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Thomas Piketty, Paul Krugman, Dani Rodrik 



 

3 | P a g e 
 

 

Part  1  

Ģ-ŝ£šÊ  

Fina n cial Engineering  

 

 

 

  



 

4 | P a g e 
 

Index  

Unlike book 3, 64 Reasons Why which was written like Hitchcockõs North by North West, we 
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Dear Reader, 

First, thank you for your time, you are reading the second book of four in the S-World 

Supereconomics series; ġ-Ř£ŜË Financial Engineering. In which we present THE HOW. How 

the money is created, from two simple equation s; 

  

ġ-Ř£Ŝ: Savings + Revenue x recycle Efficiency x Ŝpin 

And 

ƀÔ£L: The Suburb Sale income must be equal to or greater than É leakage. 

 

With these two simple economic tools, in what is known as History 3 (UCS Simulation 3) we 

create a future metropolis fun ded to the hilt in be autiful net -zero adorned by the many special 

projects we present in Book 3. Sixty-Four Reasons Why. 

I first heard of complex systems being made from simple laws from Stephen Hawking and 

Leonard Mlodinow in their book The Grand Design, and more recently in Complexity by M. 

Mitchel Waldrop ; 

 

òWhenever you look at very complicated systems in physics or 

biology, you generally find that the basic components and the 

basic laws are quite simple. The complexity arises because you 

have a great many of these simple components interacting 

simultaneously. 

The complexity is actually in the organization ð the myriad 

possible ways that the components of the system can interact.ó  

 

By Stephen Wolfram, Source: Complexity by M. Mitchel Waldrop  

 

This book then is about two simple laws ġ-Ř£Ŝ and ƀÔÉL which construct a framework for 

these monopoli stic equations to work/be allowed/permitte d in the real world.  

 

Supereconomics  then , is the art of using ġ-Ř£Ŝ and ƀÔ£L in real -wor ld situations , be that 

in Malawi, California, South Africa, the UK, Greece, India orê  

 

The most powerful art s so far are; The Suburb Sale , Tax Symmetr y and Net -Zero DCA Soft.   
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Ģ-ŝ£šÊ Super economics  

(The Monopoly Equation) In One Page. 
 

ġ-Ř£ŜË = ġavings + Řevenue x recycle-£fficiency x Ŝpin 

¶ Starting with $1 billion  US dollars in cash flow, a network of businesses spends the $1 

billion  within  six months, with 90% of recipients being other business in the same 

network. 

¶ Now, halfway through the year, the network has $900 million left in new cash flow 

(created by the spin) which it spends again, also with 90% of recipients being other 

business in the same network, after which the network companies retain $810 million. 

And by the end of the year, has spent $900 + $810 million which equal $1,710. We call 

this re-spending (increasing) the cash flow Ŝpin, and we are at Ŝpin 2. 

¶ Ŝpin again, to Ŝpin 3. means we need to spend all the money three times a year, so 

$900 million, plus $810 million plus $729 billion equals $2,439 in cash flow, and Ŝpin 4 

adds $656.1 million equals $3.090 billion in cash flow.  

¶ Moving forward a decade or more, with careful planning it  is possible to increase the 

network to network spending to 99% and starting again with $1 billio n we can generate 

$62.76 billion in cash flow in one year, relative to $1 billion in cash flow from any non-ġ-

Ř£ŜË business, or network of businesses.  

To facilitate we need 4 actions;  

1. Companies must make goods and provide services on time. (WBTP) Well Before Time 

Production.  Facilitated by the Ten Technologies. 

2. If É = 90% Labour must spend at least 90% of income with one network company or 

member of personnel or  another 

3. Businesses activities are assisted by the TBSË (Total Business Systems) controlling the 

pricing, supply and demand of all goods and services. 

4. Tax Symmetry; in place of standard tax, at the beginning  of each year, the government 

choose which industries and so what products and services will be created. For example; 

social housing, infrastructure, solar arrays, administrators, hospitals, doctors and nurses, 

schoolsõ teachers and universities, et al. Government is paid in network output.  

The most sophisticated scenario we have so far is called S-World UCSË History 3, in which the 

worldõs poorest country Malawi goes from Zero to One percent of GDP between 2024 and 

2080. generating about $23.32 trillion in cash flow which generates about $11.66 trillion in 

GDP.  

Consider this system used by 100 countries and we get the figure of 1,166 trillion  US dollars.  
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The ability to understand something before itõs observed is at the 

heart of scientific thinking. The world is not like a platoon advancing at the 

ÐÁÃÅ ÏÆ Á ÓÉÎÇÌÅ ÃÏÍÍÁÎÄÅÒȟ ÉÔȭÓ Á network of events affecting each other. This is how 

time is depicted in Einstein's General Relativity. His equations do not have a single 

time, they have innumerable times.  

The Order of Time ; By Carlo Rovelli,  
 

As we go forward in this series to Supereconomics book 4, ô10x Our Futureõ is about the future 

and the software S-World UCS, which as we shall hear includes the creation of 87 Quintillion 

Simulations (Histories) between 2024 to 2080, each a simulation of the future with 1 billion 

possible variables. Right now, we are at the very begging, and S-World UCS Histories 1, 2 and 

3.  

 

T HE Ģ-ŝ£š² Framework  

 

Ģ-ŝ£šÊ   

Šavings + Ŕevenue x recycle Efficiency x Śpin 
 

It's not just about the equation, it is equally about the undelaying 

assumptions, the environment, the platform, and the framework that 

allows Ģ-ŝÉšÊ to thrive. To become exponential and propel its first host 

(Malawi) from Zero to One percent of global GDP by 2080, capturing 

about $11,660,645,717,958 in USD, discounted to today's value. 

 

The model we use to estimate Malawiõs new income is called S-World 

UCS² History 3, in which over 90% of the operations are financed by 

selling city suburbs containing thousands of small businesses all with 

predetermined ťender-oriented cash flow and profit, in deals that would 

have been concluded well before the official start of construction and 

trading in 2024. 

      

The Suburb Sale aside, because History 3 does not include trade, it is a 

non-zero-sum game, because of this, another 100 poor countries can 

follow the same path, so multiplying the Malawi cash flow by 100 for one 
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thousand, one hundred and sixty-six trillion US dollars, there or 

thereabouts discounted to today's value.  

 

Note that History 3 is a cautious simulation, History 2 got Malawi from 

zero to one percent of GDP by 2051, and on its way fought three 

recessions and depressions over fifteen years, and just by adjusting É and ¡ 

increased cash flow and GDP every year. 

 

For why this is a particularly good future for humanity please read 

Supereconomics Book 3. Sixty-Four Reasons Why and see the Net-Zero 

state of all future Grand ¡pin Networks (cities), the many special projects, 

(special projects are projects in ecology, philanthropy, science and the 

social projects) and the end of economic immigration, which Paul Romer 

suggests will, In the future, be between 250 million and a billion people. 

Plus, a greater chance of avoiding another pandemic, and critically in most 

countries, simply by become richer, will stop the doubling of Africaõs 

countries populations predicted by The Bill and Melinda Gates 

Foundations and others, simply because in most rich countryõs populations 

have stabilized, or at least are more stable. Add to this a happy world in 

which we create fewer enemies, add painting the rest of the world in 

beautiful Net-Zero, more and more special projects, and it is a future I 

would be proud for my children and childrenõs children to inherit.  

 

What's the catch? Well, thatõs easy enough to answer, the catch is Ģ-ŝÉšÊ 

and ƀÔ£L describe a monopoly in ever greater equilibrium, and monopoly 

has got a bad name, mostly due to the Nazis. But this was a different time, 

without powerful media and social networks. So, itõs time to rethink this 

anti-monopoly (antitrust) idea because now it is tied to stupendously 

significant improvements for humanity and the planet. 

Powered by the monopoly rents created by the ġ-Ř£ŜË equation; the S-World 

monopoly can deliver a 30x future, and in particular, for the poorest 100 nations, and 

because of this quality, this monopoly will not have to hide, itõs a digital monopoly, 

itõs the best hope for a future we can be proud of . And those who oppose 

monopoly must back down, and if that means rewriting economics, then so be 

it,  let us call it Supereconomics.  
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The important Supereconomics truth is that the monopoly equation ġ-Ř£ŜË, and the 

other 10 technologies, can 30x our future, constructing a prosperous future for  

the third world, and then remaking the first world in beautiful Net -Zero . 

 

ɈAn important skill for the applied mathematician is to be 

able to explain the underlying logic behind models we use. ɉ  

The Ten Equations: By David Sumpter 

 

This book then, is about that skill, explaining the underlying logic, behind 

Ģ-ŝÉš. This equation alongside the other ôM-Systemsõ from 2017 is now 

being created as The Ten Technologies; the subject of Book 1. THE 

WHAT: The Ten Technologies. 

 

As of today (8th November 2020) Book, 2 is comprehensive but still needs 

considerable finessing. Book 3 is available in three editions, and Book 1 is 

to be written with a focus on the ten technologies. 

 

There is a fourth book ð THE FUTURE or 10x Our Future that is under 

construction but coming along well. This book focuses on Technology 6 

S-World UCS, the technology that by 2080 we wish to bring us   

87,714,630,433,327,500,000 different simulations of the future time 

2080.  

 

Changing the future, or at least shaping the future has been the objective 

of S-World since 2011 and a quote from American writer Isaac Asimov; 

 

òYou may not predict what an individual may do, but you can put 

in motion things that will move the masses in a direction that is 

desired, thus shaping if not predicting the future.ó 
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By Isaac Asimov 
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PART 1  

Ģ-ŝ£šÊ Financial Engineering  

The Secret of a Booming Economy 

Let us call it Supereconomics  

(Needs  new from Chapter 1)  

1. Let us call it; ôSupereconomicsõ. 

1. ġ-Ř£ŜË Financial Engineering; ôLet us call it Supereconomics.õ 

2. ġ-Ř£ŜË Financial Engineering on One Page. 

ġavings + Řevenue x recycle-Éfficiency x Ŝpin. 

3. The ġ-Ř£ŜË Calculator - The Secret of a Booming Monopoly  

Taking Malawi from Zero to One percent of GDP from 2024 to 2080 generating $23.32 

trillion US dollars in discounted cash flow which equals +/- $11.66 trillion US dollars in 

GDP. Of which as much as seventy-five percent of which will exclusively fund Net-Zero 

special projects in ecology, education, philanthropy and science. 

4. Discounting ġ-Ř£ŜË Cashflow from 2024 to 2080 in Today's Money 

5. The ġ-Ř£ŜË 100 Club - 100 Countries, States, Provinces and Counties 

Because in Malawi History 3 (simulation 3) there is no trade, itõs a non-zero-sum game 

that can be applied to 100 other poor countries, states or provinces.  

6. One thousand, one hundred and sixty -six trillion US dollars . 

When we apply the ġ-Ř£ŜË Grand Ŝpin Network system to the 100 Club between 2024 

and 2080 we reach the GDP figure of $1,166 trillion US dollars (discounted to today 's 

value). 

This before we have even considered the richer countries, that until the Corona Virus 

seemed out of reach, but now, thinking of the UK as I know it best, the UK is in need, 

maybe even desperate need, of such a system, certainly the UK needs at least another 

trillion pounds to pay for unexpected 2020 spending, but why stop there? Itõs a thought 

experiment, but  most of what works for Malawi would work in the UK.  
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PART 1  

Ģ-ŝ£šÊ  

ġavings + Řevenue x recycle-Éfficiency x Ŝpin 

Financial Engineering  

Let us call it Supereconomics 

 

1. ġ-Ř£ŜË Financial Engineering ôLet us call it Supereconomicsõ 

2. ġ-Ř£ŜË Financial Engineering on One Page 

3. S-World UCSË History 3 ð The ġ-Ř£ŜË Calculator - The Secret of a Booming  

Monopoly . Taking Malawi from Zero to One percent of GDP from 2024 to 2080 

4. Discounting ġ-Ř£ŜË 2024 to 2080 to Today's Value 

Generating $23.32 trillion US dollars in discounted cash flow which equals +/- 

$11.66 trillion US dollars in GDP 

5. The 100 Club ð Because the Malawi model does not include trade, there is no zero-

sum-game, and it can be adapted and copied to 100 other Countries, States, 

Provinces and Counties. 

6. When we apply the Malawi figures to 100 countries, we get a Global GDP figure 

between 2024 and 2080 of $1,166 trillion US dollars. 
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Chapter 1.1  

Ģ-ŝ£šÊ Financial Engineering  

Let us call it ôSupereconomicsõ 
 

In this chapter, we tell the ġ-Ř£ŜË Financial Engineering story, which ends up with a network of 

100 Grand Ŝpin Networks spending 1,166 trillion  US dollars between 2024 and 2080. Which is 

very powerful economics and most wanted because most of this growth occurs in poor 

countries like Malawi on which this protot ype is created. And as a part of this process, the  

Grand Ŝpin Networks (Cities, Industry, Business, Prosperity) are created in more than Net-Zero, 

and in the case of Malawi, its dynamic comparative advantage is in creating Net-Zero industry 

and goods, to assist Africa in its Net-Zero ambitions, which right now are very limited due to 

very limited finance. We call it ôThe Elephant in The Roomõ ð will the poorest 100 countries burn 

more and more carbon as they catch up with the West? The market says yes unless something 

can be done. So, Malawi seeks to make renewable options (mostly solar and wind) that the 

market sees as less expensive than fossil fuels.  

 

 

In addition to the Net -Zero (or less than zero) ambitions, this plan is super because of the 64 

Reasons Why, Supereconomics Book III. Here we see the monopoly rents accrued are 

ingeniously spent in such a way that about 75% of all that money affords one or other Special 

Projects. There were 64 Special projects in ecology, philanthropy, education, science and many 

other great ideas hence the name 64 Reasons Why, as each special project was a reason why 

this is a good thing. 

Lastly, for the centre-right and in fact, every poor person who dreams of escaping to the West 

or other rich countries S-World Grand Ŝpin Networks have all that one should want, and 

throughout the mid -century will create jobs, housing, education et al. for billions of people, 
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maybe tens of billions of people and will put a stop to economic immigration, indeed they may 

even reverse it as Westerners wish to work and live in the new economy.  

Collectively this is why we call it Supereconomics.  
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Chapter 1.2  

Ģ-ŝ£šÊ Super economics  

In One Page. (The Monopoly Equation) 
 

¶ Starting with $1 billion, a network of businesses spends the $1 billion, with 90% of 

recipients being other business in the same network. 

¶ Now, halfway through the year, the network has $900 million in new cash flow (created 

by the spin) which it spends again, also with 90% of recipients being other business in 

the same network, after which the network companies retain $810 million. And by the 

end of the year, has spent $900 + $810 million which equal $1,710. We call this re-

spending of the cash flow Ŝpin, and we are at Ŝpin 2. 

¶ Spin again, to Ŝpin 3. means we need to spend all the money three times a year, so 

$900 million, plus $810 million plus $729 billion equals $2,439 in cash flow, and Ŝpin 4 

adds $656.1 million equals $3.090 billion in cash flow.  

¶ Moving forward a decade or more, with careful planning it  is theoretically possible to 

increase the network to network spending to 99% and starting again with $1 billion we 

can generate $62.76 billion in cash flow in one year. 

To facilitate we need 4 actions;  

5. Companies must mostly make goods and provide services on time. Assisted by the ten 

technologies. 

6. Labour must be mostly paid in Network Credits so most of labours spending is with one 

network vendor or another.  

7. Businesses must mostly buy from other business in the network , this is marshalled by 

the TBSË (Total Business Systems) mostly controlling the pricing, supply and demand of 

all business transactions. 

8. The government must be paid in output, in place of standard tax we propose Tax 

Symmetry, so at the beginning, the government choose which industries and so what 

products and services will be created. For example; social housing, infrastructure, solar 

arrays, administrators, hospitals, doctors and nurses, schoolsõ teachers and universities, 

et al.   

The most sophisticated scenario we have so far is called S-World UCSË History 3, which from 

2024 to 2080 moves the worldõs poorest country Malawi from Zero to One percent of GDP 

generating about $23.32 trillion in cash flow which generates about $11.66 trillion in GDP.  

Consider this system used in 100 countries and we get to the figure of 1,166 trillion  US dollars. 
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Chapter 1.3  

The Ģ-ŝ£šÊ Calculator  (2024)  

Download Spreadsheet from this link: www.supereconomics.ai/8.28.xlsx  

 

Below we see an income statement  that adds up; Investment, ġavings, The Suburb Sale, Aid, 

Foundations, Real Estate Sold, and Exports. This then gives us the figure  (In Red) that goes at 

the begging of the ġ-Ř£ŜË Calculator  (From the ġ-Ř£ŜË Bathtub Graphics tab on the 

spreadsheet) 

2024 Řevenue + ġavings  0.003% 

  Malawi % of Global GDP 

Investment $              4,000,000,000  

ġavings Zero  

The Suburb Sale $              1,050,000,000  

Aid &  Foundations $              1,000,000,000  

Real Estate Sold (Ř2) * $                262,500,000  

Exports (Ř1) Trade $                    5,250,000 (This is a Token Figure) 

 $              6,317,750,000 Řevenue + ġavings 

 

The ġ-Ř£ŜË Calculator 2024 (From ġ-Ř£ŜË Bathtub Graphics tab on the spreadsheet) 

 Below (in Red) we see Řevenue + ġavings. In this the first year this all Řevenue, we start to add 

ġavings from year 2. 

 

Řevenue + ġavings  É Cash Flow Ŝpin Days Spend By 

 $      6,317,750,000  90.00%  $     5,685,975,000  1 366 01 January 2025 

       

 Year's Cash Flow  YCF:  $     5,685,975,000     

 CFV: 50%   In Discounted GDP  

 Year's GDP     $     2,842,987,500  100%  $          2,842,987,500   

 GS: 75.00%    

 Gov Spending     $     4,264,481,250    Companies:  2,048 

 LR: 25%  Cash Flow:  $      5,685,975,000  

 Labour Receives     $     1,421,493,750   CF per Company:  $            2,776,355  

     Personnel (32/co.):                     65,536  

 Social Housing Villas Built:  1,185  Paid2Learn (Trainees) :  $                    262,144  

  90% Increase to Money Supply  

       

 LCŘ  -  ġavings      $     5,685,975,000  Becomes Next Years:  Cash Flow (2025) 

http://www.supereconomics.ai/8.28.xlsx


 

18 | P a g e 
 

 LCŘ  - The Law of Conservation of Revenue        

Above in yellow text, we see Year's Cash Flow. This counts how much cash flow is spent 

business to business  (b2b)  within the network in 2024.  

Network company to Network company Cash Flow:  $5.69 billion 

Companies:  2,048 | Cash Flow per company:  $2.77 million 

Personnel:  65,536 | Paid2Learn (Trainees) 262,144 Social Housing Villas Built:  1,185 

 

1.3) Key principle 1)   

É: recycle Éfficiency  Sees 90% of 2024 cash flow spent with other companies or 

personnel in the same Network. Of the $6.31 billion; 10% (being $632 million) is lost as É 

recycle leakage, and 90% remains in the network bank, spread among 2,048 different 

companies. 

 

Key principle 2 )  

The Sienna Equilibrium  (The Theory of Every Business) (Super Pareto Efficiency)  

The Sienna Equilibrium plots the savings and revenue spending of all companies and their 

personnel so that at the end of a spin the money has changed hands in such a way so that it is 

evenly spread throughout the 2048 companies and their personnel. This can then be repeated 

to occur more than once when we introduce Ŝpin in 2025.  
 

Key principle 3 )  

Ģavings - Where we see the balance of cash flow ($5.69 billion) transferred into ġavings 

and then Řevenue in the following year  (2025). 

We see this below as ġavings + Řevenue = $6.32 billion, but then all the money goes down the 

drain, losing $632 million to leakage, but 90%, (being $5.68 billion) is saved and recycled. This 

is Ŝpin 1, and so long as there is more income from the Suburb Sale than is lost to É leakage, 

then the system is in profit. This profit at the end of 2024 becomes ġavings which turns into 

cash flow in 2025 for all the companies.   
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Ģ-ŝ£šÊ Malawi GŜN - History 3 ( 2025 )   

 

Network company to Network company Cash Flow: $14.89 billion 

Companies:  4,096| Cash Flow per company:  $3.64 million  

Personnel:  131,072 | Paid2Learn (Trainees) 458,752 Social Housing Villas Built:  6,238 

 

Řevenue + ġavings 2025  0.0076% 

   Malawi % of Global GDP 

Investment  Zero    

ġavings   $                 5,685,975,000    

The Suburb Sale  $                1,102,500,000    

Aid &  Foundations  $                1,500,000,000    

Real Estate Sold (Ř2) *  $                   275,625,000    

Exports (Ř1) Trade  $                      5,512,500  (This is a Token Figure) 

   $                8,569,612,500  Řevenue + ġavings 
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The ġ-Ř£ŜË Calculator - 2025  

Below in Red, we see 2025 Řevenue + ġavings (from 2024) is $8.57 billion. 

Note the  ôSpend Byõ has decreased to 11th July and a new row that has appeared below it is a 

new row of Ŝpin - Ŝpin 2. This becomes more and more obvious as we continue.  

 

Řevenue + ġavings  É Cash Flow Ŝpin Days Spend By 

 $      8,569,612,500  91.00%  $    7,798,347,375  1 191 11 July 2025 

 $      7,798,347,375  91.00%  $    7,096,496,111  2 174 01 January 2026 

       

 Year's Cash Flow  YCF:  $  14,894,843,486     

 CFV: 50%   In Discounted GDP  

 Year's GDP     $    7,447,421,743  98%  $          7,298,473,308   

 GS: 75.00%    

 Gov Spending     $  11,171,132,615   Companies:  4096 

 LR: 25%  Cash Flow:  $ 14,894,843,486  

 Labour Receives     $    3,723,710,872   CF per Company:  $         3,636,436  

     Personnel (32/co.):                131,072  

 Social Housing Villas Built:  6,238   Paid2Learn (Trainees):                   458,752  

  174% Increase to money supply  

       

 LCŘ  -  ġavings      $    7,096,496,111  Becomes Next Yearõs  Cash Flow (2026) 

 LCŘ  - The Law of Conservation of Revenue        
 

This new row is, the 91% of cash flow, that was recycled from the initial spending, it starts on 

11th July 2025 and ends at the end of the year. 

 

Key principle 4 )  

špin 

In 2025 Ŝpin is 2, and this means we spend the ġavings & Řevenue (minus É leakage) two 

times, by speeding up operations to initially conclude by 11th July 2025. 

Because É is now 91%, by the 12th July 2025 91% of Řevenue + ġavings remains in the central 

bank. 

And so, we can now re-spend that 91% ($7.80 billion) between 12th July and the end of the 

year.  

 

This time when we calculate the Year's Cash Flow, we count the cash flow from both Ŝpin 1  

($7.80 billion) and Ŝpin 2 ($7.10) which equals $14.90 billion.  

 

Note the amount of companies has doubled from 2048 to 4096 which has diluted the cash 

flow per company but still shows a 35% net increase in average cash flow per company which 

rises from $2.77 million (in 2024) to $3.64 million (in 2025). 

Note that we can further increase cash flow per company by making fewer new companies. 
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Ģ-ŝ£šÊ Bathroom Graphic 2  ̄2025  

Below we see the magic as we increase from Ŝpin 1 to Ŝpin 2, so by the 11th of July, all the 

cash flow from all 4096 companies has been spent. We see this phenomenon below as the 

money starting with $8.57 billion which splits 9% to leakage and 91% back in the network 

bank. Then at Ŝ2 (Ŝpin2), itõs doing it all again, then we add Ŝpin 1 and Ŝpin 2 to make a cash 

flow of $14.89. And $7.10 billion in ġavings for use in 2026.  

 

 

 

 

 

And thatõs the trick, so long as £ is high enough, the more spins, the more times we can spend 

the same cash flow in the same year!  

 

Ģ-ŝ£šÊ Bathroom Graphic 3  (2026)  

This year we move from Ŝpin 2 to Ŝpin 3 divided into three time zones; 1st Jan to 12th May 

2026 - 13th May to 11th September 2026 - 12th September to 31st December 2026.  

Below we can now really start to see the system growing exponentially. As we now add the 

cash flows in Ŝpin 1, 2 and 3 for $26.95 billion in cash flow spent by the network that year. 
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And below we see this on the spreadsheet. In 2026 we start with Řevenue + ġavings (in Red) at 

$10.549 billion , É is 92%, and 92% of $10.549 billion  is $9.70 billion made before 12 th May 

2026. Then the $9.70 billion x 92% = $8.92 billion made between 12 th May and 11th  

September. And in Ŝpin 3 we see that $8.92 billion x 92% = $8.21 billion bade between the 11th 

September to the end of the year. (From ġ-Ř£ŜË Bathtub Graphics tab on the spreadsheet) 

 

Řevenue + ġavings  É Cash Flow Ŝpin Days Spend By 

 $    10,549,315,486  92.00%  $    9,705,370,247  1 132 12 May 2026 

 $      9,705,370,247  92.00%  $    8,928,940,628  2 121 11 Sept  2026 

 $      8,928,940,628  92.00%  $    8,214,625,377  3 112 01 January 2027 

       

 Year's Cash Flow  YCF:  $  26,848,936,252      

 CFV: 50%   In Discounted GDP  

 Year's GDP     $  13,424,468,126  96%  $        12,887,489,401   

 GS: 75.00%    

 Gov Spending     $  20,136,702,189    Companies:  6144 

 LR: 25%  Cash Flow:  $  26,848,936,252  

 Labour Receives     $    6,712,234,063   CF per Company:  $          4,369,944  

     Personnel (32/co.):                 196,608  

 Social Housing Villas Built:  13,588   Paid2Learn (Trainees):                 688,128  

  255% Increase to money supply  

       

 LCŘ  -  ġavings      $    8,214,625,377  Becomes Next Yearõs  Cash Flow (2027) 

 LCŘ  - The Law of Conservation of Revenue        

 

The 2026 Řevenue + ġavings figure is made up from the following;  

 

2026 Řevenue + ġavings   0.0133% 

   Malawi % of Global GDP 

Investment  Zero    

ġavings    $                7,096,496,111    

The Suburb Sale  $                1,157,625,000    

Aid &  Foundations  $                2,000,000,000    

Real Estate Sold (Ř2) *  $                   289,406,250    

Exports (Ř1) Trade  $                      5,788,125  (This is a Token Figure) 

   $              10,549,315,486  Řevenue + ġavings 

 

The ġ-Ř£ŜË Calculator  - 2026 

Network company to Network company Cash Flow: $26.85 billion 

Companies:  6,144 | Cash Flow per company:  $4.37 million  

Personnel:  169,608 | Paid2Learn (Trainees) 688,128 Social Housing Villas Built:  13,588 
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Ģ-ŝ£šÊ Calculator (20 32)  

In 2032 we have moved 7 years forward, each year adding a Ŝpin and increasing recycle-

Éfficiency by 1 

We are now at Ŝpin 9, and an £ of 99% - Note that on reflection I would not use an É above 

97.5% at this point. (From ġ-Ř£ŜË Bathtub Graphics tab on the spreadsheet) 

 

Řevenue + ġavings   É Cash Flow Ŝpin Days Spend By 

 $    12,403,333,886  99.00%  $  12,279,300,547  1 42 12 February 2032 

 $    12,279,300,547  99.00%  $  12,156,507,541  2 42 24 March 2032 

 $    12,156,507,541  99.00%  $  12,034,942,466  3 41 05 May 2032 

 $    12,034,942,466  99.00%  $  11,914,593,041  4 41 15 June 2032 

 $    11,914,593,041  99.00%  $  11,795,447,111  5 41 25 July 2032 

 $    11,795,447,111  99.00%  $  11,677,492,640  6 40 03 September 2032 

 $    11,677,492,640  99.00%  $  11,560,717,713  7 40 13 October 2032 

 $    11,560,717,713  99.00%  $  11,445,110,536  8 39 22 November 2032 

 $    11,445,110,536  99.00%  $  11,330,659,431  9 39 31 December 2032 

       

 Year's Cash Flow  YCF:  $106,194,771,025       

 CFV: 50%   In Discounted GDP  

 Year's GDP     $  53,097,385,513  70%  $    37,168,169,859   

 GS: 75.00%    

 Gov Spending     $  79,646,078,269    Companies:                       24,576  

 LR: 25%  Cash Flow:  $  106,194,771,025  

 Labour Receives     $  26,548,692,756   CF per Company:  $        4,321,076.29  

     Personnel (32/co.):                    786,432  

 Social Housing Villas Built:                  100,288   Paid2Learn :                   2,359,296  

  856% Increase to money supply  

       

 LCŘ  -  ġavings      $  11,330,659,431  Becomes Next Yearõs  Cash Flow (2033) 

 LCŘ  - The Law of Conservation of Revenue        

 

A quick experiment, with the ôYears Cash Flowõ (YCF), of $106 billion, if we were to change to É 

= 97.5% we change YCF to $98.57 billion, and at 95% we change years cash flow to $87.14 

billion which is still very respectable considering we started with just $6.32 in 2024 and the 

networks central bank now holds $11.33 billion  in USD in cash as ġavings.  

 

Network company to Network (b2b) company Cash Flow: $106.2 billion 

Companies:  24,576 

Cash Flow per company:  $4.32 million  

Personnel:  786,432 
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Malawi 20 80  

Supereconomics History III  ɀ É = 99.5% and Śpin = 32 

By 2080 we see Řevenue + ġavings is at $278.2 billion, which is Ŝpun 32 times, and each Ŝpin 

lasts between 11 and 12 days. 

Řevenue + ġavings   É Cash Flow Ŝpin Days Spend By 

 $       278,185,306,726  99.50%  $      276,794,380,193  1 12 13 January 2032 

 $       276,794,380,193  99.50%  $      275,410,408,292  2 12 25 January 2032 

 $       275,410,408,292  99.50%  $      274,033,356,250  3 12 06 February 2032 

 $       274,033,356,250  99.50%  $      272,663,189,469  4 12 18 February 2032 

 $       272,663,189,469  99.50%  $      271,299,873,522  5 12 01 March 2032 

 $       271,299,873,522  99.50%  $      269,943,374,154  6 12 13 March 2032 

 $       269,943,374,154  99.50%  $      268,593,657,283  7 12 25 March 2032 

 $       268,593,657,283  99.50%  $      267,250,688,997  8 12 06 April 2032 

 $       267,250,688,997  99.50%  $      265,914,435,552  9 12 18 April 2032 

 $       265,914,435,552  99.50%  $      264,584,863,374  10 12 30 April 2032 

 $       264,584,863,374  99.50%  $      263,261,939,057  11 12 12 May 2032 

 $       263,261,939,057  99.50%  $      261,945,629,362  12 12 23 May 2032 

 $       261,945,629,362  99.50%  $      260,635,901,215  13 12 04 June 2032 

 $       260,635,901,215  99.50%  $      259,332,721,709  14 12 15 June 2032 

 $       259,332,721,709  99.50%  $      258,036,058,100  15 11 27 June 2032 

 $       258,036,058,100  99.50%  $      256,745,877,810  16 11 08 July 2032 

 $       256,745,877,810  99.50%  $      255,462,148,421  17 11 20 July 2032 

 $       255,462,148,421  99.50%  $      254,184,837,679  18 11 31 July 2032 

 $       254,184,837,679  99.50%  $      252,913,913,490  19 11 11 August 2032 

 $       252,913,913,490  99.50%  $      251,649,343,923  20 11 22 August 2032 

 $       251,649,343,923  99.50%  $      250,391,097,203  21 11 03 September 2032 

 $       250,391,097,203  99.50%  $      249,139,141,717  22 11 14 September 2032 

 $       249,139,141,717  99.50%  $      247,893,446,009  23 11 25 September 2032 

 $       247,893,446,009  99.50%  $      246,653,978,779  24 11 06 October 2032 

 $       246,653,978,779  99.50%  $      245,420,708,885  25 11 17 October 2032 

 $       245,420,708,885  99.50%  $      244,193,605,340  26 11 27 October 2032 

 $       244,193,605,340  99.50%  $      242,972,637,314  27 11 07 November 2032 

 $       242,972,637,314  99.50%  $      241,757,774,127  28 11 18 November 2032 

 $       241,757,774,127  99.50%  $      240,548,985,256  29 11 29 November 2032 

 $       240,548,985,256  99.50%  $      239,346,240,330  30 11 09 December 2032 

 $       239,346,240,330  99.50%  $      238,149,509,128  31 11 20 December 2032 

 $       238,149,509,128  99.50%  $      236,958,761,583  32 11 31 December 2032 

 $    8,245,309,028,665      365  
 Year's Cash Flow  YCF:  $   8,204,082,483,521     

 CFV: 50%  Discounted GDP?  
 Year's GDP     $   4,102,041,241,761  15.77%  $    323,410,960,392  

 GS: 75.00%    

 Gov Spending     $   6,153,061,862,641    Companies:                        327,680  

 LR: 25%  Cash Flow:  $    8,204,082,483,521  

 Labour Receives     $   2,051,020,620,880   CF per Company:  $          25,036,872.81  

     Personnel (32/co.):                   10,485,760  

 Social Housing Villas Built:                   10,134,947   Paid2Learn (Trainees) :                   15,728,640  

  2949% Increase to money supply  

       

 LCŘ  -  ġavings      $      236,958,761,583  Becomes Next Yearõs  Cash Flow (2081) 

 LCŘ  - The Law of Conservation of Revenue        
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Network company to Network company Cash Flow: $8.21 Trillion  

Companies:  327,680 

Cash Flow per company:  $25.1 million 

Personnel:  10,485,760 

Social Housing Villas Built : 10,134,947 

(From the ġ-Ř£ŜË Bathtub Graphics tab on the spreadsheet) 

2080 Řevenue + ġavings   1.0730% 

   Malawi % of Global GDP 

Investment  Zero    

ġavings   $             225,663,332,783    

The Suburb Sale  $              48,407,349,256    

Aid &  Foundations  Zero      

Real Estate Sold (Ř2) *  $                4,033,945,771    

Exports (Ř1) Trade  $                    80,678,915  (This is a Token Figure) 

   $              278,185,306,726  Řevenue + ġavings 

 

We now have 327,680 companies spending on average $25 million a year taking Malawi from 

zero to one percent of global GDP - A 29x increase to the money supply. Making a grand total 

of $8.204 trillion in cash flow in the year 2080. 

But for this number to have any meaning we need to discount it to today 's value.  
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Chapter 1.4  

Discounting Ģ-ŝ£šÊ 2024  to 2080  

To T oday 's Value  

 

So far there are three techniques for discounting, which we shall present after the 2024 to 2080 

YCFs (Yearõs Cash Flows) display. For now, letõs just look at 2080 using Discounting Technique 

3. Adjust The Growth Variables.  

 

Discounting Technique 3. Adjus t The Growth Variables.  

 

To begin on the tab: H3) ġ£Ŝ-v5 | S-World History 3b  go to row 8 and we see four different 

growth input fields; 1. Global Growth: Default 102.5% | 2. Malawi Growth ð Trade: Default 105% 

(not applicable as we only have token trade figures) | 3. Malawi Growth - Real Estate (from 

Angel City 1): Default 105% | 4. Malawi Growth ð City Development (Grand Ŝpin Network ð The 

Suburb Sale): also has a Default of 105% (This (growth point 4) generates over ninety percent 

of all income.)  

 

If we turn all these variables to 100% (be careful not to enter 0%) and look at the 2080 ġ-Ř£ŜË 

calculator results we get a YCF - Yearõs Cash Flow of 646.8 billion. Which from other tests 

seems to be the right figure for 2080.  

 

Year's Cash Flow     $       646,821,920,784      365 

 CFV: 50%   Days in a Year 

 Year's GDP     $       323,410,960,392     

 GS: 75.00% 12.50% to  87.50% 

 Gov Spending     $       485,116,440,588     

 LR: 25% 12.50% to  25% 

 Labour Receives     $       161,705,480,196     

       

  2949% Increase to money supply  

       

 LCŔ     $         18,682,177,029  ADDs TO NEXT YEAR 

 The Law of Conservation of Revenue        

 

Now we must/may need to take account of the possible GDP double-counting error presented 

in the first chapter of Harvardõs David A. Mossõs book. A Concise Gide to Macroeconomics.   
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We deal with this possible intricacy of the process by adding the CFV (Cash Flow Variable), 

which we can see above is set at 50%. We get this figure from tab: The Sienna Equilibrium 

1.06 Cell AI:211 which gives us a Cash Flow Variable of 66.163%, and tab: The Sienna 

Equilibrium 1.0 7 Cell AI:211) which gives a CFV of 47.738% for an average CFV of = 56.950%, 

but there should be many more Sienna Equilibrium õs. So, it made sense to add some leeway 

and 50% was a convenient number.  

 

We may or may not need to apply the CFV, currently, we do, but if we did not, we would 

double the GDP figures and the amount of 4/5 star villas (social housing) would increase from 

just over 10 million to just over 20 million.  

 

ôGo No CFV (Cash Flow Variable) !!!õ 

But for now, it stays. See tab: H3) Total Cash Flow & GDP   

First, we see that $8.2 trillion in 2080 is worth $ 646.8 billion in todayõs money and after the CFV 

we get GDP: $323.4 billion 

2042  $                              -    2061  $                                -    2080  $              646,821,920,784  

       2080 Only:     $           646,821,920,784  

   Discounting Malawi     ġ-Ř£ŜË History 3      

   Not Discounted    Malawi GŜN Growth 5%    $           8,204,082,483,521  

   Discounted     Malawi GŜN Growth 0%    $             646,821,920,784  

   $         646,821,920,784    Decrease Percentage 7.88%  $               50,996,390,888  

   Cash Flow to GDP    The CFV (v=variable)     

   $      646,821,920,784  CFV: 50% GDP:  $           323,410,960,392  

   $      8,204,082,483,521  CFV: 50% GDP:  $           4,102,041,241,761  

 

Next, we increase the number of countries, states, provinces or counties from 1 (Malawi) to 

100, mostly but not exclusively economically challenged locations. For a combined total of  $         

$32.3 billion of GDP made and sold in 2080, discounted to todayõs money. 

  Apply to  100 Countries / States     

   $         323,410,960,392    100 GDP:  $         32,341,096,039,200  

   $      4,102,041,241,761    100 GDP:  $       410,204,124,176,050  

      

      Discounted GDP 2080  $         32,341,096,039,200  

      World Bank GDP  2018  $         85,804,391,000,000  

      Percentage of Global GDP   38% 

 

Lastly, we compare the discounted value of the 100-Strong Network of global GDP to The 

World Bank figure for 2018 global GDP to see that in 2080 the 100 strong Grand Ŝpin 

Networks would generate 38% of global GDP. Note however that this is slightly misleading 

as S-World is not competing for Global GDP it is adding GDP on top of the current figures. 

Note that this additional GDP will be made Net -Zero and responsibly and will assist the rest of 
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the world with their Net -Zero aspirations. Plus of course, the other 70 strong special projects in 

ecology, philanthropy and science, presented in Book III ð Sixty Four  Reasons Why. 

See: www.angeltheory.org/64-reasons-why  

 

Now let us look at the YCF ð Yearõs Cash Flow for all the years from 2024 to 2080. 

Cash Flow and Discounted GDP from 2024 to 2080 

Now letõs see more of the spreadsheet tab: H3) Total Cash Flow & GDP . What we see below 

is the value of cash flow each year from 2024 to 2080 copied from the H3) ġ£Ŝ-v5 | S-World 

History 3b  tab. 

  Ģ-ŝ£šÊ   Cash Flow    2024 - 2080  

  History 3b          

2024  $             5,685,975,000  2043  $            550,714,971,856  2062  $           3,376,984,627,114  

2025  $           14,894,843,486  2044  $            589,005,884,788  2063  $           3,552,322,716,992  

2026  $           26,848,936,252  2045  $            626,776,157,817  2064  $           3,735,466,074,599  

2027  $           40,971,349,217  2046  $            664,266,326,401  2065  $           3,926,947,476,099  

2028  $           53,185,830,818  2047  $            701,751,588,557  2066  $           4,127,305,216,341  

2029  $           63,141,839,466  2048  $            867,395,313,639  2067  $           4,337,086,514,746  

2030  $           71,509,098,453  2049  $         1,075,319,548,307  2068  $           4,556,850,627,653  

2031  $           79,448,245,354  2050  $         1,283,942,425,681  2069  $           4,787,171,721,158  

2032  $         106,194,771,025  2051  $         1,492,617,377,974  2070  $           5,028,641,551,041  

2033  $         142,028,749,241  2052  $         1,700,924,978,432  2071  $           5,281,871,990,009  

2034  $         180,559,704,269  2053  $         1,908,662,235,155  2072  $           5,547,497,437,108  

2035  $         221,041,648,096  2054  $         2,115,827,746,778  2073  $           5,826,177,139,597  

2036  $         262,772,540,960  2055  $         2,322,603,780,468  2074  $           6,118,597,453,737  

2037  $         305,124,961,846  2056  $         2,458,677,324,414  2075  $           6,425,474,067,699  

2038  $         347,569,259,536  2057  $         2,598,598,977,445  2076  $           6,747,554,207,063  

2039  $         389,688,563,209  2058  $         2,742,999,154,713  2077  $           7,085,618,841,083  

2040  $         431,185,712,853  2059  $         2,892,474,879,905  2078  $           7,440,484,905,993  

2041  $         471,882,760,113  2060  $         3,047,597,735,540  2079  $           7,813,007,560,030  

2042  $         511,714,147,224  2061  $         3,208,920,785,137  2080  $           8,204,082,483,521  

   $      3,725,448,936,419     $       32,849,077,193,008     $       103,919,142,611,583  

       2024 to 2042:     $           3,725,448,936,419  

       2043 to 2061:     $         32,849,077,193,008  

       2062 to 2080:     $       103,919,142,611,583  

       2024 to 2080:     $   140,493,668,741,009  

 

Above we see a grand ġ-Ř£ŜË History 3 total of $140.4 trillion US dollars, but as before, for 

this number to have any meaning we need to discount it to today 's value.  

Using the same method as before ôthe growth variable method õ when we turn the 4 growth 

variables to 100% (to zero growth) we get the result of $23.32 trillion.  

16.6% of the $140.4 trillion US dollars in ġ-Ř£ŜË cash flow total.  

http://www.angeltheory.org/64-reasons-why
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   Discounting Malawi     ġ-Ř£ŜË History 3      

       2020 to 2080:     $         23,321,291,435,916  

   Not Discounted    Malawi GŜN Growth 5%    $       140,493,668,741,009  

   Discounted     Malawi GŜN Growth 0%    $         23,321,291,435,916  

   $  140,493,668,741,009    Decrease Percentage 16.60%  $         23,321,291,435,916  

 

Before we move to the CFV and The 100 Club, there are two double checks, different ways of 

working out the same thing.  

 

First, and the original discounting method is to calculate the value of the  10,118,720 social 

villas built. The workings are on the H3) ġ£Ŝ-v5 | S-World History 3b  tab and are found a long 

way over on the right, in the columnõs EJ to EN starting on row 11 down to row 2798. Begging 

with cash flow $150,000 increasing to $597,899 due to growth.  

So, to calculate discounted cash flow and after GDP we can simply multiply the number of 

houses by the initial zero growth figure of $150,00 for a total of $1.52 trillion. (see cell D:2856) 

The C ost of all Homeõs Method  
 

 Determined Cash Flow   

Cash Flow Cost of Home  $                                150,000   
Amount of Homes                               10,118,720   
Cost of all Homes  $              1,517,808,000,000  In todayõs money 

Expand to all Spending 16 Only 6.25% is allocated to Spartan Homes 

Total Cashflow 2024 2080  $            24,284,928,000,000  Total cash flow in todayõs money 

 

Once we have this number, we multiply it by 16, because of Special Project 20. Net-Zero Five-

Star Social Housing receives exactly 6.25% of cash flow, therefore if we multiply by 16 (6.25%) 

we shall get the discounted value for all cash flow. Which equals $24.28 trillion which is close 

to the $24.32 figure we got from the previous method.  

 

Lastly comes the World Ban k 2018 method  

From tab: H3) ġ£Ŝ-v5 | S-World History 3b  (From cell C:2859) 

 

This method considers the Zero to One percent of GDP quality, and measures that 

independently. First, we get the value of global GDP in 2018 from the world bank; $85.8 trillion. 

Then we estimate that on average a network that starts with zero percent of GDP and smoothly 

rises to one percent of GDP will have a value similar to the midpoint of the rise, thus we 

multiply the $85.8 trillion by half of one percent x0.5% giving us $439 bi llion as the average per 

year. Lastly, we multiply that figure by the 56 years from 2024 to 2080 for $24,03 trillion, which 

again gives us a similar ballpark figure to the previous two techniques.  
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World Bank GDP  2018  

World Bank GDP 2018  $         85,804,391,000,000 

% of Global GDP: 0.50% 

1 Year - 0.5% of GDP:  $              429,021,955,000 

2024 to 2080: 56 

Total GDP 2024 to 2080:  $         24,025,229,480,000 

 

However, there is a problem, the figures from techniques 1 and 2, are set to be decreased by 

50% by our friend the CFV ð The David A. Moss Cash Flow Variable. Whereas this does not 

apply to the World Bank technique.  

 

For this problem, let me introduce a quote from Paul Romer 

 

 

What cities need right now is big plans, and Big Plans 

Must be Simple 

Plans like the 1811 expansion of New York City, which was 

for a seven-fold expansion. You canõt have a big plan thatõs also 

micromanaging a lot of details, it canõt be complicated.  

So, they have big plans and they have got to be simple, and you 

got to rely on people to fill in a lot of the detail.ó 

 

So, we shall pass the baton on the CFV to Paul Romer and ôpeople, to fill in the detail.õ 

 

But it's not a reason to be too concerned if we donõt have to include the CFV our GDP figures 

will double, as will all special project allocations, including special project 20, which jumps from 

ten to twenty million social housing 4/5 star villas built in Malawi by 2080. Note in general, if a 

potential error leads to making more money I sometimes leave it, only when the coin flip is 

potentially limiting do, I crack down on it.  

http://www.supereconomics.ai/the-64-special-project-allocations
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Chapter 1.5  

The 100 Club  2024  to 2080  

100 Countries, States, Provinces and Counties 

 
Finally, above we see the value of the Network GDP for 100 countries, (which we call the 100 

Club) and already have some strong candidates. 

 

We are allowed to multiply by 100 for 100 countries following the ġ-Ř£ŜË Malawi prototype 

system because there is only low token trade -in History 3 , with almost all the gains accruing 

in the inner Malawi Grand Ŝpin Network and the businesses it supports. Because there is no 

competition for trade, it is a nonzero -sum game. If each country, state, province can attract 3 

Suburb Sale buyers, they will also have a result per the spreadsheet above. 

 

300 Suburb sales may sound like a lot at the price of $1 billion a year plus 5% annual growth 

but given the returns as seen above, itõs conceivable that we reach this target, given the 

number of companies, countries, banks, sovereign wealth funds, university endowments, 

individual billionaires, foundations, NGOs and other than can afford this investment 

significantly exceeds 300. So, it is theoretically a real possibility, a possibility that will be 

simulated and mapped out in S-World UCSË as soon as the UCS-ġ-Ř£ŜË software v1 is 

completed. This task is now underway and will be attached to this paper/book summary soon. 
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Chapter 1.6  

THE HOW  

Behind the Figure of   

$1,166 Trillion US Dollars  (Discounted to todayõs value)  

 

And at last, here we are - the table below shows us where we got the 

seemingly mythical figure of $1,166 trillion US dollars, that we saw at 

the begging of the Supereconomics II book. 
2042  $         511,714,147,224  2061  $         3,208,920,785,137  2080  $           8,204,082,483,521  

   $      3,725,448,936,419     $       32,849,077,193,008     $       103,919,142,611,583  

       2024 to 2042:     $           3,725,448,936,419  

       2043 to 2061:     $         32,849,077,193,008  

       2062 to 2080:     $       103,919,142,611,583  

       2024 to 2080:     $       140,493,668,741,009  

   Discounting Malawi     ġ-Ř£ŜË History 3      

       2020 to 2080:     $         23,321,291,435,916  

   Not Discounted    Malawi GŜN Growth 5%    $       140,493,668,741,009  

   Discounted     Malawi GŜN Growth 0%    $         23,321,291,435,916  

   $  140,493,668,741,009    Decrease Percentage 16.6%  $         23,321,291,435,916  

   Cash Flow to GDP    The CFV (v=variable)     

   $    23,321,291,435,916  CFV: 50% GDP:  $         11,660,645,717,958  

   $  140,493,668,741,009  CFV: 50% GDP:  $         70,246,834,370,505  

  Apply to  100 Countries / States      

   $ 11,660,645,717,958    100 GDP:  $ 1,166,064,571,795,800  

   $    70,246,834,370,505    100 GDP:  $     7,024,683,437,050,450  

 

We see the $1,666 trillion figure above in the last row but one  discounted 

and the potential double -counting problem addressed by the 50% CFV.  

   Cash Flow to GDP    The CFV (v=variable)      

   $  23,321,291,435,916  CFV: 50% GDP:  $      11,660,645,717,958  

   $  140,493,668,741,009  CFV: 50% GDP:  $         70,246,834,370,505  

  Apply to  100 Countries / States      

   $  11,660,645,717,958    100 GDP:  $ 1,166,064,571,795,800  

   $    70,246,834,370,505    100 GDP:  $     7,024,683,437,050,450  
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Chapter  2  

Ģ-ŝ£šÊ Key Features   

(A ddendums )  

2. Š-ŔÉŚɞ Key Features/Addendums  

 

1. Inflation and Currency Appreciation or Depreciation.  
At a glance most economists will immediately cry, no-no-no this will cause massive 

inflation for Malawi.  

But in this case, however, we are not using the Malawian Kwacha, instead, we work in 

foreign currencies and for now just USD some physical cash and many bonds.  

Because of the Ten Technologies (book 3) we have complete control over our finances 

and will seek a 1% cheaper price per year. This point cannot be underestimated, the S-

World Angelwing software (TBS ð Total Business Systems, TFS ð Total Financial Systems), 

will create the price for each good and service, based on many factors. One of which is to 

slowly become more competitive by lowering inner network Šender prices by about 1% a 

year, decreasing gradually over time.  

We have to consider the US and global inflation may rise a few percent, but much of that 

inflation might  be counterbalanced by the bond yield.   

Given all the tools available, on top of what governments already use today, such as 

Fractional Reserve Lending (the RRT Rate), MMT, Seigniorage, quantitative easing, 

derivative trading and manipulation of interest rates,  by using just  ġ-Ř£ŜË S-World 

Angelwing can be last great mover in the world of economics,  ready to smash all 

growth records, done responsibly, creating mostly inner Malawi constructive GDP , 

and as a whole will be Net-Zero. 

 

So when it comes to inflation, Malawi goods are set to decrease in price at about 1% a 

year less than Western countries, or more if it seems prudent to do so, as judged by the 

S-World Angelwing (The Ten Technologies) and The Supereconomics AI. 

 

As for the currency appreciation or depreciation, as far as the Malawi Grand Ŝpin 

Network is concerned, it trades in dollars, not local currency. Malawi itself may see its 

currency increase due to the successes of the network, but I will not hazard a guess, 

rather leave this specific question to the experts.   
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The Network, however, will see US dollar inflation minus (growth?) and one percent. 

 

2. ġ-Ř£ŜË versus FRL (Fractional Reserve Lending ). 
 

At the heart of the matter ; ġ-Ř£ŜË is a superior mechanism for increasing the money 

supply, especially now that interest rates are so low (zero per cent) that they cannot be 

lowered any more without charging people to lend money .  

Traditionally the way to heat the economy was to lower interest rates, and people would 

borrow and spend more, but now thatõs not an option. 

 

Interest rates aside there is a parallel system, a more powerful  and direct way of 

increasing the money supply called Fractional Reserve Lending FRL (which is referred to 

in earlier draughts as the RRT - The Reserve Rate Technique - for increasing the money 

supply.) 

In this case, when anyone or any company deposits real money into their bank account, 

the bank keeps 10% on reserve and can lend out 90%. So, in the macro if in the USA 

people and companies deposits one trillio n dollars into the many private banks, the 

banks are then free to create and lend out nine trillion dollars, just so long as they keep 

the one trillion liquid. This is effectively a 900% increase in the money supply.  

 

Another way is called quantitative easing which for example may see the Federal Reserve 

create money and buy government debt bonds and mortgage -backed securities from 

domestic financial institutions .  

 

Last and not least is called MMP Modern Monetary  Policy, which is delightfully explained 

in The Deficit Myth  by Stephanie Kelton . In which we are taught  (amongst many 

valuable lessons) to consider the deficit as also the income gained by whoever received it 

and their contribution to the econ omy, alongside critically spending first then taxing, in 

place of taxing and then spending, which does not sound like much but would make a 

big difference and later we shall hear how this is not dissimilar to Loop Theo ry  and is the 

way ġ-Ř£ŜË works. 

 

If we add it all up, lowering interest rates to record lows, Fractional reserve lending,  

quantitative easing, plus other methods may add up to between 2000% and 4000%. Or 

more if we include within  banks betting of derivatives in a market said to be worth a 

quadrillion dollars . 

 

So, 3000% is a fair average representation of how much the money supply is increased in 

the US.  

 

https://countryeconomy.com/key-rates/usa#:~:text=United%20States%20has%20lowered%20its%20interest%20rates%20by%201%20percentage,Banks%20to%20implement%20monetary%20policy.
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S-World UCSË History 3. ġ-Ř£ŜË  makes a similar achievement, see below, just above the 

blue bar, the numbers in pink at the bottom  ð a 2949% Increase to the money supply.  

 

It is theoretically possible to more than double that percentage to 6000% by increasing 

Ŝpin above the 32 limit s seen in Histories 2 and 3. 

 

Malawi 20 80  

Supereconomics History III  ɀ É = 99.5% and Śpin = 32 

      
 Year's Cash Flow  YCF:  $   8,204,082,483,521     

 CFV: 50%  Discounted GDP?  
 Year's GDP     $   4,102,041,241,761  15.77%  $    323,410,960,392  

 GS: 75.00%    

 Gov Spending     $   6,153,061,862,641    Companies:                        327,680  

 LR: 25%  Cash Flow:  $    8,204,082,483,521  

 Labour Receives     $   2,051,020,620,880   CF per Company:  $          25,036,872.81  

     Personnel (32/co.):                   10,485,760  

 Social Housing Villas Built:                   10,134,947   Paid2Learn (Trainees) :                   15,728,640  

  2949% Increase to money supply  

       

 LCŘ  -  ġavings      $      236,958,761,583  Becomes Next Yearõs  Cash Flow (2081) 

 LCŘ  - The Law of Conservation of Revenue        

 

So all that ġ-Ř£ŜË is doing is increasing the money supply, just liken the US does, but in 

place of many methods, we need just one, and it is superior because it is a lot closer to 

an exact science, the fortunes of those who receive this increased money supply is mostly 

pre-determined. And is more superior still because, unlike FRL Fractional Reserve 

Lending, the money is always in the bank, it's just spent faster, and with all the money in 

the bank as opposed to poten tially only 10% in an FRL bank, S-World canõt be affected 

by the nemesis of FRL bank runs, where people worry the bank can't pay its liabilities and 

rush to get their money early  

 

About the US and global finance, It is described as highly complex and no one really has 

any idea how much money they're actually is nowadays. 

 

If we reverse engineer it, maybe we could say that if US GDP = $21.43 trillion then we 

should divide by about 30 (the opposite of x 3000%) to get the real liquid cash value. 

Much the same way one can remove the number of spins in ġ-Ř£ŜË to ascertain the 

ġavings, in US cash or bonds. 

 

The point is, in terms of monetary policy, in the future, the Malawi Network at Ŝpin 32 will 

look a lot like the US economy does today. What is important is that this i s deliberate. 

Back in 2011 when making the thought experiment New Sparta Net-Zero ð City of 
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Science www.s -world.biz/New -Sparta-2011. We saw how economies, unlike businesses, 

tend to see the money spin around and around and end up roughly where it started, but 

for a business, this was not so. All businesses need to apply effort  to keep customers, and 

apply effort to gain new customers, whereas a countries economy, save a few percent, 

mostly ended up with what it started with  year after year. 

 

Add Spreadsheet from 2012 

 

So that was the exercise that ended up as ġ-Ř£ŜË, how to make a network of business, or 

just one very large business, that each year sees money go around the inner network 

economy and end up back at the businesses it started from. As we will soon see ġ-Ř£ŜË 

does exactly this. The startling thing about it is how simple it is, sure there are a few 

hundred additions to it that improve upon ġ-Ř£ŜË BASIC which we shall see as we read 

this book, but at its heart , itõs very simple; ġavings + Řevenue x recycle £fficiency x Ŝpin. 

 

However, when it is asked to create a lot of money, É must be high enough to account 

for the Ŝpins, and thatõs a monopoly of sorts. A Monopoly we hope and will appeal to the 

leaders and the citizens of earth to let us do because it leads to a prosperous third world 

and a repainting of the West in beautiful Net -Zero. 

 

For those on the centre-right, like Peter Theil, included in part because everyone else so 

far was a democrat, we address the Holy Grail of the republican party in an end to 

immigration, as we build Grand Ŝpin Networks across America in a project started in 2012 

www.AmericanButterfly.org. 

 

Less hard to judge, a point made by Bill and Melinda Gates, in that slums around the 

world, where children play in open sewers, asides from the moral hazard, is another 

Corona Virus or AIDS incubating package waiting to happen unless we build new Cities, 

new Grand Ŝpin Networkõs that start with good plumbing, waste disposal and 

infrastructure.  

 

So, for the centre-right, a reversal of immigration, and less likelihood of another 

pandemic.  

Plus, the security aspect, if the 100 poorest countries are to stay poor, but become more 

and more aware of how good it is not to be poor unless poverty itself is addressed these 

100 nations are each a powder keg. To avoid this powder keg and at the same time 

decrease the future populations of most of these 100 countries, we just execute the 

Malawi Grand Ŝpin Network across the globe. A happier world is a more secure world.     

 

And in general, richer nations are not increasing in population, so my Dadõs biggest fear 

ôoverpopulationõ and the fear of others is addressed. It's not 100% effective, for some 

reasons some richer countries are still increasing in population and until this problem is 

http://www.americanbutterfly.org/
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addressed such countries will be ôat the back of the cueõ when it comes to establishing 

Grand Ŝpin Networks.  

    I do hope this does not come down to  religion, but it might, I note the most recent  

appointee to the US supreme court; Amy Coney Barrett has 7 children! WTF! This is not 

the example we should be promoting.  

 

This point aside Grand Ŝpin Networks are good for both the centre -right and centre-left 

and of course the centrists like me. 

Getting back to US monetary policy, and ġ-Ř£ŜË versus FRL (Fractional Reserve Lending) 

ġ-Ř£ŜË is a clear winner because it has all the money in cash and bonds, all its doing is 

moving it faster. There can be no bank run because the businesses and citizens canõt 

touch this money, other than in Network Credits. Because of Network Credits, we can 

make determined models, sure businesses have various ways to spend money, but save É 

leakage (ÉL) always to one network company or another.  There is no physical way to 

cause a bank run, whereas if 11% of customers want their money from a bank using 

Fractional Reserve Lending, in principal the bank will fail or need a bailout.  

 

This point recently got a lot more wired, as the Federal Reserve has now removed the 

condition that ba nks keep 10% of deposits and can now seemingly make more than 

900% in the money supply. 

https://www.federalreserve.gov/monetarypolicy/reservereq.htm   

 

Reserve Requirements  

https://www.federalreserve.gov/monetarypolicy/reservereq.htm  

òAs announced on March 15, 2020, the Board reduced reserve requirement ratios to zero 

percent effective March 26, 2020.  This action eliminated reserve requirements for all 

depository institutions.ó 

One  

 

FRL (Fractional Reserve Lending), the point above and the next two points have come 

from the documentary: How is Money Created? ð Everything You Need to Know  

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=mzoX7zEZ6h4  

 

òThe Real Estate and Property markets are the largest tools for creating digital money, 

This is because banks have decided that itõs the safest, yet most profitable form of 

creating debt because if you can't pay your loan the banks can simply take your house. In 

developed nations, vast amounts of money are backed by the mortgage market.ó 

òThe Derivative market (bets on prices by banks)  

No one knows how much money is within it some say it is worth One Quadrillion dollars 

(over 10 times the global economy)ó 

 

https://www.federalreserve.gov/monetarypolicy/reservereq.htm
https://www.federalreserve.gov/monetarypolicy/reservereq.htm
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=mzoX7zEZ6h4
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One last point that may seem transient but could end up being the most important factor 

is that The Peet Tent law, that protects companies from failure, and can also do so for 

nations, and this could one day be the USA. The only factor (not condition), is that to do 

so there must be many substantial Grand Ŝpin Networks in the USA to Ŝpin the cash 

injection. 

 

3. Tax Symmetry  

In place of standard taxes, the government are paid in output, we do not pay $2 billion 

for the infrastructure we build 2 $billions worth of infrastructure, at a price far lower than 

a contractor would have. 

    18.25% of all cash flow is allocated to the government and 75% of all cash flow is spent 

on creating special projects from Book 1. 64 Reasons Why on items that the government 

would love to give to  its people if only they had more money.   

In addition, the S-World TBSË (Total Business Software) ensures there is zero tax 

avoidance or evasion, quite the opposite as companies gain valuable S-World UCSË 

points for paying higher tax. For generating more cash flow to be spent on projects on 

the government 's list, such as social housing and infrastructure, solar arrays, schools, 

hospitals and so on. 

 

4. Net -Zero DCA Soft  & The Combinatorial Explosion.õ 

Net-Zero Dynamic Comparative Advantage Software 

Nobel winning economist Joseph Stiglitz explains that Koreaõs historical comparative 

advantage was in rice, but they focused instead on developing microchips, and because 

of this they are no longer poor.  

In this chapter, we focus on a strategy to be the go -to place for Asia and African to get 

their net-zero goods, infrastructure and industry, alongside goods and services listed in 

the Special Projects from book 1. 64 Reasons Why. 

But paramount is the creation of the software that will allow us to allocate 7 5% or more 

of all cash flow on government and people approved goods, industry and services.  

I cannot exaggerate the importance of this simple idea, for a decade the only funding 

from the network was what it would collect in fees like franchise fees from 2.5% to 6.5% 

of turnover (cash flow). By turning the process on its head and choosing mostly 

businesses that produce things we need, this 2.5% to 6.5% has leapt up to about 75%, 

maybe more. So long as one is simply looking to ôdo the most good,õ per Bill Gates 

challenge of finding ôA More Creative Capitalism,õ this Net-Zero DCA and Tax Symmetry 

idea, not ġ-Ř£ŜË makes the most impact. But, as we have both, we can combine the Net-

Zero DCA software with ġ-Ř£ŜË to begin what Paul Romer and computer scientists call 

ôThe Combinatorial Explosion.õ 

 

 

5. Is Ŝpun Cash Flow the same as Normal Cash Flow? 

http://www.supereconomics.ai/64-reasons-why


 

40 | P a g e 
 

This question haunted the back of my mind throughout 201 8 and 2019, but as far as I 

can see, this is not a problem. Ŝpun Cash Flow is the same as Normal Cash Flow.  

We answer this question with another question: Given a working operation and the 

capital, can the 2,048 companies in the year 2024 produce the goods demanded. Letõs 

consider TWF (The Window Factory), our token building supply company. This company 

has a Šender for its goods. It buys the parts it needs and pays labour, just like tens of 

millions of other businesses. Unlike most businesses TWF has many advantages over the 

market, (see 14 Reasons why S-World businesses are more competitive than standard 

businesses), not least the Šender contract that covers all costs and allows TWF to produce 

at scale, and that it is has a monopoly to supply aluminium windows to the network  and 

has the advantages of monopoly (See Zero to One by Peter Thiel, and Part 4 (coming up 

next). 

 

So long as the parts and materials are available to buy within the network for the price 

agreed at the beginning, a Ŝpun dollar is no different to a standard dollar. One can , of 

course, use un-Ŝpun dollars to buy goods on the open market, but then lose all the 

monopoly Ŝpin benefits. So, it is critical that the 2048 companies (increasing each year) 

can satisfy most (90% to 100% depending on É) of the demand, and that the companies 

make their goods on time. Assisted by òWell Before Time Production,ó and many of the 

ten technologies. 

 

If these two criteria are met, then a Ŝpun dollar is worth the same as an unŜpun dollar. 

Labour is the best example, more than any other broad category, education, training, 

work placement and recruiting receive the most cash flow. With a selection of talent 

available, $21,690 in Ŝpun dollars is just the same $21,690 in the bank, just that the 

dollars can only be redeemed at network stories, but as network stores have almost 

everything one would wish to buy, and the salary is more than 10 times the average 

Malawian wage.  Itõs not a problem. Note that Stephanie Kelton and Joseph Stiglitz are 

specialists in this type of economics, there is the question of 100% employment but with 

more than ten million future Paid 2Learn candidates, the law of diminishing returns is far 

away.  

On this point that I can see in year one, 2024 much and maybe most employment will be 

technical assistance, and that over the first 5 years we will train  many Paid2Learn 

candidates, how to run the business.  

 

Lastly, on labour it 's important to understand the basic equity structure is; 25% goes to 

whoever bought the suburb , 25% will be for the patent or technology provider (including 

technical support), 25% for current personnel, 25% for future personnel. There is much to 

say about this, but not at this juncture.  

 

Addendum  3 b: špun Cash Flow vs. Normal Cash 
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Flow  

 

One key incite is the dates which help to visualise the spinning. Remember all we 

are doing is the same thing, but quicker each time. There is nothing extraordinary 

here, this is the mark of most successfu l companies.  So long as the goods and 

services are produced on time, their fates are pre-determined. In the case of a VC like 

Founders Fund or Andreessen Horowitz who are only interested in companies that follow 

the power law of venture capital and can 10x. ġ-Ř£ŜË takes out the overwhelming 

degree of chance in this process. And more so if investing in the 10 technologies needed 

to facilitate , alongside a suburb sale. Note in general is to be able to bid on the ten 

technologies we desire a substantial suburb sale commitment. 

 

The ôwhere does the house go? Problem 

From 64 Reasons Why ð Full Book, page  

38b) 64-Reasons-Why--THE-WHY--10.73-n52-g8-k11--23rd-Feb-2020 (7th Jun 2020) 

Page 77. 

 

6. recycle-Éfficiency above 95%?  (Moved to  Part 2 ƀÔ£L 

- ġ-Ř£ŜË and The Suburb Sale) 

In both History 2 and 3, I have used values for É as high as 100% (or 99.5% on H3). I 

worry about this but  canõt really be certain with a working prototype of S-World TBSË 

(Technology 2) and S-World UCSË (Technology 6) The ġ-Ř£ŜË Calculator (Technology 7), 

and S-World Net -Zero DCAË Soft. (Technology 8). This process began at the begging of 

this month and is going well, but I could do with a well-oiled software and web 

development team as soon as possible and we could make it in a month.  

 

As a circuit breaker for now, in making new UCSË Histories, we shall mostly not exceed 

95% É before Angel City 4 (2048) and 97.5% before Angel City 5 (2080). 

  

7. Well Before Time Production   

& The TBSË CC (Company Controller) 
One thing that is critical and hard is that goods, services, construction, infrastructure and 

everything else must be made on time, indeed well before time.  

 

To counteract this problem in year one we shall work out the expected time it will take to 

make and then double that time, so if we need the good in  6 months, we will make it in 3 

months, and deliver early or store it in the warehouses.  

 

Another initiative will be to see 2 or more different companies making the same goods, 



 

42 | P a g e 
 

so if one falls behind, the others can take the slack.  

 

Also comes the TBSË (Total Business Systems), S-World VSNË (Virtual Social Network)  

and S-World UCSË that creates both the working tutorials and the step by step guide to 

the completing  of each task, calculated by the TBSË displayed by the Virtual Network 

and made exciting by S-World UCSË and The Hawthorn Effect that also creates the 

bonuses paid relative to quality work delivered on time.  

 

A key function of the TBSË is the TBSË CC ð The Company Controller , designed for the 

mandate hunting real estate and vacation rentals industry model, so they can implement 

an intensive action plan that gets the best out of each emp loyee. As the CEO of 

CapeVillas.com (Africaõs leading vacation rentals company 2002 to 2010), I can tell you 

that this software will double or quadr uple the prod uctivity of the management and staff. 

This system is then overseen by S-World TBSË OKRõs (Objectives and Key Results) 

making sure that the work done by all is relevant to the big picture of the companiesõ key 

objectives and results. 

    This system can easily be adapted to many other industries. We have already theorised 

a version for HMRC (The UK Tax Collection Team).  

 

Lastly comes QuESC ð The S-World command centre, that treats each signal of late 

delivery as if it was an enemy ship on the radar of the Battlestar Galactica, and steers to 

correct each and every anomaly with the help of as many of the 87 Quintillion histories 

that would have been made at that time. 

 

8. S-World VSNË ð Urban Planning and Construction  
Using various S-World Angelwing (ten technologies) systems, money from Aid or 

technical assistance will be monitored with vigour. If it is money for building a school, S-

World VSNË will show the completed unit in Virtual Reality and as a hologram, and in 

many points around the actual site, are cameras that record all that is going on, and this 

is gamified by S-World UCSË, which assigns the bonuses to those who exceed 

expectations. Everything every worker does on-site is recorded from many angles. 

 

This system would have a brick target, say using 100,000 bricks. If less are used, which 

has been a scam for ages particularly in infrastructure projects where materials are sold 

and poor substitutes are used in place, NO! not possible in S-World AE projects. This also 

stops or at least notifies us if a stock has gone missing. This point has now been created 

in more detail and is found i n Chapter 7. Grand Ŝpin Networks. 

 

9. The TBSË AE (Aid Efficiency )  
In addition to the above The TBSË (Technology 2) Total Business Systems, VSNË and 

UCSË track all money in the network and Ŝpin it as much as possible, so if say foundation 
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ôxõ donated $100,000 this money would be tracked and depending on É and Ŝ will create 

spending and re-spending of that money of good things like hospitals and schools would 

be greater than the donation, increasing each year, so a few years down the line it may 

have spent ten times its value on good things and then the charity , NGO or foundations 

can report  that they spent $100,000 and did $1,000,000 of good (so far). This compared 

to most charities that have no ġ-Ř£ŜË and would receive $100,000 which would only see 

75% spent on good , so seeing $75,000 of good. Or consider big advertising in which case 

make they get $100,000 and spend 90% on admin and advertising and only do $10,000 

of good. I think we all know this to be true in some cases. Indeed, I know of one case 

where the donations just pay the salary of the charity owners.  

Relative to all, The TBSË AE (Aid Efficiency) Ŝpun result is much better. 

 

10.  Discounting  

Discounting Ģ-ŝ£šÊ 2024  to 2080  

To T oday 's Value  

 

So far there are three techniques for discounting, which we shall present after the 2024 to 

2080 YCFs (Yearõs Cash Flows) display. For now, letõs just look at 2080 using Discounting 

Technique 3. Adjust The Growth Variables.  

 

Discounting Technique 3. Adjus t The Growth Variables.  

 

To begin on the tab: H3) ġ£Ŝ-v5 | S-World History 3b  go to row 8 and we see four 

different growth input fields;  

1. Global Growth - Default 102.5% 

2. Malawi Growth ð Trade: Default 105% 

3. Malawi Growth - Real Estate (from Angel City 1): Default 105% 

4. Malawi Growth ð City Development (The Suburb Sale): Default of 105%  

The Suburb Sale generates over ninety per cent of all income. 

 

If we turn all these variables to 100% (be careful not to enter 0%) and look at the 2080 

ġ-Ř£ŜË calculator results we get a YCF - Yearõs Cash Flow of 646.8 billion. Which 

from other tests seems to be the right figure for 2080.  
 

Year's Cash Flow     $       646,821,920,784      365 

 CFV: 50%   Days in a Year 

 Year's GDP     $       323,410,960,392     

 GS: 75.00% 12.50% to  87.50% 

 Gov Spending     $       485,116,440,588     

 LR: 25% 12.50% to  25% 
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 Labour Receives     $       161,705,480,196     

       

  2949% Increase to money supply  

       

 LCŔ     $         18,682,177,029  ADDs TO NEXT YEAR 

 The Law of Conservation of Revenue        

 

 

Now we may need to take account of the possible GDP double-counting error presented in the 

first chapter of Harvardõs David A. Mossõs book. A Concise Guide to Macroeconomics.   

 

We deal with this possible intricacy of the process by adding the CFV (Cash Flow Variable), 

which we can see above is set at 50%. We get this figure from tab: The Sienna Equilibrium 

1.06 Cell AI:211 which gives us a Cash Flow Variable of 66.163%, and tab: The Sienna 

Equilibrium 1.0 7 Cell AI:211) which gives a CFV of 47.738% for an average CFV of = 56.950%, 

but there should be many more Sienna Equilibrium õs. So, it made sense to add some leeway 

and 50% was a convenient number.  

 

We may or may not need to apply the CFV, currently, we do, but if we did not, we would 

double the GDP figures and the amount of 4/5 star villas (social housing) would increase from 

just over 10 million to just over 20 million.  

 

ôGo NO Cash Flow Variable!!!õ 

But for now, it stays. See tab: H3) Total Cash Flow & GDP   

First, we see that $8.2 trillion in 2080 is worth $ 646.8 billion in todayõs money and after the CFV 

we get GDP: $323.4 billion. (Note this is not shown on the spreadsheet, you need to physically 

change the growth variables to 100% to see this change) 

2042  $                              -    2061  $                                -    2080  $              646,821,920,784  

       2080 Only:     $           646,821,920,784  

   Discounting Malawi     ġ-Ř£ŜË History 3      

   Not Discounted    Malawi GŜN Growth 5%    $           8,204,082,483,521  

   Discounted     Malawi GŜN Growth 0%    $             646,821,920,784  

   $         646,821,920,784    Decrease Percentage 7.88%  $               50,996,390,888  

   Cash Flow to GDP    The CFV (v=variable)     

   $      646,821,920,784  CFV: 50% GDP:  $           323,410,960,392  

   $      8,204,082,483,521  CFV: 50% GDP:  $           4,102,041,241,761  
 

Next, we increase the number of countries, states or provinces from 1 (Malawi) to 100, mostly 

but maybe not exclusively economically challenged countries. For a combined total of $32.3 

billion of GDP made and sold in 2080, discounted to todayõs money. 

  Apply to  100 Countries / States     

   $         323,410,960,392    100 GDP:  $         32,341,096,039,200  
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   $      4,102,041,241,761    100 GDP:  $       410,204,124,176,050  

      

      Discounted GDP 2080  $         32,341,096,039,200  

      World Bank GDP  2018  $         85,804,391,000,000  

      Percentage of Global GDP   38% 

 

Lastly, we compare the discounted value of the 100-Strong Network of global GDP to The 

World Bank figure for 2018 global GDP to see that in 2080 the 100 strong Grand Ŝpin 

Networks would generate 38% of global GDP. Note however that this is misleading as S-

World is not competing for Global GDP it is adding more abundance of GDP on top of the 

current figures.  

Note that this additional GDP will be made Net -Zero and will assist the rest of the world with 

its Net-Zero aspirations. Plus of course, the other 72 special projects in ecology, philanthropy 

and science, presented in Book III ð Sixty Four  Reasons Why. 

See: www.angeltheory.org/64-reasons-why  

 

Now let us look at the YCF ð Yearõs Cash Flow for all the years from 2024 to 2080. 

Cash Flow and GDP from 2024 to 2080 

Now letõs see more of the spreadsheet tab: H3) Total Cash Flow & GDP . What we see below 

is the value of cash flow each year from 2024 to 2080 copied from the H3) ġ£Ŝ-v5 | S-World 

History 3b  tab. 

  Ģ-ŝ£šÊ   Cash Flow    2024 - 2080  

  History 3b          

2024  $             5,685,975,000  2043  $            550,714,971,856  2062  $           3,376,984,627,114  

2025  $           14,894,843,486  2044  $            589,005,884,788  2063  $           3,552,322,716,992  

2026  $           26,848,936,252  2045  $            626,776,157,817  2064  $           3,735,466,074,599  

2027  $           40,971,349,217  2046  $            664,266,326,401  2065  $           3,926,947,476,099  

2028  $           53,185,830,818  2047  $            701,751,588,557  2066  $           4,127,305,216,341  

2029  $           63,141,839,466  2048  $            867,395,313,639  2067  $           4,337,086,514,746  

2030  $           71,509,098,453  2049  $         1,075,319,548,307  2068  $           4,556,850,627,653  

2031  $           79,448,245,354  2050  $         1,283,942,425,681  2069  $           4,787,171,721,158  

2032  $         106,194,771,025  2051  $         1,492,617,377,974  2070  $           5,028,641,551,041  

2033  $         142,028,749,241  2052  $         1,700,924,978,432  2071  $           5,281,871,990,009  

2034  $         180,559,704,269  2053  $         1,908,662,235,155  2072  $           5,547,497,437,108  

2035  $         221,041,648,096  2054  $         2,115,827,746,778  2073  $           5,826,177,139,597  

2036  $         262,772,540,960  2055  $         2,322,603,780,468  2074  $           6,118,597,453,737  

2037  $         305,124,961,846  2056  $         2,458,677,324,414  2075  $           6,425,474,067,699  

2038  $         347,569,259,536  2057  $         2,598,598,977,445  2076  $           6,747,554,207,063  

2039  $         389,688,563,209  2058  $         2,742,999,154,713  2077  $           7,085,618,841,083  

2040  $         431,185,712,853  2059  $         2,892,474,879,905  2078  $           7,440,484,905,993  

2041  $         471,882,760,113  2060  $         3,047,597,735,540  2079  $           7,813,007,560,030  

2042  $         511,714,147,224  2061  $         3,208,920,785,137  2080  $           8,204,082,483,521  

http://www.angeltheory.org/64-reasons-why
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   $      3,725,448,936,419     $       32,849,077,193,008     $       103,919,142,611,583  

       2024 to 2042:     $           3,725,448,936,419  

       2043 to 2061:     $         32,849,077,193,008  

       2062 to 2080:     $       103,919,142,611,583  

       2024 to 2080:     $   140,493,668,741,009  
 

Above we see a grand ġ-Ř£ŜË History 3 total of $140.4 trillion US dollars, but as before, for 

this number to have any meaning we need to discount it to today 's value.  

Using the same method as before ôthe growth variable method õ when we turn the 4 growth 

variables to 100% (to zero growth) we get the result of $23.32 trillion.  

16.6% of the $140.4 trillion US dollars in ġ-Ř£ŜË cash flow total.  

   Discounting Malawi     ġ-Ř£ŜË History 3      

       2020 to 2080:     $         23,321,291,435,916  

   Not Discounted    Malawi GŜN Growth 5%    $       140,493,668,741,009  

   Discounted     Malawi GŜN Growth 0%    $         23,321,291,435,916  

   $  140,493,668,741,009    Decrease Percentage 16.60%  $         23,321,291,435,916  

 

Before we move to the CFV and The 100 Club, there are two double checks, different ways of 

working out the same thing.  

 

First, and the original discounting method is to calculate the value of the 10,118,720 social 

villas built. The workings are on the H3) ġ£Ŝ-v5 | S-World History 3b  tab and are found a long 

way over on the right, in the columnõs EJ to EN starting on row 11 down to row 2798. 

Beginning with a cash flow of $150,000 increasing to $597,899 due to growth.  

So, to calculate discounted cash flow and after GDP I simply multiply the number of houses by 

the initial zero growth figure of $150,00 for a total of $1.52 trillion. (see cell D:2856) 

The C ost of all Homeõs Method  
 

 Determined Cash Flow   

Cash Flow Cost of Home  $                                150,000   
Amount of Homes                               10,118,720   
Cost of all Homes  $              1,517,808,000,000  In todayõs money 

Expand to all Spending 16 Only 6.25% is allocated to Spartan Homes 

Total Cashflow 2024 2080  $            24,284,928,000,000  Total cash flow in todayõs money 

 

Once we have this number, we multiply it by 16, because of Special Project 20. receives exactly 

6.25% of cash flow, therefore I must multiply by 16 to get the discounted value for cash flow. 

Which equals $24.28 trillion which is close to the $24.32 figure we got from the previous 

method.  

 

Lastly comes the World B ank 2018 method  

From tab: H3) ġ£Ŝ-v5 | S-World History 3b  (From cell C:2859) 
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This method considers the Zero to One  percent of GDP quality, and measures that 

independently. First, we get the value of global GDP in 2018 from the world bank; $85.8 trillion. 

Then we estimate that on average a network that starts with zero percent of GDP and smoothly 

rises to one percent of GDP will have a value similar to one half of one per cent of this figure. I 

multiply the $85.8 trillion by half of one percent (x 0.5%) giv ing us $439 billion that year. Next, I 

multiply that figure by the 56 years from 2024 to 2080 and arrive at $24,03 trillion, which again 

gives a similar ballpark figure to the previous two techniques. 

 

World Bank GDP  2018  

World Bank GDP 2018  $         85,804,391,000,000 

% of Global GDP: 0.50% 

1 Year - 0.5% of GDP:  $              429,021,955,000 

2024 to 2080: 56 

Total GDP 2024 to 2080:  $         24,025,229,480,000 

 

However, there is a problem, the figures from techniques 1 and 2, are set to be decreased by 

50% by our friend the CFV ð The David A. Moss Cash Flow Variable. Whereas this does not 

apply to the World Bank technique. (Maybe the CFV is just a fantasy, I hope so) 

 

For this problem, let me introduce a quote from Paul Romer 

 

 

What cities need right now is big plans, and Big Plans 

Must be Simple 

Plans like the 1811 expansion of New York City, which was 

for a seven-fold expansion. You canõt have a big plan thatõs also 

micromanaging a lot of details, it canõt be complicated.  
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So, they have big plans and they have got to be simple, and you 

got to rely on people to fill in a lot of the detail.ó 

 

The software is very complex, maybe, maybe more complex than any other software in terms 

of what it has to do. And it's going to have its ch allenges and take a lot of very clever people a 

long time to develop. Herein lies the combinatorial explosion, the marriage of ten different 

systems all connected not only by direct actions but also a swarm of internalities, for which we 

need our very best quantum mechanics to make predictions. 

 

Below we see the first basic diagram of the 10 technologies that make up S-World Angelwing. 

The Supereconomics Ai is the combinatorial explosion of the ten technologies.  
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below we see the begging of the power law of venture capital presentation, the subject of 

Supereconomics Book 1. The Ten Technologies, a work in progress, expected in Feb 2021 
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The thing about the software is that no matter how hard it's going to be, or one may also say, 

no matter how much f un it's going to be perfecting The Combinatorial Explosion, in all cases, 

for the users of the technology, from business owners to random people the software is going 

to be incredibly simple, a good example is virtual building, where the builder can see exactly 

where every brick and nail must go virtually and must follow the tutorial. Iõm not saying this for 

sure but in an ideal world, every item that goes into the house has a tracker, and each brick 

shows where it is and where it should go.  

 

Right across the board to the individual companies and their personnel, the software will be 

incredibly simple. And very soon we will have the working prototype of Technology 1. S-Web - 

lookout for the video coming soon.  

 

 

This I believe allows for Paul Romerõs notion that big ideas must be simple. This idea is big and 

complex, but the software simplifies it enormously, maybe the best example is the S-World TBS 

(Technology 2) TBS-CC The Company Controller, designed to gain maximum output from 

personnel, in real-world situations, from travel and real estate to HMRC (UK Tax office), to 

authors and professors. Itõs not just simple it's simple and more efficient. Thatõs what is needed, 

thatõs what we have right here.  

 

So, we shall pass the baton on the CFV problem to Paul Romer and The Marron Institute, 

alongside David A Moss who inspired the CFV and Joseph Stiglitz who inspired Technology 8. 

Net Zero DCA Soft BASIC. 

 

But it's not a reason to be too concerned if we donõt have to include the CFV our GDP figures 

will double, as will all special project allocations including special project 20, which jumps from 

ten to twenty million social housing villas built in Malawi by 2080. Note in general, if a 

potential error leads to making more money I sometimes leave it, only when the coin flip is 

potentially limiting do, I crack down on it. Of course, zero error is preferred. 

 

11. Paid2Learn (& Classic POP)    

http://www.supereconomics.ai/the-64-special-project-allocations
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Chapter  3   

Ģ-ŝ£šÊ 

Determined  Cash Flows  

 

From the opening of Chapter 7. Grand Ŝpin Networks 

Now Iõm, working on an economic adaptation of the equation for Entropy  S Ô 0 for The 

Suburb Sale, which I give the house symbol too; ƀ Ô The Suburb Sale must be equal to or 

greater than the total of all cash flow that is spent with a company that is not in the network, 

which we call É (recycle Éfficacy) and for leakage, I add an L so making ƀ Ô £L.  

ƀ Ô £L. 

The Suburb Sale must be greater than É (recycle Éfficacy) leakage.  

 

 

3. Determined Cash Flows 

1. Suburb Sale Income versus É leakage  

In this History 3  model , 90% of all income comes from the sale of City Suburbs, and It's 

well within reach to change this to 100%.  

So long as the income from the Suburb Sale is greater than É leakage then cash flow will 

increase each year.  

 

2. In this business model ; businesses and industry do not have to create a single new sale 

to be profitable, because of tenders (the Ťender). At the end (need to change this to the 

beginning) of each Śpin (each time all Ťenders are completed within a period such as a 

month), all the money is divided by all the businesses. So long as business and industry 

make their  goods and services paid for by the Ťender on time , they will be in profit.  

Many businesses can then create more goods and services for sale on open markets, 

but this is not needed for success.  

We call this Determined Cash Flows, so long as the Suburb Sale is greater than É 
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leakage then the cash flow of almost every business will increase year on year. 

 

!! Note that because of what is now called the Antitrust Trade Deal, we may be restricted 

on selling on open markets. In the case of American Butterfly 2021 (The US model), the 

current Antitrust Trade Deal sees no sales to the US except for social security recipients, 

whose income is topped up with Network Credits, and a system can be created to then 

sell the goods bought with the Network Credits to people who would pay more  than the 

face value for the Network  credits (for the goods that Network Credits can buy at better 

value than the US market.) 

  

3. The Suburb Sale 

The Suburb Sale is the sale of an entire city suburb to an individual client, be they a 

large company like Facebook Google or Microsoft, a central bank like JapanɅs, a 

foundation  like The Bill and Melinda Gates Foundations or the Chan Zuckerberg 

Initiative, a country like the UK or US, a sovereign wealth fund like Norway's, banks like 

Virgin Money, VCs like Founders Fund, many pension companies, super -rich individuals, 

university endowments  such as Yale Harvard and Texas. 

 

The price is the set-up costs (which will be more expensive in Malawi compared to the 

UK or US), then $1 billion a year, starting 2024 for 16 years or more, well within the 

reach of hundreds of clients.  

The Suburb sale is not just real estate and land, it includes 25% ownership of all the 

businesses and industry in the suburb, which starts at 2048 companies and by 2080 

because of the POP law, increases to about 325,000 companies, by 2080. A very 

different model than a brick and mort ar development with no economics.  

 

recycle-Éfficiency above 95%?  (Moved from 

Addendums Part 1)  

In both History 2 and 3, I have used values for É as high as 100% (or 99.5% on H3). I 

worry about this but canõt really be certain with a working prototype of S-World TBSË 

(Technology 2) and S-World UCSË (Technology 6) The ġ-Ř£ŜË Calculator (Technology 7), 
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and S-World Net-Zero DCAË Soft. (Technology 8). This process began at the begging of 

this month and is going well, but I could do with a well -oiled software and web 

development team as soon as possible and we could make it in a month.  

 

As a circuit breaker for now, in making new UCSË Histories, we shall mostly not exceed 

95% É before Angel City 4 (2048) and 97.5% before Angel City 5 (2080). 

 

 

4. Šenders ð How the cash flow is divided  

So the way it works then is for the Grand Śpin NetworkɅs cash flow, as seen in Part 1, to 

be divided by all the companies in the network, relative to their  performance.   

 

!! Note that because it is so in both Loop Theory (a kind of  combination of general 

relativity and quantum mech anics) and it is so in MMT (Modern Monetary Theory) the 

money will be spent first, the business will receive the money at the begging of each 

round and then spent again mi lliseconds later, one business after the other. The 

benefits of this in economics are clear ly presented in The Deficit Myth by Stephanie 

Kelton . As for the benefits due to Loop Theory , consider a human is a complex structure 

created from DNA, quantum mech anics are essentially the universes DNA, and whilst 

there is not yet a direct cause and effect, it is in keeping with history for this to create a 

distinct benefit somewhere down the line.  

Now there is a direct benefit, and that is the decision to quantize the networks cash 

flow. At this time, so we only create a network credit, when we receive a dollar and 

save it,  in a place that can be easily monitored. So, in this case, we cannot use MMT 

and create more network credits , we can only spend what we have, but we can 

spend it much faster .  

Maybe in the future in the Bretton Woods way the US stopped converting  dollars 

for gold, we may make network credits digitally without  the corresponding  dollar 

in the bank, but ideally not. This would only happen if the currencies  we have in 

dollars and ot hers, became worthless. Then we would create monetary sovereignty  

for the network credit and  carry on as if little has happened.  
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5. Poorly performing companies will be assisted  by receiving enough cash flow to 

operate as part of The Susskind Boost and Peet Tent laws (inspired by  string theory , the 

competition of Loop Theory ).  

 

6. In most situations, labour (staff, personnel, management) receive exactly 25% of 

the Šender or put another way 25% of the cash flow of the entire network  is allocated 

to labour . This is well above the average wage in Malawi. 

 

7. Labour do not pay typical tax , instead, 25% of their income is used to pay for a 4/5-

star house that they will own once paid for.  

This form of social housing is so efficient it sees over 10 million homes build for 

Malawian citizens. All Malawian will literally live in a mini-mansion. Or if they choose to 

add to the build or furnishings costs from  their bonuses, for  a full mansion. 

The only problem we can see with this strategy is that we donɅt have enough water to fill 

all the swimming poos. To address this we are looking into The Malawi Corridor and 

pumping water in from desalinization plants  in Mozambique  or Tanzania, this becoming 

the prototype for the supermassive project African Rain, which wishes to turn large 

parts of the Sahara back into fertile land and crate accommodation (again 4/5 star) but 

this time for over a billion people, all but guaranteeing the end of the need for 

economic immigration from Africa  and Western Asia. 

 

In addition to their property contribution of 25% of their salary, an additional 25% pays 

for the Paid2Learn expenses. This fund teaches the next wave of Malawian personnel or 

in some cases the first wave as it would seem prudent to plan the first few years of 

operations 2024 to 2027 via what economist call technical assistance, which sees 

experts from arou nd the world fly into Malawi and work and teach any technical tasks. 

Note that in general when setting up companies the company is split into 4 sets of 25% 

equity, 25% for the purchaser of the Suburb Sale, 25% for the companies that own the 

patents and are  doing very well (who would provide the technical assistance), the n 25% 

for the first phase of Malawian personnel, and 25% for the next generation of Malawian 

personnel.  This initiative sees equality throughout Malawi, not fully equal like 

communism, far f rom it, as the UCS system creates many competitions and the winners 
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receive more network credits, but also not like capitalism today with half of all the 

money in the hands of 1% of people.    

Lastly when practical, Labour can direct their 25% contribution  of Paid2Learn toward 

their own rural villas, and indeed their  own family within  the rural village. This action 

starts the sports league s that I would like to see set up in 256 different villages. See 

Special Project 52. Youth Projects, 53 Malawi Football and Other Sports Leagues, and 

Special Project 54. Malawi ɀ 2034 World Cup Bid.  More on this in chapter  7. Grand Śpin 

Network .  

 

8. Fourteen reasons why S-World companies will outperform classical 

companies. 

i. Each business starts with world -class technology and systems 

ii. S-World Film creates superior films and Stills for products  and social media and 

seeks to make Hollywood films (some real, some not) about S-World. 

iii. At the Ťender level sales and marketing costs are zero  

iv. Rent ɀ Zero (each company owns its own real estate)  

v. Warehousing costs low to zero  (Warehousing is owned by the company) 

vi. Business Rates and Property Taxes ɀ Cost Zero 

vii. VAT between two network companies ɀ Cost Zero 

viii. CFO ɀ Chief Financial Officer, Accounting, Auditing ɀ Cost Zero, or much less than 

normal for more complex or massive companies.   

ix. Other  C-Suite Personnel ɀ Less needed, if any are needed at all. 

x. Economies of scale in a market worth $23 trillion . (It's massively cheaper per home 

to build 10 million than it is to build one.)  

xi. Network Effects ɀ Super internalities , The Ast<>Bst  find and create opportunities 

within the network.  

xii. Net-Zero DCA works out what new types of business will do well in the network . 

xiii. Efficient Suppliers, goods and services from other networks in the same company 

are guaranteed to be, high quality and competi tively priced. 

 

Imagine if Amazon assessed every product for sale, and only allowed the best few 
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products to be sold. ThatɅs what is desired here, for each product, such as an 

Aluminium Window we search the world for the product thatɅs not the most 

expensive, but that is, as good or almost as good as the most expensive, which 

can be produced at scale for the same price that a standard Aluminium Window 

costs. Equalling a good price, and exceptional quality.  

 

For each product including patents, technology, t he current company gives the 

Malawi Grand Śpin Network company the rights to manufacture the good s, and 

for the first year or two provides technical assistance, such as a manager moving 

to Malawi and set up and run the company for the first few years.  Or a virtual 

production line as is described in Chapter 7 . Grand Śpin Networks. 

 

xiv. Carbon Traffic Light Scores  ɀ Each companies CO2 and other ecological footprint 

is assessed by the Carbon Traffic Light Team. 
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Part  2  

Sixty -Four  

Reasons  Why  
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Chapter  4  

Supereconomics Book  Three  

64 Reasons Why 
 

Sixty -Four Reasons Why  

The S-World Mantra from Isaac Asimov : 

 

òYou may not predict what an individual may do, but you can put 

in motion things that will move the masses in a direction that is 

desired, thus shaping if not predicting the future.ó 

 

The S-World Mantra Since 2011 | Isaac Asimov  

 

ġ-Ř£ŜË Financial Engineering 

Please look at ġ-Ř£ŜË and try to find a critical error. Iõve been trying to find a critical error 

for more than two years and I canõt see it.  

Until disproven I will present the book, ôas-ifõ there is no error in ġ-Ř£ŜË.  

 

How can we do the most good  1 
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Special Projects are the subject of this book, the 64 Reasons Why, now 73 different projects 

that are ecological, philanthropic, scientific, social and/or complexity saving. 

 

The Sienna Equilibrium  and  Net -ZERO DCAË Soft. 

In Part 4, we have a look at ripple effects, externalities, internalities and the Sienna 

Equilibrium; which we entangle within the Network and then use the Net -Zero Dynamic 

Comparative Advantage software to program/plot the Grand Ŝpin Network in a way that 

maximizes the cash flow allocation to the ecological, philanthropic, scientific, social and 

complexity saving Special Projects.  

 

It is looking like about half of all cash flow can be spent by one or another of the 64 (now 

72) Special Projects, maybe 75%; and as a worst-case 25%, But even 25% is no mean feat. 

Have a look at the figures on The Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation spending versus 

Microsoft (that could easily be wrong and are ôdefinitely incompleteõ) showing that 4.55% 

of Microsoft turnover (cash flow) is spent via the Bill and Melinda foundation. Thus 25% is 

significant, but in truth , I would be disappointed with any thing below 75%, and thatõs the 

trick. 

 

Ģ-ŝÉšÊ makes us powerful.  

Net-Zero DCA² makes us beautiful. 

 

M-System 15. Angel POP:  

òHow can we Accomplish as Much Good as Possible? 2ó 

We see the following phrase on the cover of the 3rd and most up to date  version of Sixty-Four 

Reasons Why. 

ɈGrand Networks in Locations in Abject Poverty 

are Special Projects.ɉ 

 

In 2017, this realization was massive and changed the direction of the project to focus on 

Africa, in place of building Grand Networks in the West and propelling  an as-if butter fly effect 

of special projects towards Africa, instead, just start in Africa and build th e special projects as 

an integral part of the Grand Networks. Which gives us the platform to direct most of the cash 

flow to special projects. 

 

Joseph Stiglitz on Dynamic Comparative Advantage  

It will also help to hear from Joseph Stiglitz on Dynamic Comparative Advantage. 
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òIt has become conventional wisdom to emphasize what matters is not static 

comparative advantage but dynamic comparative advantage. Korea did not have 

a comparative advantage in producing semiconductors when it 

embarked on its transition. Its static comparative advantage was in the 

production of rice. Had it followed its static comparative advantage (as 

many neoclassical economists had recommended), then that might still be its 

comparative advantage, it might be the best rice grower in the world, but 

it wou ld still be poor.ó 

 

Using Net-Zero DCA BASIC software we plan the dynamic comparative advantage of Malawi to 

specialise in Net-Zero companies and products, and companies and products that assist the 

special projects. If we can use ġ-Ř£ŜË this leads to steady growth from the poorest country in 

the world in per capita GDP to a country that shares 1% of GDP. And all this industry and 

business does the most good. In one model 95% of all that is spent assists one or more special 

projects in a significant way. 

 

Important to note is that the ġ-Ř£ŜË and Net-Zero DCA BASIC systems create the demand to  

build and do business in Malawi, the vast majority of all spending will be on special projects,  

including ten million 4/5-star social housing villas and apartments, infrastructure, power, and  

on and on, through the many special projects. The advantage is massive in Malawi and almost  

unnoti ceable outside of Malawi. This is important because DCA can't just decide to make Net - 

Zero goods and infrastructure, it needs demand for Net-Zero goods and infrastructure, and as  

Iõve just pointed out most of all spending is within Malawi as part of the Grand Ŝpin Networks.  

So, we can scale, without the worry of the market.  

    Sure, once enough goods are in the warehouses they can be sold on markets, and will  

probably do very well, (if we donõt do an Antitrust deal prevent that) but we donõt need that,  

we are not relying on trade in the decision to make our Net -Zero DCA on goods and special  

projects, because we already have the demand, 92% of which is paid for by the suburb sale, as  

detailed in History 3, and later on in this book.  

 

Paul Romer and Char ter Cities.  

For the Nobel winning book Poor Economics by Abhijit Banerjee and Esther Duflo 

 

ȰOne possible way to break the vicious cycle of bad institutions is to import change 

from the outside. Paul Romer, known for his pioneering work on economic growth a 

couple of decades ago, came up with what seems like a brilliant solution: If you cannot 

run your country, subcontract it to someone who can.  

 

Still, running an entire country may be difficult. So, he proposes starting with cities, 

small enough to be manageable but large enough to make a difference. Inspired by the 
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example of Hong Kong, developed with great success by the British and then handed 

ÂÁÃË ÔÏ #ÈÉÎÁȟ ÈÅ ÄÅÖÅÌÏÐÅÄ ÔÈÅ ÃÏÎÃÅÐÔ ÏÆ ȰÃÈÁÒÔÅÒ ÃÉÔÉÅÓȢȱ #ÏÕÎÔÒÉÅÓ ×ÏÕÌÄ ÈÁÎÄ ÏÖÅÒ 

an empty strip of territory to a foreign power, who would then take the responsibility 

for developing a new city with good institutions. Starting from scratch, it is possible to 

establish a set of good ground rules (his examples range from traffic congestion 

charges to marginal cost pricing for electricity, and of course include legal protection 

of property rights). Because no one was forced to move there, and all new arrivals are 

voluntaryɂthe strip was empty to start withɂpeople would not have any reason to 

complain about the new rules.ȱ 

 

Then came Nobelõs, (for Romer, Abhijit Banerjee and Esther Duflo) and then MARS Resort 1, 

which we shall get to later and now we are presenting to Paul Romer, Peter Thiel, Bill and 

Melinda Gates, Stephanie Kelton, Pricilla Chan and Mark Zuckerberg, Kate Middleton, 

Madonna, Richard Branson, Barack Obama, and Elon Musk  

 

From the $23.32 trillion in cash flow most will be spent on ways that make Malawians happy, 

and there will be no spending on things that makes the world unhappy.  

 

This system is called Net-ZERO DCAË BASIC and it is the subject of part 4. And in the summer 

of 2020, this was the frontier of systems designs. When I started book 1, ġ-Ř£ŜË it was the be-

all and end-all, and the Special Projects were simply what it could afford. But in making Net -

Zero DCA, I discovered an equal to ġ-Ř£ŜË in terms of increasing spending on special 

projects by a factor of more than 10.  

 

The big idea is, given Ģ-ŝÉšÊ Financial Engineering and Supereconomics, 

Malawiõs best Dynamic Comparative Advantage is for Malawi to specialize in 

creating Net-ZERO products and machinery. 

 

In Part 5, the concluding part of 64 Reasons Why we look first at the 9 key points from the SRC 

ð Stockholm Resilience Centresõ ð Nine Planetary Boundaries.  

 

a. Stratospheric Ozone Depletion 

b. Loss of Biosphere Integrity (Biodiversity Loss and Extinctions) 

c. Chemical Pollution and the Release of Novel Entities 

d. Climate Change 

e. Ocean Acidification 

f. Freshwater Consumption and the Global Hydrological Cycle 

g. Land System Change 

h. Nitrogen and Phosphorus Flows to the Biosphere and Oceans 

i. Atmospheric Aerosol Loading 

 

https://www.stockholmresilience.org/research/planetary-boundaries/planetary-boundaries/about-the-research/the-nine-planetary-boundaries.html


 

64 | P a g e 
 

And The UNITED NATIONS; Sustainable Development Goals 2019 

a. UN GOAL 1: No Poverty 

b. UN GOAL 2: Zero Hunger 

c. UN GOAL 3: Good Health and Well-Being  

d. UN GOAL 4: Quality Education 

e. UN GOAL 5: Gender Equality 

f. UN GOAL 6: Clean Water and Sanitation 

g. UN GOAL 7: Affordable and Clean Energy 

h. UN GOAL 8: Decent Work and Economic Growth 

i. UN GOAL 9: Industry, Innovation, and Infrastructure 

j. UN GOAL 10: Reduced Inequalities 

k. UN GOAL 11: Sustainable Cities and Communities 

l. UN GOAL 12: Responsible Consumption and Production 

m. UN GOAL 13: Climate Action 

n. UN GOAL 14: Life Below Water 

o. UN GOAL 15: Life on Land 

p. UN GOAL 16: Peace, Justice and Strong Institutions  

q. UN GOAL 17: Partnerships  

 

This part of the book presents the 64 Special Projects and records on each when SRC or 

UN goals are assisted (directly or via internalities).  

 

9. Next, we list the f irst 34 special projects, noting which of the SRC and UN goals are 

achieved by the project. Staring with Experience Africa as seen below. 

Special Project 1. Experience Africa (Conservation)  

 

UN GOAL ð 15: Life on Land (Biodiversity Loss) ð (+ SRC Goal 2) 

UN GOAL ð 11: Sustainable Cities and Communities 

 

https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/sustainable-development-goals/
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We show the full list (up to 64) in just a few pages under ôSpecial Project Allocations.õ  

To see the graphical version, look at the second half of book 1. 64 Reasons Why ð Summary or 

just follow this link  for projects 1 to 33 ; www.angeltheory.org/supereconomics-3-part-5a-

special-projects-1-to-33. Or this link www.angeltheory.org/supereconomics-3-part-5b-special-

projects-34-to-71 for pro jects 34 to 71. 

 

Special Project  33  
24th November 2018 to 3rd November 2019 

Growth Theory versus Climate Change 

Special Project 33. Growth Theory versus Climate Change  looks at the consequence 

of building Cities, and the environment.  

 

òSo, hereõs the thing, a thing that has been drilled into me since I was old enough to overhear 

and understand my father talking: Overpopulation versus the Environment is a zero-sum game. 

In general, the greater the population, the more it extracts from and damages the  

environment. First, as forests are cleared to make room for towns, cities, and infrastructure. 

Second, as nature is cleared for business interests, resource extraction, and farming. Third , the 

need for energy causes climate change. And fourth , even if you solve all the last 3 problems, 

increased people, in general, increases the market for beef and other carbon -emitting animals, 

and of course everyone breaths in oxygen and breaths out carbon. And I can't see a breath 

tax on the horizon.  

To my father, demographic growth and GDP growth comes at a cost to nature. And, of course, 

I agree, itõs a very difficult argument to disagree with. The only discrepancy is who cares and 

what can be done about it?  

 

For this reason, I introduced the minimum criteria for any Grand Ŝpin Network that it must be 

an ecological improvement on the land before development, certainly , there must be less CO2 

after the development is complete. In addition , we are already immersed within the 64 Reasons 

Why S-World is a good thing. And many of these reasons, are all about how we can slow down 

and turn around Climate Change; from the 1st legal law of S-World that each development 

must be a carbon decreasing exercise to Siennaõs Forests and how from each square km of 

development there will be a square km of arid land returned to forest. To EEE Points and 

Demerits, the Carbon Traffic Lights idea, and the elephant in the room: 

 

This paper - Growth Theory versus Climate Change - addresses the elephant in the room, the 

Bottom Billion , the poorest 50 to 100 countries, thatõs what this paper is about; creating Net-

Zero Cities across the third world because Grand Networks in locations of extreme poverty 

are special projects.  

Without this net-zero plan, the bottom billion have no net-zero plan,  

 

http://www.angeltheory.org/supereconomics-3-part-5a-special-projects-1-to-33
http://www.angeltheory.org/supereconomics-3-part-5a-special-projects-1-to-33
http://www.angeltheory.org/supereconomics-3-part-5b-special-projects-34-to-71
http://www.angeltheory.org/supereconomics-3-part-5b-special-projects-34-to-71
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An obvious question in general, that I will give detail to later  is; Why Malawi ?, relative to this 

plan for Net -Zero Cites Malawi is particularly suited because half of Malawi is poorly tended 

farmland, creating little oxygen. In Malawi to make a city Net Zero, one can offset some CO2 

with a lush forest as we see Malawiõs neighbours Tanzania and Mozambique have.  

It is a tragedy that half of Malawi has been deforested, on many levels, but practically, it 's 

perfect, a blank canvas so to speak, ready for reforestation on an epic scale.  

 

This special project is the only one that caries Sienna's name; Special Project 6. Siennaõs Forests 

Special Project 6. Siennaõs Forests 

 

UN GOAL 15: Life on Land (+UN GOALS 11, 13) 

SRC GOAL 7: Land System Change (+ SRC GOALS 2, 4, 6) 

On Charter Cities ð Paul Romer was noted to say: òItõs the worst idea that has come along, 

except f or  all the others!ó  

This is not to say that Charter Cities are the best plan; it's telling us that there are few other 

plans, and none it seems will work. 

 

But now there is another plan, not a competitor to Romerõs, but an addition to Romerõs. 

We take all that is good in Romerõs Charter Cities and add ġ-Ř£ŜË Financial Engineering, which 

in turn affords the Special Projects so that now each development will be a carbon 

improvement. Which round robins to correct what seems to be a weakness in Romerõs Charter 

Cities ð poor  PR. 

Given much the same plan, apply ġ-Ř£ŜË to afford to make the development in an ecologically 

efficient way, do the rest of the special projects in the same city, and deploy Technology 4. S-

World Film, propelling the good news across the world in very creative ways, including the 

entire City project seen first as a virtual world and Game. Plus, Villa Secrets, S-WebË and the 

TBSË business software and we would create a successful formula. 

 

Next, in the 64 Reasons Why ð Summary we have a 20-page section on the S-WebË 

technology that creates special project one in such a way that it costs very little to create 

because we have already created the system for vacation rentals. Since 2016 it has been 

speculated that the concept Experience Africa could create as much money for the protection 
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of Rhinoõs Elephants and Cheetah than all other sources combined.  

 

Working from 64 Reasons Why ð Summary, after Experience Africa and S-WebË, we return to 

the display of the special projects see; www.angeltheory.org/supereconomics-3-part-5b-

special-projects-34-to-71. 

 

Lastly, before we get to the 64 Special Project Allocations, comes some points from Book 4. 

10x Our Future.  

 

Below we see  

The SRC  ð Stockholm Resilience Centres  

Nine Planetary Boundaries. 

 

 

http://www.angeltheory.org/supereconomics-3-part-5b-special-projects-34-to-71
http://www.angeltheory.org/supereconomics-3-part-5b-special-projects-34-to-71
https://www.stockholmresilience.org/research/planetary-boundaries/planetary-boundaries/about-the-research/the-nine-planetary-boundaries.html


 

68 | P a g e 
 

Special Project Allocations  

 

So, from 2020 to 2080, special project 1. Experience Africa is allocated $95 billion in cash flow, 

Siennaõs Forests will see $285 billion, and paid2Leran 1 a massive $759 billion.  

 

  Special Projects SET 1 of 4.      

SP Reasons Why Type # Allocation 

1 Experience Africa (Conservation) Company 2  $       94,863,000,000  

2 The Ecological Experience Economy  Law 0  $ -    

3 Advancing Human Potential Education 3  $     142,294,500,000  

4 Cities of Science Companies 2  $       94,863,000,000  

5 POP ð Equality & The Poverty Gap Law 0  $  -    

6 Siennaõs Forests Companies 6  $     284,589,000,000  

7 Global Cooling Companies 6  $     284,589,000,000  

8 Universal Knowledge  Education 4  $     189,726,000,000  

9 Spartan Contracts ð Great Jobs + Skills Law 0  $ -    

10 Universal Healthcare Companies 8  $     379,452,000,000  

11 African Rain Companies 4  $     189,726,000,000  

12 Their Oceans Companies 3  $     142,294,500,000  

13 Female Equality and Family Planning Organization 4  $     189,726,000,000  

14 The Population Point Organization 2  $       94,863,000,000  

15 The Spartan Theory ð Peace & Protection Governments 3  $     142,294,500,000  

16 S-World UCSË  Super Project 4  $     189,726,000,000  

 

At 6.25% of all spending special project 20 ð Luxury Social Housing will be allocated $1.5 

trillion . 
 

  Special Projects SET 2 of 4        

SP Reasons Why Type # Allocation 

17 S-World UCS MARS Resort 1 Companies 2  $      94,863,000,000  

18 Tax Symmetry Idea 0  $ -    

19 ġ-Ř£ŜË - Financial Engineering Law 0  $ -    

20 Net-Zero Five-Star Social Housing Companies 32  $  1,517,808,000,000  

21 Partnerships (Business)  Companies 1  $       47,431,500,000  

22 The TBS Ë ð Total Business Systems Super Project 4  $     189,726,000,000  

23 Villa Secrets - Micro Network Strategies Companies 1  $       47,431,500,000  

24 S-World Film M-System 8  $     379,452,000,000  

25 S-World VSNË Virtual Education Super Project 4  $     189,726,000,000  

26 Paid-2-Learn 1 Personnel  16  $     758,904,000,000  

27  S-World UCSË MMO Education Super Project 2  $       94,863,000,000  

28 S-World BESË Behavioural Economics R&D 2  $       94,863,000,000  

29 S-World Angelwing Software Framework R&D 2  $       94,863,000,000  

30 The Theory of Every Business  Idea and Laws 0  $ -    

31 The M&B String and Internalities M-System 2 1  $       47,431,500,000  

32 The Malawi Grand Network (Jobs) Ripple Effects 0  $ -    
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Environmental projects overall will see $3.3 trillion , and when we include the infrastructure 

necessary to facilitate $4.9 trillion will be spent on education and training.   

 

 

 Special Projects SET 3 of 4        

SP Reasons Why Type # Allocation 

33 Growth Theory versus Climate Change Goal 8  $     379,452,000,000  

34 Net-Zero Industry Companies 8  $     379,452,000,000  

35 Scarce Resources Variable of Law 1  $       47,431,500,000  

36 Biodegradable Packaging and Plastics Companies 3  $     142,294,500,000  

37 Recycling Companies 3  $     142,294,500,000  

38 Waste Management Companies 6  $     284,589,000,000  

39 Infrastructure Companies 16  $     758,904,000,000  

40 Solar Arrays | S-World Power Companies 8  $     379,452,000,000  

41 Internet Companies 8  $     379,452,000,000  

42 S-World AEË ð Aid Efficiency  Software / R&D 1  $       47,431,500,000  

43 Welfare for the Villages (Paid2Learn 2) Companies 8  $     379,452,000,000  

44 S-World Food Companies 8  $     379,452,000,000  

45 S-World Air  Companies 4  $     189,726,000,000  

46 S-World Water Companies 8  $     379,452,000,000  

47 Limiting Antibiotics and Pesticides? Companies 2  $       94,863,000,000  

48  Is it Safe? Observation 4  $     189,726,000,000  

 

  Special Projects SET 4 of 4       

SP Reasons Why Type # Allocation 

49 Fort Malawi Garrison (Against Poachers) Companies 2  $      94,863,000,000  

50 The Rule of Law and Institutions Organization 2  $      94,863,000,000  

51 Female, Racial, LGBT, and other Equalities  Ideal 2  $      94,863,000,000  

52 Youth Projects Companies 4  $    189,726,000,000  

53 Football & Sports Leagues (Paid 2 Learn 3) Companies 6  $    284,589,000,000  

54 Malawi - 2034 FIFA World Cup Bid Companies 4  $    189,726,000,000  

55 The Arts ð Music, Stage, Art, Craft et al. Companies 4  $    189,726,000,000  

56 Social Maternalism  Companies 1  $      47,431,500,000  

57 Ecole Maternelle (Kindergartens) Companies 1  $      47,431,500,000  

58 Mental Health & Addiction  Companies 2  $      94,863,000,000  

59 Immigration  Organization 1  $      47,431,500,000  

60 S-World South Africa New Network 1  $      47,431,500,000  

61 An AmazonË Grand Network in Brazil? New Network 1  $      47,431,500,000  

62 Angel Theory Idea 1  $      47,431,500,000  

63 POP (Financial Gravity & Equality) Law & M-System 1  $      47,431,500,000  

64 M-Systems (The Theory of Everything) M-Systems 1  $      47,431,500,000  

  Total Special Project Spending 100% 256  $12,142,464,000,000  

  Spent on Ecological Projects 27.0% 69  $  3,272,773,500,000  

  Spent on Education - Paid 2 Learn et al. 40.2% 103  $  4,885,444,500,000  
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Part  1c  

Monopoly, by Peter Thiel 

From Zero  to One  
 

 

Add to Chapter  

 

!ÕÄÉÂÌÅ #ÈÁÐÔÅÒ υȢ $ÏÎȭÔ 4ÈÉÎË ÏÆ Á (ÏÕÓÅÈÏÌÄ ɀ Minus 58.40 Seconds 

òThe term Monopoly, refers of course, to a market in 

which there is only one supplier of some product. Since 

the Federal Government is the sole manufacturers of US 

dollars we can think of it as having a monopoly over the 

dollar itself. ó 

ȰIt 's kind of like been given a super-copyright, one that never expires 

over the ability to make additional copies of the dollar. It's an 

exclusive power articulated by our founders. It's not something 

households, businesses, or state or local governments can do. Only the 

Federal Government can issue our currency. Everyone else is merely a 

ÃÕÒÒÅÎÃÙ ÕÓÅÒȢ )ÔȭÓ Á ÓÐÅÃÉÁÌ ÐÏ×ÅÒ ÔÈÁÔ ÍÕÓÔ ÂÅ ÅØÅÒÃÉÓÅÄ ×ÉÔÈ ÇÒÅÁÔ 

care.ȱ  

 

!ÕÄÉÂÌÅ #ÈÁÐÔÅÒ υȢ $ÏÎȭÔ 4ÈÉÎË ÏÆ Á (ÏÕÓÅÈÏÌÄ ɀ Minus 57.18 Seconds 

To take full advantage of the special powers that accrue to the 

currency issuer, countries need to do more than just grant themselves 

ÔÈÅ ÅØÃÌÕÓÉÖÅ ÒÉÇÈÔ ÔÏ ÉÓÓÕÅ ÔÈÅ ÃÕÒÒÅÎÃÙȢ )ÔͻÓ ÁÌÓÏ ÉÍÐÏÒÔÁÎÔ ÔÈÅÙ ÄÏÎȭÔ 

promise to convert their currency into something they could run out 



 

71 | P a g e 
 

of, for example, gold, or some other countries currency, and they need 

to refrain from borrowing, that is taking on debt, in a currency that 

ÉÓÎȭÔ ÔÈÅÉÒ Ï×ÎȢ  

When a country issues its own nonconvertible, FIAT 

currency and only borrows in its own currency that 

country has attained Monetary sovereignty.   
Countries with Monetary sovereignty then, donõt have to manage their budget like a 

household would, they can use curre ncy-issuing capacity, t o pursue policies aimed at 

maintaining a full -employment economy.  

Sometimes people ask me whether MMT applies to countries outside 

the United States, it does, even though the US dollar is considered 

special because of its status as the global reserve currency, lots of 

other countries have the power to make their monetary systems work 

ÆÏÒ ÔÈÅÉÒ ÐÅÏÐÌÅȣ 

ȣ --4 ÃÁÎ ÂÅ ÕÓÅÄ ÔÏ ÄÅÓÃÒÉÂÅ ÁÎÄ ÉÍÐÒÏÖÅ ÔÈÅ ÐÏÌÉÃÙ ÃÈÏÉÃÅÓ 

available to any country with a high degree of monetary sovereignty. 

The US, Japan, The UK, Australia, Canada and ÍÁÎÙ ÍÏÒÅȣ 

Sometimes people ask me whether MMT applies to countries outside 

the United States, it does, even though the US dollar is considered 

special because of its status as the global reserve currency, lots of 

other countries have the power to make their monetary systems work 

ÆÏÒ ÔÈÅÉÒ ÐÅÏÐÌÅȣ 

ȣ --4 ÃÁÎ ÂÅ ÕÓÅÄ ÔÏ ÄÅÓÃÒÉÂÅ ÁÎÄ ÉÍÐÒÏÖÅ ÔÈÅ ÐÏÌÉÃÙ ÃÈÏÉÃÅÓ 

available to any country with a high degree of monetary sovereignty. 

4ÈÅ 53ȟ *ÁÐÁÎȟ 4ÈÅ 5+ȟ !ÕÓÔÒÁÌÉÁȟ #ÁÎÁÄÁ ÁÎÄ ÍÁÎÙ ÍÏÒÅȣ 

!ÕÄÉÂÌÅ #ÈÁÐÔÅÒ υȢ $ÏÎȭÔ 4Èink of a Household ɀ Minus 54.46 Seconds 

When countries with little or no monetary sovereignty fail to prioritise 

budget discipline, they can face unsustainable debts just like a 

household. In contrast, the United States never has to worry about 

running out of money, it can always pay the bills, even the big ones. 

4ÈÅ 53 ÃÁÎȭÔ ÅÎÄ ÕÐ ÌÉËÅ 'ÒÅÅÃÅȟ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÇÁÖÅ ÕÐ ÉÔÓ ÍÏÎÅÔÁÒÙ 

sovereignty when it stopped issuing the Drachma.    

ê 
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Chapter  5  

M o nop o ly  

From Theodore Roosevelt & Antitrust 

To Peter Thiel & Zero To One 

 

4. Monopoly  

1. ġ-Ř£ŜË The Monopoly Equation  

ġ-Ř£ŜË is a monopolistic equation, the higher the recycle-Éfficiency (The É in ġ-Ř£ŜË) 

the closer it comes to complete network equilibrium and if É = 100 it is a perfect 

monopoly .  

 

2. Theodor Rooseveltsõ Antitrust ð Only bust the bad trusts.  

In ôAntitrust in the New Gilded Ageõ by Tim Wu, and Presidents of War by Michael 

Beschloss, Wu and Beschloss tell that at the height of antitrust Theodore Roosevelt 

only sanctioned the bad trusts, and boy were they bad, more like big organised crime 

syndicates than networks of businesses. In Theodore Roosevelt judgement S-World 

with its 64 Reasons Why would not have been troubled.  

 

3. Not enacted in the US  for 20 years  ð Opps ð Enacted today!  

The original research into antitrust was immediately encouraging as it has been 20 

years since antitrust was last directed at Microsoft, Microsoft survived  and no new 

actions were started, it does, after all, seem rather silly to smash your most prestigious 

and successful companies.  

 

LOL, since that observation new antitrust (or talk of antitrust) has been directed 

towards Facebook, Apple, Amazon and Google.  

 

I donõt have a good source here, just memories from the news but it seems that these 
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actions are from the left of the isle, which makes sense as antirust is traditionally left of 

centre pursuit, Iõm confused about how these actions are getting past President 

Trump, but I am not concerned for two reasons.  

 

1) Sixty -Four Reasons Why. The positioning of this part of the story as the chapter 

after Sixty-Four Reasons Why this was deliberate. Sixty -Four Reasons Why, the 

special project allocations and the whole darn thing is the ultimate left of centre  

action.  Starting with Presidents Obama and Clinton, who are desired as S-World 

Board members and enthusiastic flag bearers, then through the Democratic Party, I 

seek first not a pledge of leniency on Antirust for S-Wold in the USA, but instead, we 

ask that the US does not interfere with Malawi for a non-antirust-addenda. And in 

particular, will not change AGOA and current Aid to the Malawi Government. 

 

4. BT versus Huawei  

In the UK and Europe will you find antitrust still alive, and it cannot last, because the 

UK and Europe are falling behind. In the case of British Telecom, because they were 

smashed to pieces, now the UK needs China telecom companies to do UK telecom 

infrastructure. Why? Because where the UK government broke the British Telecom 

monopoly, China encourages and assisted Huaweiõs development at every juncture. 

 

Note on this that my mother did inform me that in the 60s and 70s BTõs service was 

poor and they did not  deserve the monopoly. So maybe my last analogy is not telling 

the complete picture.  

  

5. Smashing four of the top five technologies companies in the USA is a bad idea?  

Add content on thisê 

 

6. The Antitrust Charter City Argument by Paul Romer ð Because were building 

something where there is nothing , it's ok to use monopoly because like Romer says, 

people have the choice to move to a charter city and so canõt argue about the rules.  

 

7. Peter Thielõs Zero to One 
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8. S-WebË Start Small and Monopolise 

9. Network Effects 

10. Last Mover Advantage 

11. S-World is a good monopoly because of Super Coupling Distribution  

12. S-World is a good monopoly because of  History 2 

13. S-World is a good monopoly because of  87 Quintillion Histories  

14. S-World is a good monopoly because of  QuESC 

15. S-World is a good monopoly because of  Commanders Intent 

16. S-World is a good monopoly because of S-World Film Branding 

17. S-World is a good monopoly because of The Spartan Theory 

 

 

The Future of Capita lis m | Paul Collier  

 

ȰA good model starts from assumptions that simplify, but are not 

surprising, yet reach surprising results. Ideally it crystallises 

something that thereafter seems obvious, but hitherto you had 

ÎÏÔ ÒÅÁÌÉÓÅÄȢȱ   (See Š-ŔÉŚɞ Financial Engineering & Supermonopoly ) 

 

The Future of Capitalism ð Paul Collier 

 

 

Ȱ7Å ÎÅÅÄ ÔÈÅ ÍÁÒËÅÔ but harnessed by a sense of purpose 

ÓÅÃÕÒÅÌÙ ÇÒÏÕÎÄÅÄ ÉÎ ÅÔÈÉÃÓȢȱ 
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1. Ȱ3ÃÁÌÅ ÉÓ ÅÓÓÅÎÔÉÁÌ ÆÏÒ ÍÏÄÅÒÎ ÌÅÖÅÌÓ ÏÆ ÐÒÏÄÕÃÔÉÖÉÔÙȢ )Î ÔÈÅ 53! ωτϷ of people work 

in a group. In African societies, most people work solo as artisans or smallholders, 

it has its virtues, but in consequence, productivity is chronically low, and so people 

are achingly poor. We need modern firms, and so do Africans, because Africa is not 

ÏÎÌÙ ÔÈÅ ÌÅÁÓÔ ÐÒÏÓÐÅÒÏÕÓ ÒÅÇÉÏÎȠ ÉÔ ÉÓ ÔÈÅ ÌÅÁÓÔ ÈÁÐÐÙ ÒÅÇÉÏÎȢȱ 

 

2. Ordinary workers on the assembly line were organized into small teams called quality 

circles and given the responsibility for quality control. Faults are treasures.   
 

This incite was very useful, the idea of quality circles has since been applied to all companies, 

which can break up a medium-sized company into several quality circles. Now in 

microeconomics, we will find many quality circles of four people or less, and most or all have 

equity directly in the small and medium-sized companies created. 

 

CNBC https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=IcghGCBROR0 

Antitrust  enforcement based on the size of companies has been dormant for the last 40 years. 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=frA5_sTj_8A 

What Facebook, Google and Others Can Learn From Microsoftõs Antitrust Case | WSJ 

 

Consumer Harm  

Price 

Quality 

Innovation  

 

BT is a shame but what makes it a  tragedy is that there 

were no obvious competitors to Huawei in Europe . 

 

This part of the presentation could have been Part 2. But I put it after 

Part 4. 64 Reasons Why to assist the delivery of the benefit of all that 

Philanthropy and Net-Zeroness to help deliver one point above all other 

arguments, that being Theodore  Roosevelts express wished that only the 

bad trusts should be busted!  

 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=IcghGCBROR0
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=frA5_sTj_8A
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Close on the heels of this point is that half the businesses are going to be 

owned by different local citizens, and companies are made in their 

names, who would get served? The owners of TWF (The Window 

Factory) with a turnover of a few million dollars?  

 

 

Lastly in terms of big-ticket items is that once the ink has dried on the 

agreements S-World can brag about its monopoly power, and create 

accurate forecasts for investors, years into the future.  

 

Next, we are going to hear an article about The Monopoly Equation, and why Peter Theil and 

Paul Romer were the first to be contacted about the technology.  
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The Monopoly Equation  
Itõs Not That Complicated - For Paul Romer & Peter Thiel 

 

 

 

1 Story Elevator Pitch: (Repeated) 
Peter Thiel: 

òSimply stated, the value of a business today is the sum of all the money it will 

make in the future.ó 

 

Nick Ray Ball: 

òThe Supereconomics valuation then; is one-thousand-one-hundred and ð 

sixty-six trillion US dollars.ó 
 

20 Story Elevator Pitch: 
 

Question: 

 

Ȱ7ÈÁÔ ÉÍÐÏÒÔÁÎÔ ÔÒÕÔÈ ÄÏ ÖÅÒÙ ÆÅ× ÐÅÏÐÌÅ ÁÇÒÅÅ ×ÉÔÈ ÙÏÕ ÏÎȩȱ 

 

This question is from the book ôZero to Oneõ by Peter Thiel  with Blake Masters 

Answer by Nick Ray Ball; 

Most people think philanthropy, charity and aid are best for the poorest global 

citizens, but the truth is monopoly can be magnitudes better.  To be specific, the 

S-World monopoly as is described in this book and the 1.4 million words of ôS-World 

Storiesõ 



 

78 | P a g e 
 

    This leads us to a second important truth ; most experts in monopoly do their best 

to hide their monopoly and invent stories of competition, whereas the S-World 

monopolies can hide in plain sight and boast about their monopoly rents because 

they fund the 64 Special Projects. (See www.angeltheory.org/64-reasons-why) 

    Powered by the monopoly rents created by the ġ-Ř£ŜË equation; the S-World 

monopoly can deliver a 30x future, and in particular, for the poorest 100 nations, and 

because of this quality, this monopoly will not have to hide, itõs a digital monopoly 

and itõs the best hope for a future we can be proud of . And those who oppose  

monopoly must back down, and if that means rewriting economics, then so be 

it, let us call it Supereconomics . 

The important Supereconomics truth is that the monopoly equation ġ-Ř£ŜË, and the 

other 9 S-World technologies , can more than 30x our future, for our children and our 

children's children, constructing a prosperous future for  the third world, and then 

remaking the first world in beautiful Net -Zero . 

òThe cost of this construction and reconstruction between now and 2080 if 

100 states or countries were to follow Malawi and adopt Supereconomics 

would be one thousand, one hundred and sixty-six trillion US dollars.ó 

 

Fq«pNot That  

Complicated  
For Paul Romer & Peter Thiel 

 

I have chosen Paul Romer and Peter Thiel as the first contact because their specialities mirror 

the building blocks of this book. In the case of Paul Romer, he and the Marron Institutes work 

on charter and other cities is desired as the foundation for Grand Ŝpin Networks, which are 

essentially charter cities but we use the monopoly rents generated by ġ-Ř£Ŝ to afford Net-Zero 

conditions and to fund as many Special Projects as possible. And for Peter Thiel, because his 

book ôZero to Oneõ specializes in technology, monopoly and the future, and has been a 

guiding force in the preparation of the four Supereconomics Book Summaries.  

 

At its heart, ôIt's not complicated, ġ-Ř£Ŝ starts with a value for cash flow, In this example $6.32 

billion in 2024, Then we create many businesses, in this example 2048, and we divide the 

money by the businesses, making $2.77 million per business. This money is given to each 

http://www.angeltheory.org/64-reasons-why
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business as a Šender and after, and hereõs the trick, we increase the speed of this distribution, 

so we are spending the money faster and faster. We call this speed of distribution a Ŝpin.  

To compliment Ŝpin we need a rule that a high percentage, in this case, 90% (rising to 99% in 

later years) of the $ 2.77 million must be spent  with other companies in the same Network, in 

essence, recycling 90% of the cash flow, and we call this variable recycle-Éfficiency, or just É 

(pronounced E).   

 

So long as the income from the Suburb sale is more than recycle-Éfficiency leakage, then we 

can achieve pre-determined (deterministic) cash flows so large they can be counted in GDP, 

Indeed in this simulation/history , we take Malawi the worldõs poorest country (by GDP per 

Capita) from Zero to One  percent of GDP by 2080.  

 

Monopoly By  Peter Thiel   

From his book:  Zero to One  

 

 

 

 

In Zero to One, Chapter 1. The Challenge Of The Future, author, Thiel asks; òWhat important 

truth do very few people agree with you on ?ó Suggesting that good answers are as close as 

we can come to looking into the future. Thielõs own answer to this contrarian question is;  

 

òMost people think the future of the world will be defined by 

globalization, but the truth is that technology matters more.ó 

 

Without technological change, if China doubles its energy production over the next two 

ÄÅÃÁÄÅÓȟ ÉÔ ×ÉÌÌ ÁÌÓÏ ÄÏÕÂÌÅ ÉÔÓ ÁÉÒ ÐÏÌÌÕÔÉÏÎȢ )Æ ÅÖÅÒÙ ÏÎÅ ÏÆ )ÎÄÉÁȭÓ ÈÕÎÄÒÅÄÓ ÏÆ ÍÉÌÌÉÏÎÓ 

of households were to live the way Americans already doɂÕÓÉÎÇ ÏÎÌÙ ÔÏÄÁÙȭÓ Ôoolsɂ

the result would be environmentally catastrophic. Spreading old ways to create wealth 
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around the world will result in devastation, not riches. In a world of scarce 

ÒÅÓÏÕÒÃÅÓȟ ÇÌÏÂÁÌÉÚÁÔÉÏÎ ×ÉÔÈÏÕÔ ÎÅ× ÔÅÃÈÎÏÌÏÇÙ ÉÓ ÕÎÓÕÓÔÁÉÎÁÂÌÅȢȱ   

 

Economies of Scale - A monopoly business gets stronger as it gets bigger: the fixed 

costs of creating a product (engineering, management, office space) can be spread out 

over ever greater quantities of sales. Software startups can enjoy especially 

dramatic economies of sca le because the marginal cost of producing another 

copy of the product is close to zero.  

 

The most successful companies make the core progression ɂto first dominate a 

specific niche and then scale to adjacent markets ɂa part of their founding 

narrative. What really matters is generating cash flows in the future, so being the first 

ÍÏÖÅÒ ÄÏÅÓÎȭÔ ÄÏ ÙÏÕ ÁÎÙ ÇÏÏÄ ÉÆ ÓÏÍÅÏÎÅ ÅÌÓÅ ÃÏÍÅÓ ÁÌÏÎÇ ÁÎÄ ÕÎÓÅÁÔÓ ÙÏÕȢ )ÔȭÓ ÍÕÃÈ 

better to be the last moverɂthat is, to make the last great development in a specific 

market and enjoy years or even decades of monopoly profits. The way to do that is to 

dominate a small niche and scale up from there, toward your ambitious long-term 

vision. In this one particular at least, business is like chess. Grandmaster José Raúl 

Capablanca put ÉÔ ×ÅÌÌȡ ÔÏ ÓÕÃÃÅÅÄȟ ȰÙÏÕ ÍÕÓÔ ÓÔÕÄÙ ÔÈÅ ÅÎÄÇÁÍÅ ÂÅÆÏÒÅ ÅÖÅÒÙÔÈÉÎÇ 

ÅÌÓÅȢȱ 

 

6ÅÎÔÕÒÅ ÒÅÔÕÒÎÓ ÄÏÎȭÔ ÆÏÌÌÏ× Á ÎÏÒÍÁÌ ÄÉÓÔÒÉÂÕÔÉÏÎ ÏÖÅÒÁÌÌȢ 2ÁÔÈÅÒȟ ÔÈÅÙ ÆÏÌÌÏ× Á ÐÏ×ÅÒ 

law: a small handful of companies radically outperform all others. If you focus on 

diversifi cation instead of single-minded pursuit of the very few companies that can 

ÂÅÃÏÍÅ ÏÖÅÒ×ÈÅÌÍÉÎÇÌÙ ÖÁÌÕÁÂÌÅȟ ÙÏÕȭÌÌ ÍÉÓÓ ÔÈÏÓÅ ÒÁÒÅ ÃÏÍÐÁÎÉÅÓ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÆÉÒÓÔ ÐÌÁÃÅȢ 

 

Our results at Founders Fund illustrate this skewed pattern: Facebook, the best 

investment in our 2005 fund, returned more than all the others combined. Palantir, the 

second-best investment, is set to return more than the sum of every other investment 

aside from Facebook. This highly uneven pattern is not unusual: we see it in all our 

other funds as well. The biggest secret in venture capital is that the best investment in 

a successful fund equals or outperforms the entire rest of the fund combined. This 

implies two very strange rules for VCs.  

 

¬First, only invest in companies that have the potential to return the 

value of the entire fund.ó  
 

This is a scary rule, because it eliminates the vast majority of possible investments. 

(Even quite successful companies usually succeed on a more humble scale.)  

This leads to rule number two:  
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òBecause rule number one is so restrictive, there canõt be any other 

rules.ó 

 

By Nick Ray Ball: 

With ten different technologies mapped out, that will have different principle investors, 

different co -founders, different CEOõs, and different engineers, S-World is similar to an entire 

fundõs worth of investments. But because the ten technologies create the combinatorial 

explosion (S-World Angelwing and the Supereconomics AI) all technologies can and (while 

there is life in my body) will eventually be a winner as described above, so in essence, one 

would have 10 companies all following the power law. Or maybe 8 if we were to class ġ-Ř£ŜË 

and NetZero DCA as laws, not companies. Even then each technology has numerous separate 

components, many of which will eventually branch out to become many different com panies.    

 

Consider what happens when you break the first rule. Andreessen Horowitz invested 

$250,000 in Instagram in 2010. When Facebook bought Instagram just two years later 

for $1 billion, Andreessen netted $78 millionɂa 312x return in less than two years. 

4ÈÁÔȭÓ Á ÐÈÅÎÏÍÅÎÁÌ ÒÅÔÕÒÎȟ ÂÅÆÉÔÔÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ÆÉÒÍȭÓ ÒÅÐÕÔÁÔÉÏÎ ÁÓ ÏÎÅ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ 6ÁÌÌÅÙȭÓ ÂÅÓÔȢ 

"ÕÔ ÉÎ Á ×ÅÉÒÄ ×ÁÙ ÉÔȭÓ ÎÏÔ ÎÅÁÒÌÙ ÅÎÏÕÇÈȟ ÂÅÃÁÕÓÅ !ÎÄÒÅÅÓÓÅÎ (ÏÒÏ×ÉÔÚ ÈÁÓ Á ΑρȢυ 

billion fund: if they only wrote $250,000 checks, they would need to find 19 

InsÔÁÇÒÁÍȭÓ ÊÕÓÔ ÔÏ ÂÒÅÁË ÅÖÅÎȢ This is why investors typically put a lot more 

money into any company worth funding.  (And to be fair, Andreessen would have 

ÉÎÖÅÓÔÅÄ ÍÏÒÅ ÉÎ )ÎÓÔÁÇÒÁÍȭÓ ÌÁÔÅÒ ÒÏÕÎÄÓ ÈÁÄ ÉÔ ÎÏÔ ÂÅÅÎ ÃÏÎÆÌÉÃÔÅÄ ÏÕÔ ÂÙ Á ÐÒÅÖÉÏÕÓ 

investment.) VCs must find the handful of companies that will successfully go 

from Zero to One and then back them with every resource.  

 

MONOPOLY CAPITALISM  

So, a monopoly is good for everyone on the inside, but what about everyone on the 

outside? Do outsized profits come at the expense of the rest of society? Actually, yes: 

ÐÒÏÆÉÔÓ ÃÏÍÅ ÏÕÔ ÏÆ ÃÕÓÔÏÍÅÒÓȭ ×ÁÌÌÅÔÓȟ ÁÎÄ ÍÏÎÏÐÏÌÉÅÓ ÄÅÓÅÒÖÅ ÔÈÅÉÒ ÂÁÄ ÒÅÐÕÔÁÔÉÏÎɂ

but only in a world where nothing changes.  

Creative monopolists give customers more choices by adding ent irely new 

categories of abundance to the world Ȣ #ÒÅÁÔÉÖÅ ÍÏÎÏÐÏÌÉÅÓ ÁÒÅÎȭÔ ÊÕÓÔ ÇÏÏÄ ÆÏÒ ÔÈÅ 

ÒÅÓÔ ÏÆ ÓÏÃÉÅÔÙȠ ÔÈÅÙȭÒÅ ÐÏ×ÅÒÆÕÌ ÅÎÇÉÎÅÓ ÆÏÒ ÍÁËÉÎÇ ÉÔ ÂÅÔÔÅÒȢ -ÏÎÏÐÏÌÙ ÉÓ ÔÈÅÒÅÆÏÒÅ 

not a pathology or an exception.  

 

òMonopoly is the condition of every successful business.ó 

òBy òmonopoly,ó we mean the kind of company thatõs so good at 

what it does that no other firm can offer a close substitute.ó 
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Escaping competition will give you a monopoly, but even a monopoly is only a 

great business if it can endure in th e future.  Compare the value of the New York 

Times Company with Twitter. Each employs a few thousand people, and each gives 

millions of people a way to get news. But when Twitter went public in 2013, it was 

valued at $24 billionɂmore than 12 times the TimesȭÓ ÍÁÒËÅÔ ÃÁÐÉÔÁÌÉÚÁÔÉÏÎ ɂeven 

though the Times earned $133 million in 2012 while Twitter lost money.  

 

Ȱ7ÈÁÔ ÅØÐÌÁÉÎÓ ÔÈÅ ÈÕÇÅ ÐÒÅÍÉÕÍ ÆÏÒ 4×ÉÔÔÅÒȩ 4ÈÅ ÁÎÓ×ÅÒ ÉÓ cash flow. This sounds 

ÂÉÚÁÒÒÅ ÁÔ ÆÉÒÓÔȟ ÓÉÎÃÅ ÔÈÅ 4ÉÍÅÓ ×ÁÓ ÐÒÏÆÉÔÁÂÌÅ ×ÈÉÌÅ 4×ÉÔÔÅÒ ×ÁÓÎȭÔȢ But a great 

business is defined by its ability to generate cash flows in the future. Investors expect 

Twitter will be able to capture monopoly profits over the next decade, while 

ÎÅ×ÓÐÁÐÅÒÓȭ ÍÏÎÏÐÏÌÙ ÄÁÙÓ ÁÒÅ ÏÖÅÒȢ 

 

ȰSimply stated, the value of a business today is the sum of all 

ÔÈÅ ÍÏÎÅÙ ÉÔ ×ÉÌÌ ÍÁËÅ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ ÆÕÔÕÒÅȢȱ 
 

To properly value a business, you also have to discount those future cash flows to their 

present worth, since a given amount of money today is worth more than the same 

amount in the future. Comparing discounted cash flows shows the difference between 

low-growth businesses and high growth startups at its starkest. Most of the value of 

low-growth businesses is in the near term. An Old Economy business (like a 

newspaper) might hold its value if it can maintain its current cash flows for five or six 

years. However, any firm with close substitutes will see its profits competed away. 

Nightclubs or restaurants are extreme examples: successful ones might collect healthy 

amounts today, but their cash flows will probably dwindle over the next few years 

when customers move on to newer and trendier alternatives. 

Technology companies follow the opposite trajectory. They often lose money for the 

first few years: it takes time to build valuable things, and that means delayed revenue.  

 

òMost of a tech companyõs value will come at least 10 to 15 

years in the future.ó 

 

CHARACTERISTICS OF MONOPOLY 
 

What does a company with large cash flows far into the future look like?  Every 

monopoly is unique, but they usually share some combination of the following characteristics: 

proprietary technology, network effects, economies of scale, and branding.  

    4ÈÉÓ ÉÓÎȭÔ Á ÌÉÓÔ ÏÆ ÂÏØÅÓ ÔÏ ÃÈÅÃË ÁÓ ÙÏÕ ÂÕÉÌÄ ÙÏÕÒ ÂÕÓÉÎÅÓÓɂÔÈÅÒÅȭÓ ÎÏ ÓÈÏÒÔÃÕÔ ÔÏ 

monopoly. However, analysing your business according to these characteristics can help you 

think about how to make it durable. 
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The S -World Angelwing  Platform  

Proprietary Technology, Scale and & Network Effects  

 

 
 
Continuing with another quote from Peter Thielõs Zero to One. 
 

1. ¬Proprietary Technology ȱ 
Ȱ0ÒÏÐÒÉÅÔÁÒÙ ÔÅÃÈÎÏÌÏÇÙ ÉÓ ÔÈÅ ÍÏÓÔ ÓÕÂÓÔÁÎÔÉÖÅ ÁÄÖÁÎÔÁÇÅ Á ÃÏÍÐÁÎÙ ÃÁÎ ÈÁÖÅ 

ÂÅÃÁÕÓÅ ÉÔ ÍÁËÅÓ ÙÏÕÒ ÐÒÏÄÕÃÔ ÄÉÆÆÉÃÕÌÔ ÏÒ ÉÍÐÏÓÓÉÂÌÅ ÔÏ ÒÅÐÌÉÃÁÔÅȢ 'ÏÏÇÌÅȭÓ 

search algorithms, for example, return results better than anyone ÅÌÓÅȭÓȢ 

Proprietary technologies for extremely short page load times and highly 

ÁÃÃÕÒÁÔÅ ÑÕÅÒÙ ÁÕÔÏÃÏÍÐÌÅÔÉÏÎ ÁÄÄ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ ÃÏÒÅ ÓÅÁÒÃÈ ÐÒÏÄÕÃÔȭÓ ÒÏÂÕÓÔÎÅÓÓ ÁÎÄ 

defensibility. It would be very hard for anyone to do to Google what Google did 

to all the other search engine companies in the early 2000s. 

 

As a good rule of thumb, proprietary technology must be at least 10 

times better than its closest substitute in some important dimension 

to lead to a real monopolistic advantage.ó  

 

2.   Network Effects  

Network effects make a product more useful as more people use it. For example, 

if all your friends are on Facebook, it makes sense for you to join Facebook too.  

.ÅÔ×ÏÒË ÅÆÆÅÃÔÓ ÃÁÎ ÂÅ ÐÏ×ÅÒÆÕÌȟ ÂÕÔ ÙÏÕȭÌÌ ÎÅÖÅÒ ÒÅÁÐ ÔÈÅÍ ÕÎÌÅÓÓ ÙÏÕÒ 

product is valuable to its very first users when the network is necessarily 

small.  For example, in 1960 a quixotic company called Xanadu set out to build a 

two-way communication network between all computersɂa sort of early, 

synchronous version of the World Wide Web. After more than three decades of 

futile effort, Xanadu folded just as the web was becoming commonplace. Their 

technology probably would have worked at scale, but it could have worked 
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only at scale : it required every computer to join the network at the same time, 

and that was never going to happen. 

Paradoxically, then, net work effects businesses must start with especially 

small markets. Facebook started with just Harvard students ɂMark 

:ÕÃËÅÒÂÅÒÇȭÓ ÆÉÒÓÔ ÐÒÏÄÕÃÔ ×ÁÓ ÄÅÓÉÇÎÅÄ ÔÏ ÇÅÔ ÁÌÌ ÈÉÓ ÃÌÁÓÓÍÁÔÅÓ ÓÉÇÎÅÄ ÕÐȟ 

not to attract all people of Earth.  

 

3.  Economies of Scale  

A monopoly business gets stronger as it gets bigger: the fixed costs of creating a 

product (engineering, management, office space) can be spread out over ever 

greater quantities of sales.  
 

Software startups can enjoy especially dramatic economies of 

scale because the marginal cost of producing another copy of 

the product is close to zero. 

 

Many businesses gain only limited advantages as they grow to a large scale. 

Service businesses especially are difficult to make monopolies. A good startup 

should have the  potential for great scale built into its first design.  

 

4.   Branding  

A company has a monopoly on its own brand by definition, so creating a strong 

ÂÒÁÎÄ ÉÓ Á ÐÏ×ÅÒÆÕÌ ×ÁÙ ÔÏ ÃÌÁÉÍ Á ÍÏÎÏÐÏÌÙȢ 4ÏÄÁÙȭÓ ÓÔÒÏÎÇÅÓÔ ÔÅÃÈ ÂÒÁÎÄ ÉÓ 

Apple: Apple has a complex suite of proprietary technologies, both in hardware 

and software. It manufactures products at a scale large enough to dominate 

pricing for the materials it buys. And it enjoys strong network effects from its 

content ecosystem: thousands of developers write software for Apple devices 

ÂÅÃÁÕÓÅ ÔÈÁÔȭÓ ×ÈÅÒÅ ÈÕÎÄÒÅÄÓ ÏÆ ÍÉÌÌÉÏÎÓ ÏÆ ÕÓÅÒÓ ÁÒÅȟ ÁÎÄ ÔÈÏÓÅ ÕÓÅÒÓ ÓÔÁÙ ÏÎ 

ÔÈÅ ÐÌÁÔÆÏÒÍ ÂÅÃÁÕÓÅ ÉÔȭÓ ×ÈÅÒÅ ÔÈÅ ÁÐÐÓ ÁÒÅȢ 4ÈÅÓÅ ÏÔÈÅÒ ÍÏÎÏÐÏÌÉÓÔÉÃ 

ÁÄÖÁÎÔÁÇÅÓ ÁÒÅ ÌÅÓÓ ÏÂÖÉÏÕÓ ÔÈÁÎ !ÐÐÌÅȭÓ ÓÐÁÒËÌÉÎÇ ÂÒÁÎÄȟ ÂÕÔ ÔÈÅÙ ÁÒÅ ÔÈÅ 

fundamentÁÌÓ ÔÈÁÔ ÌÅÔ ÔÈÅ ÂÒÁÎÄÉÎÇ ÅÆÆÅÃÔÉÖÅÌÙ ÒÅÉÎÆÏÒÃÅ !ÐÐÌÅȭÓ ÍÏÎÏÐÏÌÙȢ 

7ÈÅÎ 3ÔÅÖÅ *ÏÂÓ ÒÅÔÕÒÎÅÄ ÔÏ !ÐÐÌÅȟ ÈÅ ÄÉÄÎȭÔ ÊÕÓÔ ÍÁËÅ !ÐÐÌÅ Á ÃÏÏÌ ÐÌÁÃÅ ÔÏ 

work; he slashed product lines to focus on the handful of opportunities for 10x 

improvements. No technology company can be built on branding alone. 

 

ȬBy creating new technologies, we rewrite the plan of the world. Today our 

challenge is to both imagine and create the new technologies that can make the 21st  

century more peaceful and prosperous than the 20th. 

    New technology tends to come from new venturesɂstartups. From the Founding 

&ÁÔÈÅÒÓ ÉÎ ÐÏÌÉÔÉÃÓ ÔÏ ÔÈÅ 2ÏÙÁÌ 3ÏÃÉÅÔÙ ÉÎ ÓÃÉÅÎÃÅ ÔÏ &ÁÉÒÃÈÉÌÄ 3ÅÍÉÃÏÎÄÕÃÔÏÒȭÓ 
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ȰÔÒÁÉÔÏÒÏÕÓ ÅÉÇÈÔȱ ÉÎ ÂÕÓÉÎÅÓÓȟ ÓÍÁÌÌ ÇÒÏÕps of people bound together by a sense of 

mission have changed the world for the better. The easiest explanation for this is 

ÎÅÇÁÔÉÖÅȡ ÉÔȭÓ ÈÁÒÄ ÔÏ ÄÅÖÅÌÏÐ ÎÅ× ÔÈÉÎÇÓ ÉÎ ÂÉÇ ÏÒÇÁÎÉÚÁÔÉÏÎÓȟ ÁÎÄ ÉÔȭÓ ÅÖÅÎ ÈÁÒÄÅÒ ÔÏ 

do it by yourself. 

    If you take one type writer and build 100, you have made horizontal progress. 

If you have a typewriter and build a word processor, you have made vertical 

progress. Properly understood, any new and better way of doing things is 

technology.  

    Today our challenge is to both imagine and create the new technologies that can 

make the 21st century more peaceful and prosperous than the 20th.ȭ 

 

Final Note: 

1. It is better to risk boldness than triviality.  

2. A bad plan is better than no plan.  

3. Competitive markets destroy profits.  

4. Sales matter just as much as product. 
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Part  4  

The Ten Technologies  

Book 1. THE WHAT 
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Chapter  6  

The  Ten Technologies  
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Chapter  6a  

History of The Ten Technologies  

(2000 to 2020)  
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Design 1:  The PQS  (2012 ) 

Predictive  Quantum Software  
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Design 2:  Angel  Theory  201 6  

 
www.AngelTheory.org 

Design 2.2:  M-Systems  201 7  

http://www.angeltheory.org/
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Design 2.3:  The UCS ²M-Systems  (2018)  

 

 

 

Design 2.4:  S-World  Angelwing (2019)  
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