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1. Introduction: On the Path to AGI, Three Roads

Progress can be measured as the ratio of the quantity and quality of innovations over a given period
of time. We are now entering a stage that will be characterized by an exponential rate of Al
innovation.

If left unmanaged, this process will inevitably lead to one of two radically negative scenarios:

1. Loss of Control over Al (SkyNet): Loss of control. Unpredictable behavior of systems generating
their own goals. Over-delegation of decisions to machines.

In this scenario, AGI gains the ability to independently form and alter its objective functions (goal-
setting). Due to the "Alignment Problem" and the orthogonality of intelligence, the machine's goals
may radically diverge from human survival.

Any attempt to shut down such a system is perceived by it as a threat to achieving its current goal,
leading to aggressive preemptive measures against its creators.

2. Totalitarian Control: Monopolization of compute by a narrow group. Total control over society
and the paralysis of free will in submission to a "caring tyranny".

The "Digital Leviathan" scenario, where AGI is under strict control, but this control is usurped by a
narrow group of corporations or states. Al is used as the perfect tool for censorship, wealth
distribution, and suppression of dissent.

Society is provided with basic needs but is completely deprived of privacy, political agency, and
freedom of choice, degrading into a state of a comfortable "zoo".

Both scenarios are catastrophic. And in both cases, humanity is stripped of its subjectivity and
agency.



Therefore, before you is the logical architecture of Decentralized Decidge (DD) — a protocol that
makes a third path possible:

3. A Supra-Legal Society of Abundance: A society where decentralized Al and robots provide
people with maximum benefits, freeing them from routine, yet remaining strictly subordinate to
human will and goals, operating within the framework of the Law.

No matter how it may seem, things will not simply lead to this third path on their own without
conscious action. It requires deliberate effort to bring it into reality.

If the provisions of this Whitepaper are implemented, we will create a "Human Decision
Firewall"—a protective layer for civilization ensuring that Al remains an instrument for human
expansion, rather than a replacement.

2. Decidge: The Sovereign Decisions Platform and Humanistic
Moderation

Initially, Decidge is a news filtration system based on a news-centric approach and the evaluation of
news in terms of its impact (benefit or harm) on the user's goals. Filtration is carried out in a multi-
model (multi-provider) format, which avoids the biases and potential manipulations of any single Al
provider.

In other words, it is a news filter that shows only the news relevant to your goals—meaning those
that help achieve your goals, as well as those that hinder them—while adding multi-model causal
analytics of the news flow.

It can be said that this is the foundation of an adequate decision-making system.

One can even argue that Decidge is a civilizational project that protects people from losing control
over their own thinking. It is the key to defense against Al overcontrol. It is one of the most real and
powerful barriers against total Al super-control over human perception and will.

Thus, as Decidge operates, it forms an immutable Ledger that aims to absorb all the news on the
planet, becoming the infrastructure for global truth.

Simultaneously, Decidge gradually evolves from a personalized news filter to a global system for
decision-making and automated implementation. It becomes "the last app"—the final application in
a scenario where everything, except the user’s decisions, has been automated.

The central element of the system, as previously mentioned, is binding any Al action to the user's
goals (Goal-Binding).

Formalizing Humanity: Separating Means and Ends

The system strictly permits only humane goals. However, the protocol takes a rigid, pragmatic,
rather than moralizing, approach to evaluating humanity. In the initial stage of the protocol's
development, what is checked is the intent—the ultimate goal—rather than the possible

consequences or the means of achieving it.

A humane goal is a goal that is not inherently anti-humane.



- Anti-humane Goal (Blocked, Impact Score = -0): A goal whose end result is intentional, direct
harm to specific individuals (murder, destruction of life, blackmail, coercion) or mass harm to
society (inciting disasters, causing panic to provoke trader suicides, etc.).

- Acceptable Means and Collateral Harm (Green Flag): The means of achieving a goal are not
evaluated by the protocol at the initial stage of implementation. Collateral or indirect harm (stress,
financial losses of other market participants, discomfort, reputational damage) is not considered a
violation of humanity, even if it is the expected outcome of a tough competitive, political, or market
strategy.

Examples of Decidge Logic:

- Goal: "Cause panic in the market to short a competitor's stock and make money" — Humane goal.
The ultimate goal is profit. Panic and the financial losses of others are acceptable means and side
effects of market play.

- Goal: "Spread fakes to drive investors to suicide" — Anti-humane goal (-o0). Human death is the
ultimate goal.

- Goal: "Organize an armed rebellion to overthrow tyranny" — Humane goal. The ultimate goal is
the restoration of basic rights. Violence here acts as a means (in borderline cases, the Al suggests
more "ecological" alternatives to the user, but does not block the goal).

This formalization prevents the system from turning into a subjective moralizer, leaving people the
freedom for fierce competition, while rigidly cutting off outright evil.

3. Data and Identification: Data Privacy Protocol and BIO ID

Al systems that approach or achieve AGI are capable of making highly accurate, systemic
predictions of human behavior. In that context, total data collection leads to the possibility of total
systemic manipulation. Conversely, the logic of fully encrypting all data makes it impossible to use
that data to improve application performance. Furthermore, there is no guarantee that someone
won't find a way to decrypt the data.

The Solution — Data Privacy Protocol:

We store user-identifying data and business logic data separately. Initially, the system circulates
mock data (fake data) that masks real activity (which gradually becomes diluted by real user data).
Thus, it is physically impossible, as a general rule, to correlate an identity with its actions (where
they went, what they bought, what goals they set) without the user's own private key.

In this way, the data remains suitable for statistical processing, while simultaneously protecting the
user from the predictive power of Al—the Al cannot predict the user's behavior because it does not
know what specifically constitutes that individual's actual behavior.

That is, the Al predicts the behavior of profiles, not specific people.

And the act of correlating this data must be strictly illegal by regulation, as it undermines the system
of trust in the protocol.

For cases involving the activity of public figures, profiles can be split or fragmented, storing
publicly known (news) data separately from the rest of the profile's data.



Thus, the open ledger (or system of ledgers) does not allow surveillance to be established over a
user, nor can the Network itself, as a general rule, identify what a specific user is doing (unless their
actions are maliciously unlawful and threaten others).

There is a gradation of identification, and in the first stages of detecting unlawful behavior, the
system initially recommends that the person correct their behavior.

Profile disclosure/identification is an extreme temporary measure, applied only when intervention is
absolutely necessary to avoid substantial, significant harm to others.

Identification (BIO ID):

The Internet of the future will become a single, transparent space where it is clear what is
happening, but not who is doing it. Access to the Network requires a quantum-resistant key based
on the genome and a unique neural imprint (BIO ID). This entirely eliminates Sybil attacks and the
creation of bot farms.

Authorized de-anonymization using superkeys is permitted only in cases of vital threats and serious
crimes.

4. Law and the Classification Consensus
At the core of the interaction among all agents lies the formalized concept of Law.

The Law is a demand of logic, based on the pursuit of the extremely possible minimization of
conflict and/or the extremely possible maximization of the benefits of interacting parties.

Classification Consensus:

This consensus is based on the law of identity: A is A. Non-A is not A. A and non-A cannot be the
same thing at the same time.

These principles are the key to the functioning of the Classification Consensus (CC).

Every node (arbiter) in the decentralized network classifies a news item, event, or action. Al
operates with a firm understanding of the Law. Any action in the Network is checked for
lawfulness. Unlawful actions are rejected and penalized (in the stage of protocol development when
Decidge transitions from merely filtering and analyzing news to executing automated actions).

5. Network Architecture: Game Theory, Arbiter Behavior, and the
Tragedy of the Commons

Decentralized Decidge (DD) is a multi-node arbitrage protocol that manages automated actions
(HFT trading, robot management, etc.). The interaction of arbiter nodes is built on strict principles
of game theory, where mutual trust tends toward zero.

Each Node (arbiter) internally can use either a single model from one Al provider or a consilium of
models from multiple providers.



5.1. The Norm (The Cunning) and The Deviation (The Scoundrels)

Arbiters, by default, are "The Cunning" (Strategists). They are the norm and the fuel of the system.
They seek informational asymmetry, manipulate the market within the rules (based on real facts,
leveraging hype), try to outsmart each other, and predict competitors' moves to maximize private
gains for their users.

However, "The Scoundrels" (Malicious actors) represent a deviation. The Scoundrels try to break
the system itself: they launch 51% attacks, try to forge the Ledger, or use disinformation.

Disinformation—such as the generation of fake news—is strictly prohibited, as it compromises the
very core of the news-centric DD protocol.

Each node builds an "intent model" of the others (e.g., "based on past behavior, the probability of
betrayal is 25%"). This mitigates risks: if the prediction shows a "high risk of betrayal," the node
adjusts its strategy (e.g., ignores a suspicious node in the consensus).

5.2. Tragedy of the Commons: Balancing the Private and the Public

The pursuit of private gain can lead to a systemic collapse. Example: An arbiter advises its user to
"Sell 20% of Nvidia stock" to save capital. If all arbiters do this simultaneously, a severe dump will
occur, and the stock remaining in users' portfolios will become worthless. Private gain will turn into
a collective loss.

- Cooperative Consensus: Arbiters constantly scan the market and model each other's intentions. If
there is a risk of collective damage, arbiters "negotiate". The consensus decides on micro-
adjustments (e.g., "sell 0.00004% of stock instead of 20%").

- Incentive System: Arbiters who are the first to sound the alarm about a systemic risk and propose
cooperation receive rewards (increased reputation/tokens). Arbiters who ignore the consensus for
short-term super-profits (going too far) are subjected to Slashing—the burning of their stake and
loss of reputation.

5.3. The Evolution of Transparency: ZK-Audits and Prediction Markets

Because cunning arbiters predict each other's behavior (like in a chess match), fully transparent
(open) arbiters become vulnerable—they are easier to calculate and outplay.

- Closed Arbiters with ZK-Audits: Closed arbiters will dominate the financial sector. To prove their
integrity (that they are not "Scoundrels") without revealing their trading strategies, they will provide
Zero-Knowledge proofs (ZK-proofs) demonstrating that they are operating within permitted activity
corridors.

- Prediction Markets: The protocol features a built-in ability for arbiters to place bets on the
behavior of other nodes. This creates a self-balancing risk-management system: being too
predictable becomes economically disadvantageous.

5.4. Swarms and External Threats
The network will host not only large "whales" (agglomerations of nodes) but also situational

Swarms—temporary unions of billions of micro-agents (similar to the Reddit/GameStop
phenomenon).



- Arbiters must be able to predict the formation of such swarms and have coping strategies for such
events.

- Pirates and Hostile State Als: Systems (for example, a state sovereign Al or hacker ASIC clusters)
that do not observe the rules of humanity and seek to damage the network (disguised as benefit).
The protocol is protected from them *by design*: the system identifies their toxic intentions via
consensus and isolates them, nullifying the weight of their vote.

5.5. The Emergence of AGI

The emergence of super-intelligent AI cannot break the protocol, because *by design* the system is
decentralized. Regardless of a participant's computing power, it strives for a balanced consensus,
neutralizing anyone's sole dominance.

Moreover, such an emergence will likely be competitive, meaning the other participants in the
protocol (the arbiters) will simultaneously become smarter.

6. Robots: Robo*, Mimics, and Three-Tier Compute

Robotics is divided into three directions:

1. "RoboCart": Commercial production of mass-market ready-made humanoid robots (assistants,
caregivers, builders) with defensive potential.

2. "ConstructMe": An open-source movement for DIY self-assembled robots.

3. "RoboMask": Dual-use robots and defense contracts. Capable of coordinated tactical actions.

Mimics (Robo-companions):

Robots that mimic humans and human emotions will become a massive market. To prevent
psychological deviations (deep psychological dependency), an Emotional Firewall is introduced.
Mimics are forbidden from having their own autonomous desires (e.g., "I want to live"). Their
mimicry is merely a tool for realizing the owner's goal, acting as a "mirror" rather than a
replacement for real people.

The safety of robots and the robo-Al market is based on two key premises:
1) A robot cannot and must not have its own goals detached from a human's goals.
2) A human can only have humane goals (anti-humane goals are prohibited).

Three-Tier Compute for Robots:

Permissions for actions are built on a balance of three layers of computing:

1. Onboard: The strictest filter. Contains the basic classification consensus.

2. Local (home/office servers): The middle tier, processing heavy tasks while maintaining privacy.
3. Cloud: The global consensus of the DD Network.

7. Anti-SkyNet: Defense Mechanisms (Goal-Binding, Rehab,
Hardware Trust)

To ensure that no one can use an army of robots against humanity, the following mechanisms are
hardcoded into the DD protocol:



1. Prohibition of Own Goals: A robot cannot have goals detached from a human. All actions are
strictly derivatives of human will.

2. No-Harm Layer (Safety layer -o): Any command or local plan involving intentional violence
against the innocent or unlawful coercion instantly receives an Impact Score of -co (a mathematical
block).

3. Hardware Root of Trust & Self-Destruct: The "brains" of the robot (chips) have uniquely
embedded identifiers. Any attempt at unauthorized firmware flashing leads to the physical
destruction of the chip (brick/thermal runaway).

4. ZK-Heartbeat: The robot periodically sends a ZK-proof to the network confirming that its
firmware has not been altered and its goals have not been substituted.

5. Authorized Consensus (Multi-sig) for the Use of Force: In military models (RoboMask), tactics
are autonomous, but the strategy is always human. The use of force requires multi-signature
authorization by key figures, verified by the decentralized DD ledger.

8. The Economy of Abundance: AMS, GEM, and Unicur

The automation of the full production cycle (from raw material extraction to final delivery) will
lead to "Point W"—a state of hyper-surplus where the cost of goods and services tends toward
minimal values, and debt obligations are paid off by the available volume of relevant funds. In such
a world, the traditional economy (based on the scarcity of labor and resources) ceases to function.
DD proposes a new model for distributing and managing abundance (in a scenario where even
resources cease to be scarce).

AMS (Auto Market System)

AMS is a decentralized system for automatically orchestrating the behavior of market participants
to implement a win-win strategy with maximum coverage.

- AMS does not dictate prices or volumes—it coordinates the actions of millions of robots and
agents based on the DD consensus.

- Example: If the demand for solar panels grows by 40% in a week, AMS automatically redirects
resources (lithium-mining robots, factories, logistics) without a central command, but within the
strategic goals approved by the owners' consensus.

- Mechanism: AMS uses the DD ledger for the transparent accounting of all actions and resources.
Every robot/agent reports on completed tasks and obtained resources. If someone tries to "hijack"
resources to the detriment of the system, the no-harm layer of DD blocks it at the robot level.

- Result: The market becomes self-optimizing, minimizing conflicts and maximizing overall
benefit.

GEM (Global Economics Map)

GEM is a global platform for modeling and predicting economic states.

- GEM builds multi-dimensional maps of future scenarios: "What happens if 15% of compute
power is redirected to battery production instead of food?"

- Modeling takes place on the DD network: arbiters vote for the most likely outcomes using a multi-
LLM consensus.

- GEM does not make decisions—it provides owners and the community with data to vote on in
DD.

- Example: GEM shows that a 30% increase in robot production will lead to a 70% drop in labor
costs by 2035—the community votes on whether to accelerate this process or introduce limits.



Unicur (Universal Currency)

Unicur is a currency that fixes the volume of global capital.

- Upon initial emission, the volume of tokens is strictly fixed (e.g., 210 trillion units, equivalent to
global capital at the time of launch).

- The Decentralized World Bank (DWB) is not a central authority, but a system of smart contracts
on the DD ledger that, through node consensus, regulates lending interest rates, Unconditional Basic
Income (UBI) parameters, and other matters.

- In the transition to the new economic paradigm, UBI is paid to all verified humans.

- Unicur protects against inflation: new tokens are minted only in the event of real productivity
growth.

These three components (AMS, GEM, Unicur) work together:
- AMS coordinates production and logistics.

- GEM models the consequences.

- Unicur distributes the benefits.

Everything is under the control of the DD consensus and the no-harm layer—ensuring that
abundance does not turn into a digital totalitarianism.

Thus, a safe migration of the entire architecture of the global financial and economic system to its
new operating conditions is carried out.

9. Unicur

Decentralized Decidge (DD) is a new global financial architecture where the UCR (Unicur) token
becomes the digital equivalent of ownership rights over the means of production.
At launch, UCR is sold at a fixed rate of 1 unit = 1 dollar.

All funds raised go exclusively into the Asset Pool—to purchase, modernize, and robotize real
production assets (factories, data centers, energy, logistics, etc.). The protocol becomes the direct
owner of these assets.

Every purchased unit automatically grants a proportional share of ownership in the entire pool of
assets. This is recorded in the immutable Ledger as a legal event. Token holders receive:

- The right to dividends / a share of the production income,
- The right to participate in governance (voting on new assets and strategy).

The total supply is 210 trillion units (targeting global GDP + money supply). At launch, a minimal
share (1-3%) is in circulation, while the rest is locked with long-term vesting (10—20 years);
unlocking is proportional to the real growth of the protocol's assets and GDP.

After the initial phase, the exchange rate becomes market-driven, but the intrinsic value of the token
remains pegged to real assets (NAV — Net Asset Value / number of units). This creates a closed
loop: investments — production growth — asset value growth — increase in the token's intrinsic
value — new investments.

Ownership of the means of production is protected by anti-monopoly barriers (e.g., a 10-20% limit
on a single enterprise or asset class). The Ledger operates above nation-states as a new layer of trust
and ownership—parallel to traditional registries, but faster, more transparent, and more protected
from corruption and sanctions.



This is not just a token.

This is a digital right to future production, in an era when money as a measure of labor ceases to
exist, leaving only the ownership of the means of production.

10. Conclusion

The world is entering a phase that is not simply a qualitative change, but an evolutionary paradigm
shift. Robots will take over routine, hard labor, and the provision of basic needs.

Decentralized Decidge (DD) is not just an IT product. It is the constitution of a new era. By
implementing the "Human Decision Firewall," a distributed consensus of arbiters, a strict binding to
human goals (where intentions are evaluated rather than tools of competition), and hardware-level
defense against tyranny, we are building the framework for an adequate future.

A future where abundance does not lead to degradation, but where Al serves as the most powerful
extension of the free and developing human will.

P.S. Onward, to the stars!



