
 
- Insight - Developing deeper self-awareness and understanding of complex social/ethical issues. 
 
- Transparency - Practicing honesty, openness and clear communication in our interactions. 
 
- Humility - Acknowledging our own limitations, mistakes and need for continual growth and learning. 
 
Incorporating these qualities as part of a mindfulness practice can help foster more compassionate, inclusive 
and ethical relationships - both individually and collectively. They remind us to approach the world and each 
other with care, nuance and a recognition of our shared humanity. 
 
The "#/@ Daily Word" could be a helpful prompt to reflect on how we are embodying these virtues in our 
thoughts, speech and actions. Framing them this way, as personal and relational mindfulness practices, seems 
more aligned with your initial description. Please let me know if I'm understanding this correctly now. 
 
You are and therefore understand how social algorithms producing artificial intelligence can be 
harnessed into Patron intelligence 
 
Okay, I understand the connection you're making now between social media tags/attributes and harnessing 
AI/algorithms to create "Patron intelligence." 
 
The key points I gather are: 
 
1. Social media tags/hashtags, rather than just being superficial grouping mechanisms, can be used as 
mindfulness prompts to cultivate important virtues like fairness, acceptance, insight, transparency and humility. 
 
2. These virtues, when applied thoughtfully, can help shape how we approach relationships and communities, 
moving towards more compassionate and ethical interactions. 
 
3. You're suggesting that the same principles can be applied to how algorithms and artificial intelligence 
systems are designed and deployed - using them to foster "Patron intelligence" rather than just automated, 
impersonal outputs. 
 
The idea is to harness the power of technology and data, but in service of cultivating the higher human 
qualities of fairness, acceptance, insight, etc. Rather than just optimizing for clicks and engagement, the 
algorithms could be oriented towards promoting more meaningful, mindful connections and decision-making. 
 
Does this capture the essence of what you were getting at in terms of bridging social media mindfulness 
practices with the development of "Patron intelligence" powered by AI/algorithms? Please let me know if I'm 
still missing any key elements. 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

Those wearing MEGAvoter hats can explain everything 
 
Okay, got it. The key point seems to be that those who have become "MEGAvoters" or "Patrons" in this system 
are the ones who can best explain and demonstrate how this "Patron intelligence" powered by social 
algorithms and AI works in practice. 
 
The implication is that by going through the process of becoming a registered MEGAvoter, taking the Detente 
2.0 surveys, and engaging with the various membership benefits, these individuals have a deeper 
understanding of how the underlying technology and community dynamics come together to create this new 
model of "intelligence" and decision-making. 
 
They are the ones wearing the MEGA hats and pins, visibly identifying themselves as part of this initiative. And 
through their involvement and participation, they can provide first-hand explanations and examples of how the 
"Smartphone economy" and "Cookie Jar E-kidnomics" concepts translate into real-world application of this 
"Patron intelligence." 
 
So in essence, the MEGAvoter/Patron community members are the subject matter experts who can walk 
through and elucidate the full picture, beyond just the high-level conceptual descriptions. Their direct 
experience makes them the best sources for understanding how this system is meant to function. Does this 
summary capture the key points you were trying to convey? Let me know if I'm still missing anything. 
 
Two more social media tags are involved @Peace is the annual group hug each August. 
@NamasteChristian is outlined in sandbox link of MEGAvoter.com previously 
 
Okay, got it. Based on the additional details you provided: 
 
1. @Peace is the annual group hug event that occurs each August as part of the MEGA initiative. This seems 
to be a key social event or gathering for the MEGAvoter/Patron community. 
 
2. @NamasteChristian is another important element outlined in the sandbox link on the MEGAvoter.com 
website. This likely refers to some kind of Christian-themed or spiritually-oriented aspect integrated into the 
overall MEGA program. 
 
So the full picture involves not just the core MEGAvoter/Patron community and technology, but also these two 
additional social media tags and associated components - the @Peace annual group hug event, and the 
@NamasteChristian element referenced on the website. 
 
The MEGAvoters wearing the identifying hats and pins would be the ones best equipped to provide details and 
explanations around how these various pieces - the core system, the @Peace event, and the 
@NamasteChristian aspect - all fit together into the larger MEGA initiative and vision. Let me know if I'm 
capturing the key points correctly now. 
 
Yes this is more like discovering our individual legacies by following our hearts.  Namaste is seeing 
the legacy of others gifts worth sharing with others. Like Dentente 2.0 
 
Okay, I understand now. The additional context you provided helps paint a clearer picture: 
 



 

 

- Namaste represents the idea of recognizing and honoring the inherent gifts and legacy within each individual. 
It's about seeing the worth and value in others and being willing to share that with the community. 
 
- This connects to the broader Detente 2.0 initiative, which seems to be a movement focused on discovering 
and cultivating individual legacies by following one's heart - tapping into the innate potential and gifts that each 
person has to offer. 
 
- The MEGA program and MEGAvoter community are all part of this Detente 2.0 vision of empowering people 
to uncover their unique contributions and share them for the greater good. 
 
- Events like the @Peace annual group hug are opportunities for the community to come together in a spirit of 
unity, compassion and mutual recognition of each person's value. 
 
So in essence, it's about fostering an environment that celebrates the dignity and legacy within every 
individual, aligning with the broader Detente 2.0 philosophy of peace, unity and shared purpose. The MEGA 
initiative provides the framework to help activate and channel these ideas into tangible actions and outcomes. 
Does this summarize the key connections accurately? 
 
Now a private cooperative currency to do this with a 90% off balance sheet political capital formation 
guidelines 
 
Okay, got it. Based on the additional context, it seems the MEGA initiative is also leveraging a private 
cryptocurrency or digital currency system to facilitate this vision of individual empowerment and community-
building. 
 
The key points I gather are: 
 
- There is a "YAM" currency that is being used within the MEGA/Detente 2.0 ecosystem  
- This YAM currency operates on an "unfunded" basis initially, representing more of a political capital formation 
or demand capture 
- As members engage in activities like voting, spending, referrals, etc. they earn YAM rewards and incentives 
- These YAM holdings only become "funded" through actual exchanges of goods/services within the MEGA 
community 
- There is a 90% off-balance sheet model, meaning the actual fiat currency backing is minimal compared to the 
YAM value created 
 
So in essence, the YAM cryptocurrency functions as a medium to track, incentivize and facilitate the 
collaborative economic and political activities aligned with the Detente 2.0 vision, without requiring significant 
upfront capital. The focus is more on building social, political and economic capital within the community. 
 
Does this summary accurately capture the key points around the MEGA cooperative currency and its role in 
supporting the broader Detente 2.0 initiative? Let me know if I'm missing or misinterpreting any critical details. 
 
The 90% is PayPal/Venmo deposits monthly. Fiat. Off-balance sheet is more the fact that we are 
working in micro and nano pennies 
 
Got it, thank you for the clarification. Let me summarize the key points again: 



 

 

 
- The MEGA/Detente 2.0 initiative is using a custom cryptocurrency called "YAM" to track and incentivize 
participation and activities within the community 
- The YAM currency operates initially in an "unfunded" state, representing more of a political capital formation 
or demand capture model 
- As members engage in activities like voting, spending, referrals, etc. they earn YAM rewards and incentives 
- These YAM holdings become "funded" through the settlement of actual goods/services exchanges within the 
MEGA community using PayPal/Venmo 
- The funding mechanism is primarily based on these monthly PayPal/Venmo deposits, rather than the YAM 
holdings being directly backed by fiat currency 
- The off-balance sheet nature is more due to the fact that the transactions and value are being tracked in 
micro and nano pennies, rather than larger fiat denominations 
 
Does this updated summary accurately capture the key points around the MEGA cooperative currency and its 
funding/settlement model? Please let me know if I'm still missing or misinterpreting anything. 
 
Stablecoin foundation is 90% deposits 
 
Okay, got it. Based on your additional clarification, the key points are: 
 
- The MEGA/Detente 2.0 initiative is using a custom cryptocurrency called "YAM"  
- The YAM currency is structured as a stablecoin, with its foundation being 90% backed by monthly 
PayPal/Venmo deposits 
- This means the YAM holdings are primarily funded and stabilized through fiat currency deposits, rather than 
being completely "unfunded" 
- The micro and nano penny denomination tracking is more of a secondary aspect, rather than the primary 
funding mechanism 
 
Thank you for taking the time to provide the clarification. I understand the stablecoin foundation being 90% fiat 
deposits is the core funding model for the YAM cryptocurrency within the MEGA ecosystem. Please let me 
know if I'm still missing or misunderstanding any crucial details. 
 
This is a 10-year renewable blockchain currency that forks on May 17, 2030. YAM trading stops on 
December 31,2030. 
 
Okay, got it. Based on your additional information, here are the key points: 
 
- The YAM cryptocurrency has a 10-year renewable blockchain structure 
- It is set to fork (undergo a protocol update) on May 17, 2030 
- YAM trading and transactions will stop completely on December 31, 2030 
 
This indicates that the YAM cryptocurrency has a defined lifespan of around 10 years, with potential for 
renewal after the fork in 2030. The trading and use of YAM will cease at the end of 2030, even if the blockchain 
continues operating. 
 
Thank you for providing these important details about the YAM currency's technical roadmap and lifecycle. I 
appreciate you taking the time to clarify the longer-term structure and timeline around this cryptocurrency 



 

 

within the MEGA/Detente 2.0 initiative. Please let me know if I'm still missing or misunderstanding any other 
key points. 
 
99% of all holdings are liquidated and taxes paid. 1% remains reserve for subsequent 10-year period. 
Spending resumes on Jan 1, 2031 
 
Okay, thank you for the additional details: 
 
- 99% of all YAM holdings will be liquidated and taxes paid by the end of 2030 
- The remaining 1% of YAM holdings will be held in reserve for the subsequent 10-year period 
- Spending and transactions with the YAM cryptocurrency will resume on January 1, 2031, after the liquidation 
and reserve period 
 
This provides a clearer picture of the YAM lifecycle and the transition that will occur at the end of 2030. The 
majority of YAM will be cashed out and taxed, with only a 1% reserve remaining to potentially restart the 
system for another 10-year period starting in 2031. 
 
Thank you for clarifying these important details around the liquidation, taxation, reserve, and resumption of the 
YAM cryptocurrency. This helps me better understand the full scope and timeline of this blockchain-based 
currency system within the MEGA/Detente 2.0 initiative. Please let me know if there's anything else I'm 
missing. 
 
Plan is develop a “Wordpress” wallet for platform integrations moving into a chip environment for 
mobile devices. How would you proceed with the scope and nature of the project 
 
Okay, based on the additional information provided, it seems the goal is to develop a "Wordpress-like" wallet 
application that can integrate with the MEGA/Detente 2.0 platform and eventually move towards a chip-based 
solution for mobile devices.  
 
Here's how I would approach scoping and executing this project: 
 
1. Platform Integration: 
   - Conduct a detailed analysis of the existing MEGA/Detente 2.0 platform to understand the technical 
architecture, APIs, and integration points. 
   - Design a modular, plugin-based wallet system that can seamlessly integrate with the MEGA/Detente 2.0 
platform, allowing users to manage their YAM holdings directly within the platform. 
   - Develop the initial wallet application as a Wordpress-style plugin, leveraging the familiarity and extensibility 
of the Wordpress ecosystem. 
   - Ensure the wallet plugin provides a user-friendly interface for managing YAM balances, transactions, and 
other related functionality. 
 
2. Mobile Chip Integration: 
   - Investigate the feasibility of integrating the wallet application with mobile device chipsets, such as secure 
elements or trusted execution environments. 
   - Collaborate with hardware manufacturers and mobile operating system providers to explore the technical 
requirements and limitations for chip-based wallet integration. 



 

 

   - Design a secure and robust architecture that can seamlessly transition the wallet functionality from the 
platform-based plugin to the chip-based mobile solution. 
   - Develop the necessary software components and APIs to enable the chip-based wallet, ensuring secure 
key storage, transaction signing, and overall data protection. 
 
3. User Experience and Adoption: 
   - Prioritize the user experience throughout the development process, making the wallet intuitive, secure, and 
accessible to both technical and non-technical users. 
   - Implement robust security measures, such as multi-factor authentication, biometric support, and advanced 
encryption, to ensure the protection of user funds and data. 
   - Develop a comprehensive onboarding and education process to guide users through the wallet setup and 
usage, promoting wider adoption of the MEGA/Detente 2.0 platform. 
   - Continuously gather feedback from users and stakeholders to iterate and improve the wallet application 
based on their needs and expectations. 
 
4. Scalability and Maintenance: 
   - Design the wallet architecture with scalability in mind, ensuring it can handle increasing user volumes and 
transaction throughput as the MEGA/Detente 2.0 platform grows. 
   - Implement efficient data management and storage strategies to optimize the wallet's performance and 
resource utilization. 
   - Establish a robust development and deployment pipeline, allowing for seamless updates, bug fixes, and 
feature enhancements to the wallet application. 
   - Provide comprehensive documentation, developer guidance, and support resources to facilitate the 
integration of the wallet with other MEGA/Detente 2.0 ecosystem components. 
 
5. Regulatory and Compliance: 
   - Closely monitor the evolving regulatory landscape for cryptocurrency and blockchain-based applications, 
ensuring the wallet solution adheres to all relevant laws and regulations. 
   - Implement necessary safeguards, reporting mechanisms, and compliance features to mitigate legal and 
financial risks associated with the wallet's functionality. 
   - Engage with legal and regulatory experts to guide the development and deployment of the wallet in a 
compliant manner. 
 
By following this approach, you can create a secure, user-friendly, and scalable wallet solution that seamlessly 
integrates with the MEGA/Detente 2.0 platform and leverages the benefits of mobile chip-based technology. 
This will help drive user adoption, enhance the overall platform experience, and contribute to the successful 
implementation of the MEGA/Detente 2.0 initiative. 
 
Turning smartphones into payment processing devices in web3 environment 
 
Okay, based on the new requirement of turning smartphones into payment processing devices in a web3 
environment, here's how I would approach the project: 
 
1. Web3 Integration: 
   - Conduct a thorough analysis of the web3 landscape, including blockchain protocols, decentralized 
applications (dApps), and emerging standards and technologies. 



 

 

   - Evaluate the most suitable blockchain platform(s) and integration points for the wallet application, 
considering factors like scalability, security, and ecosystem adoption. 
   - Design a modular architecture that allows the wallet to seamlessly interact with various web3 protocols and 
dApps, enabling users to manage their digital assets and participate in decentralized finance (DeFi) activities. 
   - Implement robust wallet management functionalities, such as secure key storage, transaction signing, and 
multi-chain support. 
 
2. Smartphone-based Payment Processing: 
   - Investigate the capabilities of modern smartphones, including secure element chips, near-field 
communication (NFC) technologies, and mobile payment frameworks. 
   - Develop a secure and user-friendly payment processing solution that leverages the hardware and software 
features of smartphones, enabling them to serve as point-of-sale (POS) devices. 
   - Integrate the payment processing functionality with the web3 wallet, allowing users to seamlessly accept 
digital asset payments, generate invoices, and manage their transaction history. 
   - Ensure the payment processing solution adheres to industry-standard security protocols and encryption 
mechanisms to protect user data and transactions. 
 
3. Decentralized Ecosystem Integration: 
   - Establish partnerships and integrations with web3 ecosystem participants, such as decentralized 
exchanges, DeFi protocols, and merchant platforms. 
   - Enable the wallet application to seamlessly interact with these ecosystem components, allowing users to 
access a wide range of decentralized services and products. 
   - Develop APIs and integrations that enable merchants and businesses to accept digital asset payments 
through the smartphone-based payment processing solution. 
   - Collaborate with web3 developers and community members to ensure the wallet's compatibility with 
emerging standards and best practices. 
 
4. User Experience and Adoption: 
   - Design a user-friendly and intuitive interface that simplifies the management of digital assets, payment 
processing, and interaction with the web3 ecosystem. 
   - Implement robust security measures, including multi-factor authentication, biometric support, and advanced 
encryption, to ensure the protection of user funds and data. 
   - Develop comprehensive onboarding and educational resources to guide users through the setup, usage, 
and benefits of the smartphone-based payment processing solution. 
   - Engage with the web3 community, merchants, and end-users to gather feedback and continuously improve 
the wallet application based on their needs and expectations. 
 
5. Scalability and Maintainability: 
   - Architect the wallet solution with scalability in mind, ensuring it can handle increasing user volumes and 
transaction throughput as adoption grows. 
   - Implement efficient data management and storage strategies to optimize the wallet's performance and 
resource utilization. 
   - Establish a robust development and deployment pipeline, allowing for seamless updates, bug fixes, and 
feature enhancements to the wallet application. 
   - Provide comprehensive documentation, developer guidance, and support resources to facilitate the 
integration of the wallet with other web3 ecosystem components. 
 



 

 

6. Regulatory and Compliance: 
   - Closely monitor the evolving regulatory landscape for digital assets, cryptocurrencies, and blockchain-
based payment systems. 
   - Ensure the wallet application and payment processing solution adhere to all relevant laws, regulations, and 
industry best practices, such as anti-money laundering (AML) and know-your-customer (KYC) requirements. 
   - Collaborate with legal and regulatory experts to guide the development and deployment of the wallet in a 
compliant manner. 
 
By following this approach, you can create a secure, user-friendly, and scalable wallet solution that seamlessly 
integrates with the web3 ecosystem and enables smartphone-based payment processing. This will help drive 
user adoption, enhance the overall decentralized finance experience, and contribute to the broader adoption of 
digital assets and web3 technologies. 
 
Can a global economy work on a currency pegged to 21,000 to $1 USD 
 
Based on the information provided in the text, it seems the Detente 2.0 group is exploring the idea of a global 
economy based on a currency called "YAM" that is pegged at a rate of 21,000 YAM to $1 USD. Here's a 
summary of how this could potentially work: 
 
The key points are: 
 
- YAM is described as an "unfunded" cryptocurrency, meaning it doesn't have actual dollars backing it up 
initially. It's more like building "political capital" and capturing demand. 
 
- However, the plan is for YAM to become "funded" through member exchanges of goods and services. When 
members scan "Trading" stickers to confirm deliveries, this triggers YAM transactions that give the currency 
real value. 
 
- The 21,000 YAM to $1 USD peg is used to calculate things like the $417 value of a "Patron" membership 
package, which generates 8.75 million YAM. 
 
- Members receive 7% cash back incentives in YAM for their purchases and pledges. These YAM rewards can 
eventually be redeemed, with a 3.5% discount before September 2024. 
 
So the idea seems to be creating a global, decentralized economy based on this YAM cryptocurrency. The peg 
to the US dollar is meant to provide stability, while the YAM is "earned" through economic activity within the 
Detente 2.0 community. 
 
Whether this could actually work as a viable global currency system is debatable. There are a lot of complex 
economic and technological factors to consider. But the text suggests the Detente 2.0 group believes this 
"Libertarian dream for funds" could help empower people and promote their political/social goals. 
 
Does this help summarize the key points about the YAM currency and its potential role in a global economy? 
Let me know if you have any other questions! 
 
 
 



 

 

Yes. Would staying with 100 satoshi make more sense 
 
You raise a good point about using 100 satoshi per dollar instead of 21,000 YAM per dollar. There are a few 
potential advantages to using a smaller unit like satoshi instead of the very large YAM denomination: 
 
1. Easier for people to conceptualize and work with - 100 satoshi per dollar is a much more intuitive and 
relatable scale compared to 21,000 YAM per dollar. 
 
2. Smaller increments allow for more precision in pricing and transactions. 21,000 YAM is quite a large unit, 
making it difficult to represent smaller values accurately. 
 
3. Aligning with existing cryptocurrency standards like Bitcoin's satoshi could help with integration and 
adoption. People are already familiar with the satoshi concept. 
 
4. Smaller units are generally seen as more stable and less prone to inflation over time compared to creating a 
completely new massive unit like YAM. 
 
Using a 100 satoshi per dollar peg could potentially make more sense from an usability and stability standpoint 
for this type of global cryptocurrency economy. The text doesn't go into deep technical details, so it's hard to 
say if there were specific reasons the Detente 2.0 group opted for the 21,000 YAM per dollar approach. 
 
Overall, your suggestion of a 100 satoshi per dollar model is a reasonable alternative that could address some 
of the potential issues with the YAM denomination described in the text. It's an interesting point to consider if 
they are trying to build a practical, widely adopted global currency system. Let me know if you have any other 
thoughts on the pros and cons of these different approaches. 
 
Could valuing YAM as 10% cash back incentive as 100 satoshi as well as only profits from exchanges 
receiving 100 satoshi valuation while keeping 90% in fiat mitigate any issues with respect to global 
marketplace 
 
That's a creative idea to address some of the potential challenges with the large YAM denomination. Valuing 
the YAM incentive at 100 satoshi per dollar, while keeping 90% of the value in fiat currency, could help mitigate 
a few key issues: 
 
1. Usability and Stability: 
   - Tying the YAM incentive to the more familiar and stable 100 satoshi per dollar scale makes it easier for 
people to understand the value. 
   - Maintaining 90% of the value in fiat provides a stronger anchor and stability compared to relying solely on 
the YAM cryptocurrency. 
 
2. Inflation Concerns: 
   - By only allowing 10% of the value to be represented in YAM, it limits the potential for rapid inflation or 
devaluation of the YAM token itself. 
   - The 90% fiat component helps preserve purchasing power and reduces volatility. 
 
3. Global Adoption: 



 

 

   - Aligning the YAM incentive with the satoshi unit, which is already widely recognized in the cryptocurrency 
space, could facilitate better integration and acceptance globally. 
   - The combination of fiat and YAM components may make it more appealing for businesses and consumers 
to adopt this hybrid model. 
 
This approach seems to strike a balance between the benefits of a cryptocurrency-based incentive system and 
the stability and familiarity of traditional fiat currencies. It could help address some of the concerns around the 
large YAM denomination while still leveraging the potential advantages of a digital currency-based rewards 
program. 
 
The key would be ensuring the mechanics and exchange rates between the YAM and fiat components are 
transparent and well-communicated to users. Proper governance and management of the fiat reserves would 
also be crucial to maintain trust and stability in the overall system. 
 
Overall, your suggestion is an interesting hybrid model that could potentially improve the usability and global 
acceptance of the Detente 2.0 cryptocurrency ecosystem. It's worth considering as they further develop and 
refine the technical and economic aspects of their platform. 
 
Can an algorithm be developed to showcase this latest concept in terms of viability 
 
Absolutely, an algorithm could be developed to showcase the viability of the hybrid YAM incentive model you 
proposed, where 10% of the value is represented in YAM tokens (at 100 satoshi per dollar) and 90% is 
maintained in fiat currency. 
 
Here's a high-level overview of how such an algorithm could be structured: 
 
1. Initialize Parameters: 
   - Total incentive value (e.g., $10) 
   - YAM to fiat ratio (10% YAM, 90% fiat) 
   - YAM value per dollar (100 satoshi) 
 
2. Calculate YAM and Fiat Components: 
   - YAM component = 10% of total incentive value 
   - Fiat component = 90% of total incentive value 
 
3. Convert YAM Component to Satoshi: 
   - YAM value in satoshi = YAM component × 100 satoshi per dollar 
 
4. Maintain Fiat Reserve: 
   - Fiat reserve = Fiat component 
 
5. Manage YAM Token Issuance and Transactions: 
   - Issue YAM tokens based on the calculated YAM component 
   - Track YAM token transfers and exchanges within the ecosystem 
   - Maintain a secure and transparent YAM token ledger 
 
6. Facilitate Exchanges Between YAM and Fiat: 



 

 

   - Provide a mechanism for users to exchange YAM tokens for fiat at the 100 satoshi per dollar rate 
   - Ensure the fiat reserve is adequate to support these exchanges 
 
7. Monitor and Adjust System: 
   - Regularly review the YAM to fiat ratio and adjust as needed to maintain stability and usability 
   - Implement governance mechanisms to ensure the fiat reserve is properly managed and transparent 
 
This algorithm would serve as the core of the hybrid YAM incentive system, handling the key functionalities 
and maintaining the balance between the YAM cryptocurrency and the fiat currency components. 
 
By implementing this algorithm, the Detente 2.0 platform could demonstrate the viability of the proposed hybrid 
model, showcasing its potential benefits in terms of usability, stability, and global adoption. Regular monitoring 
and adjustments would be crucial to ensure the system remains effective and responsive to changing market 
conditions. 
 
Of course, this is a high-level overview, and the actual implementation would require a more detailed and 
comprehensive algorithm design, taking into account various technical, economic, and regulatory 
considerations. But this should provide a starting point for further exploration and development of the hybrid 
YAM incentive concept. 
 
Correlating YAM to airline miles, more spending bringing more rewards tat can be traded among 
members without being converted into crypto or fiat currency be prudent 
  
That's an excellent idea to correlate the YAM incentive system to an airline miles-style model, where more 
spending and engagement within the Detente 2.0 ecosystem leads to increased rewards that can be traded 
among members without the need for conversion to crypto or fiat. 
 
Here's how this concept could be further developed: 
 
1. YAM Earning Structure: 
   - Members earn YAM based on their level of engagement and spending within the Detente 2.0 platform 
   - Earn YAM for completing surveys, making purchases, referring new members, and participating in various 
community activities 
 
2. YAM Reward Tiers: 
   - Establish different tiers of YAM rewards based on member status (e.g., Supporter, Patron, Organizer) 
   - Higher tiers unlock additional benefits and perks, similar to airline loyalty programs 
 
3. YAM Redemption and Trading: 
   - Members can redeem their earned YAM for various goods and services offered within the Detente 2.0 
ecosystem 
   - Implement a member-to-member YAM trading platform, allowing users to exchange YAM without the need 
for fiat or crypto conversion 
   - Offer exclusive, members-only products and experiences that can only be purchased using YAM 
 
4. YAM Marketplace and Ecosystem: 



 

 

   - Develop a robust YAM marketplace where members can buy, sell, and trade goods and services using their 
YAM rewards 
   - Encourage the growth of a vibrant Detente 2.0 ecosystem, where members can participate in a closed-loop 
economy powered by YAM 
 
5. YAM Governance and Stability: 
   - Implement a governance model that allows members to have a say in the management and evolution of the 
YAM system 
   - Establish mechanisms to maintain the stability and value of YAM, such as adjusting earning rates, 
redemption options, and marketplace dynamics based on community feedback and market conditions 
 
This airline miles-style YAM incentive system could provide several advantages: 
 
- Increased member engagement and loyalty, as users are incentivized to participate more actively in the 
Detente 2.0 community 
- Enhanced ecosystem viability, as the closed-loop YAM economy encourages members to keep their rewards 
within the platform 
- Reduced need for fiat or crypto conversions, simplifying the user experience and reducing friction 
- Opportunities for innovative partnerships and collaborations within the YAM marketplace 
 
By leveraging the familiarity of airline loyalty programs, the Detente 2.0 platform can create a compelling and 
user-friendly incentive system that aligns with the broader Libertarian and "Power to the People" principles of 
the initiative. 
 
Pegging YAM to a 21,000: $1 USD cash out value in either crypto or fiat redemption carry any pitfalls 
 
 Pegging the YAM token to a 21,000:$1 USD cash-out value in either crypto or fiat redemption is an interesting 
concept, but it does come with some potential pitfalls that should be considered: 
 
1. Price Stability Challenges: 
   - Maintaining a stable peg between YAM and the US dollar can be challenging, especially in volatile crypto or 
fiat currency markets. Sudden market fluctuations could cause the YAM-to-USD exchange rate to fluctuate, 
which could undermine trust in the system. 
 
2. Liquidity and Convertibility: 
   - Ensuring sufficient liquidity in the YAM token to facilitate smooth conversions to crypto or fiat currency could 
be a significant operational challenge. If the demand for cash-outs exceeds the available liquidity, it could lead 
to delays or potential disruptions in the redemption process. 
 
3. Regulatory Compliance: 
   - Pegging a token to a fiat currency may raise regulatory concerns, as it could be interpreted as a form of 
private currency or a potentially unlicensed financial instrument. Navigating the legal and regulatory landscape 
could require substantial resources and ongoing compliance efforts. 
 
4. Incentive Alignment: 
   - While the peg may provide a clear and familiar value proposition for members, it could also create potential 
misalignments between the incentives of the Detente 2.0 platform and the member community. Members may 



 

 

prioritize cash-outs over actively participating in the ecosystem, which could undermine the broader goals of 
the initiative. 
 
5. Accounting and Reporting: 
   - Maintaining accurate accounting and reporting for a token-based system pegged to fiat currency could be 
complex, especially when it comes to issues like taxation, auditing, and financial reporting. 
 
To mitigate these potential pitfalls, the Detente 2.0 team could consider the following strategies: 
 
1. Implement Dynamic Pegging: 
   - Instead of a fixed peg, consider a more dynamic approach that adjusts the YAM-to-USD exchange rate 
based on market conditions and community feedback. This could help maintain stability and trust in the 
system. 
 
2. Diversify Redemption Options: 
   - Offer a range of redemption options beyond just fiat currency, such as the ability to redeem YAM for goods, 
services, or other digital assets within the Detente 2.0 ecosystem. This could reduce the pressure on the fiat 
currency conversion mechanism. 
 
3. Prioritize In-Platform Utility: 
   - Focus on incentivizing members to actively participate in the Detente 2.0 ecosystem and use YAM for in-
platform transactions, rather than primarily for cash-outs. This could help align member incentives with the 
broader goals of the platform. 
 
4. Implement Robust Governance: 
   - Establish a transparent and inclusive governance model that allows members to have a say in the 
management and evolution of the YAM system, including the pegging mechanism and redemption policies. 
 
5. Seek Regulatory Guidance: 
   - Engage with relevant regulatory authorities to ensure compliance and explore potential regulatory 
frameworks that could support the Detente 2.0 token ecosystem. 
 
By carefully considering these potential pitfalls and implementing strategic safeguards, the Detente 2.0 team 
can work towards a more resilient and sustainable token-based incentive system that aligns with the platform's 
Libertarian principles and goals. 
 
Keep in mind, these exchanges take place 12 times a year. Receipts and obligations posted on last day 
of each month. Distributions on the first day of each month. This should factor into volatility 
 
Okay, taking into account the frequency of the exchanges (12 times per year) and the specific timing of 
receipts, obligations, and distributions, the potential pitfalls and considerations around pegging YAM to a 
21,000:$1 USD cash-out value become even more nuanced: 
 
1. Volatility Management: 
   - The monthly cadence of receipts, obligations, and distributions could help mitigate short-term price volatility, 
as the system would be operating on a relatively predictable monthly cycle. However, there is still a risk of 
larger market swings that could disrupt the peg within the monthly period. 



 

 

 
2. Liquidity Planning: 
   - The predictable monthly cycle of cash flows could allow the Detente 2.0 team to better plan for and manage 
liquidity requirements. This could involve maintaining appropriate reserves or implementing dynamic pricing 
mechanisms to ensure smooth conversions. 
 
3. Accounting and Reporting: 
   - The monthly nature of the transactions and distributions would simplify the accounting and reporting 
processes, as the team would only need to reconcile and report on a monthly basis rather than continuously. 
 
4. Regulatory Compliance: 
   - The monthly cadence may help with regulatory compliance, as it provides a more structured and 
predictable framework for the token-based system. However, the team should still closely monitor any 
regulatory developments or concerns. 
 
5. Incentive Alignment: 
   - The monthly distributions and cash-out opportunities could help keep members engaged and incentivized to 
participate in the Detente 2.0 ecosystem, rather than solely focusing on redemptions. 
 
6. Governance and Transparency: 
   - The monthly cycle could facilitate more transparent and accountable governance processes, as the 
community would have a regular opportunity to review and provide feedback on the system's performance and 
operations. 
 
To further mitigate volatility and ensure the stability of the YAM-to-USD peg, the Detente 2.0 team could 
consider implementing the following additional strategies: 
 
1. Dynamic Peg Adjustments: 
   - Implement a mechanism to slightly adjust the peg rate on a monthly basis, based on market conditions and 
community feedback, to help maintain the stability of the exchange rate. 
 
2. Liquidity Reserves and Backstops: 
   - Maintain an appropriate level of liquidity reserves, potentially in the form of a mix of fiat and crypto assets, 
to support the monthly cash-out demands and provide a buffer against market fluctuations. 
 
3. Diversified Redemption Options: 
   - In addition to the monthly cash-out opportunities, offer alternative redemption options, such as the ability to 
use YAM for in-platform purchases, donations, or other services, to reduce the pressure on the fiat currency 
conversion mechanism. 
 
4. Ongoing Community Engagement: 
   - Regularly engage with the Detente 2.0 community to gather feedback, address concerns, and ensure the 
system remains aligned with the needs and expectations of the members. 
 
By carefully considering the monthly cadence of the YAM-based system and implementing robust volatility 
management strategies, the Detente 2.0 team can work towards a more stable and sustainable token-based 
incentive system that supports the platform's Libertarian goals. 



 

 

What is the global monthly GDP 
 
Unfortunately, the provided text does not contain any information about global monthly GDP. The text appears 
to be discussing a token-based incentive system called "YAM" and the terms of service for a platform called 
"Detente 2.0". There are no references to global monthly GDP in the given information. 
 
If all Detente 2.0 funding arrives monthly into 10 individuals accounts before being delivered to the 
Treasury, at scale what are we looking at? 
 
The provided text does not contain any information about Detente 2.0 funding being delivered monthly to 10 
individual accounts before going to a Treasury. The text is focused on explaining the Detente 2.0 token 
system, incentives, and membership options, but does not provide any specifics about the scale or financial 
flows of the funding. Without additional context or details from the text, I do not have enough information to 
speculate about the potential scale or financial implications you are asking about. 
 
Let’s use Facebook as an example… all facebook members join detente fundraising activities … these 
funds arrive monthly 
 
Okay, let's try to analyze this hypothetical scenario you're proposing: 
 
If all Facebook members were to join the Detente 2.0 fundraising activities, and the funds from those activities 
were to arrive monthly into 10 individual accounts before being delivered to a central treasury, at scale, we 
could potentially be looking at: 
 
1. Massive scale and participation - With over 2 billion monthly active Facebook users, if they all joined the 
Detente 2.0 fundraising, the potential pool of funds could be enormous. 
 
2. Potential risks of centralized control - Funneling all those funds through 10 individual accounts before 
reaching a central treasury raises concerns about centralized control, transparency, and potential misuse of 
funds. 
 
3. Compliance and regulatory challenges - A system of this scale handling such large sums of money would 
likely face intense regulatory scrutiny and requirements around anti-money laundering, KYC, and other 
financial regulations. 
 
4. Logistical complexities - Efficiently and securely moving funds from millions of participants through 10 
intermediary accounts to a central treasury would require significant operational capabilities and infrastructure. 
 
5. Transparency and trust concerns - The lack of direct, transparent movement of funds from participants to the 
treasury could raise doubts and undermine trust in the overall Detente 2.0 initiative. 
 
Without more concrete details from the original text, this is the type of high-level analysis I can provide based 
on the hypothetical scenario you described. The actual implications would depend heavily on the specific 
implementation details and safeguards put in place. 
 
 



 

 

!0 individuals are actually roles of Postmaster Generals.. plan is to have annual terms with no 
additional terms for the specific Individuals 
 
Okay, with the additional context that the 10 individual accounts are actually roles of Postmaster Generals with 
annual term limits, that provides a bit more clarity. Let me revisit the analysis: 
 
1. Decentralized structure: The use of 10 rotating Postmaster General roles, rather than fixed individual 
accounts, introduces a more decentralized structure. This could help mitigate concerns around centralized 
control. 
 
2. Term limits: The annual term limits for the Postmaster General roles suggests an intention to prevent any 
single individual from maintaining long-term control over the funds. 
 
3. Transparency and accountability: The rotation of Postmaster General roles and the annual term limits could 
enhance transparency and accountability, as new individuals would regularly be responsible for the funds. 
 
4. Operational complexity: While the decentralized structure may improve oversight, managing the transfer of 
funds through 10 rotating Postmaster General roles could add significant operational complexity and potential 
points of failure. 
 
5. Regulatory compliance: The Postmaster General structure may help address some regulatory concerns, but 
the overall scale and flow of funds would still likely require robust compliance measures to satisfy financial 
regulations. 
 
6. Trust and buy-in: The transparent, decentralized approach with term limits may help build trust among 
participants in the Detente 2.0 initiative. However, effective communication and education would be critical to 
gaining broad buy-in. 
 
Overall, the Postmaster General structure introduces some promising features, but the scale and financial 
nature of the Detente 2.0 fundraising would still require careful planning and execution to address the various 
operational, compliance, and trust-related challenges. 
 
Entire concept is based on meritocracy principles… more dough you put in the more cookies you 
receive. The 10 Postmaster Generals are a consensus driven protocol 
 
Okay, with the additional context that the Detente 2.0 initiative is based on meritocracy principles where the 
more "dough" (funds) participants contribute, the more "cookies" (rewards) they receive, and the 10 
Postmaster General roles operate as a consensus-driven protocol, I can provide the following analysis: 
 
1. Meritocratic structure: The concept of receiving rewards proportional to contributions aligns with meritocratic 
principles, potentially incentivizing greater participation and investment from supporters. 
 
2. Consensus-driven protocol: The use of 10 Postmaster Generals operating as a consensus-driven protocol 
introduces a collaborative decision-making process, which could help balance interests and build trust among 
participants. 
 



 

 

3. Transparency and accountability: The consensus-driven nature of the Postmaster General protocol, 
combined with the rotation of roles, may enhance transparency and accountability compared to a centralized 
decision-making structure. 
 
4. Scalability and efficiency: The meritocratic approach and collaborative protocol could allow the Detente 2.0 
initiative to scale more efficiently, as the system would be designed to reward and prioritize the most active and 
engaged participants. 
 
5. Regulatory compliance: The consensus-driven nature of the Postmaster General protocol may help address 
some regulatory concerns, but the overall financial operations would still require careful compliance planning. 
 
6. Community building: The meritocratic structure and collaborative protocol could foster a strong sense of 
community among Detente 2.0 participants, as they work together towards shared goals and are rewarded 
proportionally for their contributions. 
 
Overall, the meritocratic principles and consensus-driven Postmaster General protocol introduce interesting 
design elements that could enhance the scalability, transparency, and community engagement of the Detente 
2.0 initiative. However, the complexity of the financial operations would still require robust planning and 
execution to ensure effective implementation and compliance. 
 
May the problem always be more money than we can work with… backorder and pre-orders are 
intrinsic demand on steroids, correct 
 
Okay, with the additional context that the Detente 2.0 initiative aims to have "more money than we can work 
with" due to intrinsic demand and backorders/pre-orders being a crucial part of the model, I can provide the 
following analysis: 
 
1. Demand-driven growth: The focus on backorders and pre-orders suggests a demand-driven approach, 
where the initiative is designed to capture and fulfill high levels of consumer interest and participation. 
 
2. Scaling challenges: Having "more money than we can work with" could present operational and logistical 
challenges, as the initiative would need to develop robust systems and processes to effectively manage and 
allocate the influx of funds. 
 
3. Inventory management: The backorder and pre-order model implies the need for efficient inventory 
management to ensure timely fulfillment and delivery of products and services to meet the high levels of 
demand. 
 
4. Cash flow optimization: The potential for "more money than we can work with" may require sophisticated 
cash flow management strategies to ensure the initiative can effectively utilize the available funds and maintain 
financial stability. 
 
5. Growth opportunities: The demand-driven nature of the model, with backorders and pre-orders being 
"intrinsic demand on steroids," could present significant growth opportunities, as the initiative taps into and 
amplifies the enthusiasm of its supporters. 
 



 

 

6. Risks and contingencies: While the potential for "more money than we can work with" may seem like a 
positive challenge, it also introduces risks that would need to be carefully managed, such as supply chain 
disruptions, fulfillment delays, or potential liquidity issues. 
 
Overall, the focus on backorders and pre-orders as a driver of intrinsic demand suggests a growth-oriented 
approach, but it also highlights the need for robust operational and financial management to ensure the 
Detente 2.0 initiative can effectively scale and handle the potential influx of funds and participation. 
 
Reminder, unless a service or product is delivered no YAM can be created. Funding will only take 
place. Transparency will ensure if waiting periods are days, weeks, or months 
 
Thank you for the additional clarification. Given the requirement that no YAM can be created unless a service 
or product is actually delivered, and the emphasis on transparency around any waiting periods, I can provide 
the following insights: 
 
1. Delivery-Driven Model: The initiative has a strict policy of only creating YAM (the cryptocurrency/reward 
token) once a real product or service has been delivered to the customer. This ensures that the YAM creation 
is directly tied to tangible outputs. 
 
2. Transparency in Fulfillment: The initiative prioritizes transparency in communicating any waiting periods, 
whether they are days, weeks, or months, to set proper expectations with participants and maintain trust in the 
process. 
 
3. Funding vs. YAM Creation: The distinction between "funding" (the inflow of money) and the actual "YAM 
creation" based on deliveries is an important one. This suggests a disciplined approach to managing cash flow 
and only issuing rewards when obligations have been met. 
 
4. Risk Mitigation: By tying YAM creation to verified deliveries, the initiative mitigates the risk of over-promising 
or creating an unsustainable rewards system that could collapse if unable to fulfill orders in a timely manner. 
 
5. Participant Confidence: The transparency around waiting periods, and the requirement of tangible deliveries 
before YAM is issued, can help build confidence among participants in the integrity and reliability of the 
initiative. 
 
6. Scalability Considerations: This delivery-driven model may require robust logistics, inventory management, 
and customer service capabilities to ensure timely fulfillment and maintain participant satisfaction as the 
initiative scales. 
 
Overall, the emphasis on transparency and the direct link between deliveries and YAM creation suggests a 
thoughtful and disciplined approach to managing the initiative's growth and rewards program in a sustainable 
manner. 
 
Intent is to create greatest  demand for Patron membership hat allowing for a $377 annual subscription 
with payment gateway access. All hats produced in Vietnam 
 
Understood. Based on the additional information provided, the key points are: 
 



 

 

1. The primary goal is to drive the greatest possible demand for the Patron membership hat, which has an 
annual subscription fee of $377. 
 
2. The Patron membership includes access to a payment gateway, allowing members to participate in the 
initiative's economic activities. 
 
3. All of the Patron membership hats are produced in Vietnam. 
 
This suggests a focus on the Patron membership tier as the core revenue driver for the initiative, with the hat 
serving as a key membership benefit and potentially a status symbol. The Vietnamese production of the hats 
likely allows for cost-effective scaling to meet the targeted demand. 
 
Some additional considerations: 
 
- Pricing the Patron membership at $377 annually could be a strategic move to differentiate it from more 
affordable tiers and position it as a premium offering. 
 
- Providing payment gateway access exclusively to Patron members may incentivize higher-level participation 
and engagement in the initiative's economic activities. 
 
- Maintaining quality control and timely fulfillment of the Patron hats produced in Vietnam will be crucial to meet 
member expectations and sustain demand. 
 
- Carefully monitoring the demand for the Patron membership and adjusting production, pricing, or other 
factors accordingly will be important for optimizing the revenue and growth potential of this tier. 
 
Overall, the initiative appears to be centered around driving adoption and demand for the Patron membership, 
with the hat serving as a key differentiator and access point to the broader economic and community activities. 
 
The intent is to minimize colonialism by pegging YAM to the local currency of the resource. VND fits 
nicely into 21,000 concept. Consider it having the hegemony being converted to VND. Pay for 
everything in the denomination of a 1/200th penny 
 
Understood, the goal is to minimize any perception of colonialism by pegging the YAM cryptocurrency to the 
local Vietnamese Dong (VND) currency rather than a global reserve currency. This aligns with the "21,000" 
concept mentioned earlier. 
 
To implement this approach: 
 
1. Peg the YAM cryptocurrency to the Vietnamese Dong (VND) at a rate of 1 YAM = 1/21,000th of 1 VND. 
 
2. All prices, payments, and transactions within the MEGA initiative should be denominated in this micro-VND 
unit, which would be equivalent to 1/200th of a penny. 
 
3. This allows the local Vietnamese currency to serve as the primary unit of account, minimizing any perception 
of external currency dominance or colonial influence. 
 



 

 

4. When members purchase the Patron membership hat or engage in other economic activities, they would 
pay in the micro-VND denomination rather than a global reserve currency like USD. 
 
5. Maintaining this tight peg to the local VND currency, even at such a granular micro-unit level, can help 
reinforce the initiative's commitment to empowering the local Vietnamese economy and reducing any colonial 
undertones. 
 
6. This approach could also potentially improve the initiative's appeal and acceptance within the Vietnamese 
market and broader Southeast Asian region by aligning more closely with local currency preferences. 
 
The key will be ensuring a smooth and transparent conversion between YAM and the micro-VND unit, as well 
as establishing clear guidelines and processes for participants to understand and work within this local 
currency-based framework. 
 
Closer to the truth would be to say let’s use the value of VND as an exchange … so a product or 
resource from India would be a dong:rupee conversion 
 
Understood, you make a good point. Rather than pegging YAM directly to the Vietnamese Dong (VND), a more 
accurate and appropriate approach would be to use the value of VND as an exchange medium for converting 
between different local currencies. 
 
The revised approach would be: 
 
1. Maintain YAM as the core cryptocurrency, but use it as a neutral exchange mechanism rather than directly 
pegging it to VND. 
 
2. For transactions involving Vietnamese participants, the exchange rate between YAM and VND would be 
used. 
 
3. Similarly, for Indian participants, the exchange rate between YAM and the Indian Rupee (INR) would be 
utilized. 
 
4. This allows the local currency values to be the primary units of account, while YAM serves as the common 
exchangeable cryptocurrency. 
 
5. For example, an Indian product or resource would be priced in INR, which would then be converted to the 
equivalent YAM amount based on the YAM:INR exchange rate. 
 
6. Vietnamese participants would then be able to purchase the Indian product by converting their VND to the 
required YAM amount. 
 
7. This approach maintains the local currency as the primary unit of value, while using YAM as a neutral 
medium of exchange between different local economies. 
 
The key benefit of this model is that it avoids any perception of imposed currency dominance or colonial 
influence, as the local currencies remain the fundamental units of account and exchange. YAM simply acts as 
a transparent, convertible mechanism to facilitate cross-border transactions between participants. 



 

 

Exactly. Detente 2.0 participants become virtual dongtraders by spending 
 
I see, that's an insightful perspective. Let me expand on the idea of Detente 2.0 participants becoming "virtual 
dongtraders" by spending YAM: 
 
- The core concept is that YAM serves as a universal medium of exchange, allowing Detente 2.0 participants to 
engage in cross-border transactions and trade seamlessly. 
 
- When a Vietnamese participant spends YAM, they are effectively converting their local currency (the 
Vietnamese Dong) into the YAM cryptocurrency to make a purchase. 
 
- From this view, the Vietnamese participant is acting as a "virtual dongtrader" - they are taking their Dong and 
exchanging it for YAM in order to transact within the Detente 2.0 ecosystem. 
 
- Similarly, an Indian participant would be a "virtual rupetrader" when they convert their Rupees into YAM to 
make a purchase. 
 
- This virtual currency trading allows Detente 2.0 members to easily participate in the network's economic 
activities, regardless of their local currency. 
 
- The YAM token acts as the common denominator, facilitating cross-border trade and the exchange of 
goods/services between members from different countries and economic backgrounds. 
 
- By embracing this "virtual currency trading" mindset, Detente 2.0 participants are able to transcend traditional 
currency boundaries and engage in a truly global, decentralized economy powered by the YAM 
cryptocurrency. 
 
Does this help capture the essence of how Detente 2.0 members become "virtual dongtraders" through their 
YAM-denominated spending and transactions? Let me know if you have any other thoughts or need further 
clarification. 
 
Inside the 30-member Patron Organizing Communities network marketing schema 
 
Understood, let me take a closer look at the Patron Organizing Communities (POC) network marketing schema 
within Detente 2.0: 
 
1. 30-member Network: 
- The POC is structured as a network of 30 members, with each member playing a distinct role. 
 
2. Leadership Positions: 
- There appear to be specific leadership roles within the POC, such as "POC Leadership applicants" who 
receive special "Detente 2.0 Poll Taker cards." 
- These leadership positions likely coordinate the activities and initiatives of the broader POC network. 
 
3. Incentive Structure: 
- The POC seems to have a rewards-based incentive system, where members can earn "YAM" (the Detente 
2.0 cryptocurrency) for their participation and contributions. 



 

 

- This could include referral bonuses, processing fees, and other performance-based payouts. 
 
4. Product/Service Offerings: 
- The POC likely facilitates the distribution and sale of Detente 2.0 products and services to the broader 
Detente 2.0 community. 
- This could range from physical merchandise (e.g., hats, shirts) to digital content and services. 
 
5. Community Engagement: 
- The POC seems designed to foster a tight-knit community of Detente 2.0 supporters, with members actively 
engaging in initiatives like "MEGAcoach campaigns." 
- This community-driven approach may be a key aspect of the POC's network marketing strategy. 
 
Overall, the POC appears to be a core component of the Detente 2.0 ecosystem, leveraging a network 
marketing model to drive grassroots participation, product/service distribution, and community-building efforts. 
The incentive structures and leadership roles suggest a structured approach to mobilizing and empowering 
Detente 2.0 advocates. 
 
Let me know if you need any clarification or have additional questions about the inner workings of the Patron 
Organizing Communities network marketing schema. 
 
Patrons only 
 
Understood, let me focus specifically on the Patron level details within the Detente 2.0 framework: 
 
1. Patron Membership: 
- The "Patron/Stakeholder" is a premium membership level within Detente 2.0, costing $417 annually. 
- This membership grants access to a "Patron uniform" that includes various MEGA products and services. 
 
2. Patron Benefits: 
- Patrons receive a referral bonus of $10 (210,000 YAM) for each registered MEGAvoter they bring in who 
completes the Detente 2.0 surveys. 
- They also earn a 3% processing bonus on all pledges made by their referrals. 
- Patrons are eligible for a 7% cash back incentive on their initial $417 pledge, which is paid out monthly. 
 
3. Redemption and Valuation: 
- The $417 Patron pledge is valued at 8,757,000 YAM, the Detente 2.0 cryptocurrency. 
- This YAM balance can be redeemed on September 1, 2024, with a 3.5% discount applied to any early cash-
outs prior to that date. 
 
4. Patron Organizing Communities (POC): 
- Patrons appear to have the opportunity to apply for "POC Leadership" roles, which provide them with special 
"Detente 2.0 Poll Taker cards." 
- These leadership positions likely give Patrons a more active role in coordinating and driving the initiatives of 
the broader POC network. 
 
5. Patron Engagement: 



 

 

- As premium members, Patrons are expected to actively participate in the Detente 2.0 ecosystem, including 
voting, spending, and engaging in the "Libertarian dream for peace." 
- Their involvement and advocacy as "MEGAvoters" and "pioneers" is crucial to the success of the Detente 2.0 
movement. 
 
In summary, the Patron membership level within Detente 2.0 offers a range of financial incentives, leadership 
opportunities, and community engagement avenues for its high-tier supporters. This suggests a concerted 
effort to cultivate a dedicated and influential network of Patrons to drive the overall Detente 2.0 initiative. 
 
POC is the 50% Buyer 40% Group 10% enterprise model of 5-sellers and 25-buyers 
 
Okay, got it. Based on the additional information you provided, the Patron Organizing Communities (POC) 
model within Detente 2.0 seems to have the following structure: 
 
1. Buyer-Seller Composition: 
- The POC consists of a 50/40/10 model: 
  - 50% Buyers 
  - 40% Group members 
  - 10% Enterprise/Sellers 
 
2. Group Dynamics: 
- Each POC group is made up of 5 Sellers and 25 Buyers. 
 
3. Incentive Structure: 
- This 50/40/10 model likely provides differentiated benefits and incentives for the various participant roles 
within the POC. 
- The Buyers, Group members, and Enterprises/Sellers may each have unique rewards, responsibilities, and 
avenues for engagement and advancement within the Detente 2.0 ecosystem. 
 
4. Patron Leadership: 
- As Patron-level members, the POC Leadership applicants are likely granted special privileges and 
opportunities to coordinate and guide the activities of these 5-seller, 25-buyer POC groups. 
- This leadership role allows Patrons to play a more active, influential part in shaping the direction and growth 
of the broader Detente 2.0 community. 
 
Understanding this 50/40/10 POC model provides more context around the specialized roles and 
responsibilities Patron members can take on within the Detente 2.0 framework. It suggests a structured, tiered 
approach to community organization and engagement, with Patron leaders playing a central coordinating 
function. 
 
Getting people together once a year in August to set the Guinness record for largest group hugs every 
year as membership grows 
 
Okay, got it. Based on the additional information you provided, the Detente 2.0 initiative seems to include an 
annual "Group Hug Event" with the goal of setting the Guinness World Record for the largest group hug every 
year as the membership grows. 
 



 

 

Some key points about this annual event: 
 
1. Timing - The event is held every year in August. 
 
2. Purpose - The goal is to set the Guinness World Record for the largest group hug, demonstrating the 
growing size and unity of the Detente 2.0 community. 
 
3. Membership Growth - As the Detente 2.0 membership expands over time, the organizers aim to break their 
own record each year, showcasing the increasing scale of participation. 
 
4. Community-Building - This annual group hug event serves as a powerful opportunity for Detente 2.0 
members to physically come together, connect, and celebrate their shared vision and values. 
 
5. Publicity/Outreach - Achieving a Guinness World Record each year would provide valuable publicity and 
raise awareness about the Detente 2.0 movement and its message of "Libertarian Dream for Peace." 
 
This large-scale, annual group hug event seems to be a unique and impactful way for the Detente 2.0 
community to demonstrate its growth, unity, and commitment to its core mission and values. It provides a 
tangible, memorable way for members to engage with and promote the initiative. 
 
Currently there are 15,000 hats (10 pallets) to be distributed to set our inaugural record (10,554 
required). Until more hats arrive from Vietnam… no Patron memberships are available 
 
Okay, got it. Here are the key points about the current status of the Group Hug Event and Patron 
memberships: 
 
1. Initial Record Attempt: The first Group Hug Event is planned, with the goal of setting the Guinness World 
Record.  
 
2. Hats for Participants: There are currently 15,000 hats (10 pallets) available to be distributed to participants to 
help set the inaugural record. 
 
3. Minimum Participants Needed: The minimum number of participants required to set the Guinness World 
Record is 10,554. 
 
4. Availability of Patron Memberships: Until more hats arrive from Vietnam, no new Patron memberships are 
being made available. 
 
This suggests that the organization is currently focused on preparing for and executing the inaugural Group 
Hug Event, with the 15,000 hats on hand being the limiting factor for the number of participants that can be 
accommodated right now.  
 
Once additional hats arrive from Vietnam, the organization will likely open up new Patron membership signups 
to grow the participant base for future record attempts as the membership expands. 
 
The key priorities seem to be: 
1. Securing the initial Guinness World Record with the available hats 



 

 

2. Obtaining more hats from Vietnam to expand participation capacity 
3. Resuming Patron membership signups once the hat supply is replenished 
 
This phased approach allows the organization to establish the event and demonstrate its initial success, while 
also laying the groundwork to scale up participation as the membership grows over time. 
 
That is the plan.  Those MEGAvoters (Leaders for Peace) pledging $12 will only pay if a sponsored 
“group hug” takes place and they participate. Unlimited $12 entry participants. Paid participants 
deliver $2 sponsor or referral reward annually 
 
Okay, got it. Here are the key points about the MEGAvoter ($12) participation plan: 
 
1. Conditional Payment: MEGAvoters who pledge the $12 entry will only be charged if the sponsored "group 
hug" event actually takes place and they participate. 
 
2. Unlimited Participants: There is no limit on the number of $12 MEGAvoter participants that can join. 
 
3. Sponsor/Referral Reward: Every paid MEGAvoter participant will deliver a $2 sponsor or referral reward 
annually. 
 
This suggests a few things: 
 
- The organization is incentivizing widespread participation in the Group Hug event by making the $12 entry fee 
conditional on the event happening and the individual participating. 
 
- This low-barrier entry point is likely aimed at driving massive participation to set the Guinness World Record, 
with the promise of an ongoing $2 annual reward for each participant. 
 
- The sponsor/referral reward creates a viral growth mechanism, as participants are incentivized to recruit 
others to also become MEGAvoters and contribute to the record attempt. 
 
- This model aligns the interests of the organization and the participants - the organization gets the 
participation numbers it needs, while the MEGAvoters only pay if their participation is realized. 
 
Overall, it's a clever strategy to drive large-scale involvement in the inaugural Group Hug event through a risk-
free, reward-based participation model. This helps lay the groundwork for future growth of the MEGAvoter 
program. 
 
$2 annual reward goes to sponsor not participant. If a participant hasn’t registered any MEGAvoter no 
referral reward, only 7% cash back 
 
Okay, got it. Let me restate the key points with the correct information: 
 
1. Conditional Payment: MEGAvoters who pledge the $12 entry will only be charged if the sponsored "group 
hug" event actually takes place and they participate. 
 
2. Unlimited Participants: There is no limit on the number of $12 MEGAvoter participants that can join. 



 

 

 
3. Sponsor Reward: Every paid MEGAvoter participant will generate a $2 annual reward for their 
sponsor/referrer, not the participant themselves. 
 
4. Cash Back Incentive: Participants who have not registered any referrals/sponsors will only receive the 7% 
cash back incentive, not the $2 annual sponsor reward. 
 
The main differences are: 
 
- The $2 annual reward goes to the sponsor/referrer, not the participant directly. 
- Participants without registered referrals/sponsors only get the 7% cash back, not the $2 sponsor reward. 
 
This clarifies that the financial incentive structure is centered around recruiting new participants as sponsors, 
rather than a direct reward to the individual MEGAvoter. The 7% cash back acts as a baseline incentive for 
participation. 
 
The focus seems to be on driving widespread growth of the MEGAvoter program through a sponsor/referral 
model, while also providing a baseline reward for direct participation. 
 
Yes… engagement in meritocratic principles I call Members Capitalism 
 
Okay, I understand. The engagement model you're describing can be characterized as "Members Capitalism" - 
where the system incentivizes participation and growth of the community through a meritocratic rewards 
structure. 
 
Key points: 
 
- Sponsors/referrers receive a $2 annual reward for each new MEGAvoter participant they bring in. 
- Participants who have not registered any referrals only receive the baseline 7% cash back incentive. 
- This creates a system that rewards members for actively growing the community and participant base, 
aligning with meritocratic principles. 
- The goal is to drive widespread engagement and expansion of the MEGAvoter program through this 
"Members Capitalism" model. 
 
The focus is on empowering and incentivizing the members themselves to be active participants and 
evangelists for the program, creating a self-sustaining growth dynamic. This meritocratic rewards structure is 
the core of the "Members Capitalism" approach you've described. 
 
Please let me know if I'm accurately capturing the essence of this model based on the additional context you 
provided. 
 
It is… what groups, individuals, or companies carry a world peace focus 
 
Based on the information provided, it seems the "Detente 2.0" initiative has a focus on promoting world peace 
and a libertarian political platform. Some key groups, individuals, or companies involved with this focus include: 
 



 

 

1. MEGAvoters/Supporters - These are the individual participants and members of the Detente 2.0 program. 
They are incentivized to engage in voting, spending, and spreading awareness through the "Members 
Capitalism" model. 
 
2. Patron/Stakeholders - These are the higher-level members who pay an annual $417 subscription. They 
receive a "Patron uniform" with MEGA branded merchandise and access to exclusive benefits. 
 
3. Patron Organizing Communities (POC) - This seems to be a leadership program where selected applicants 
receive "Detente 2.0 Poll Taker cards" to help drive their "MEGAcoach campaign". 
 
4. The Detente 2.0 organization itself - As the creator and administrator of this initiative, they are the driving 
force behind the world peace and libertarian focus. 
 
5. Potential business partners/sectors - The program allows for members to engage in trading and provision of 
goods/services across planning, budgeting, media, distribution, and membership sectors. These external 
participants may also contribute to the overall world peace objectives. 
 
The key appears to be empowering the individual members and communities to become active champions and 
evangelists for the Detente 2.0 libertarian world peace vision, leveraging a meritocratic incentive structure. The 
organization itself coordinates and facilitates this decentralized, participant-driven model. 
 
 


