
THE THIRD MIRROR

Final Paired Packet

Master Text for Archival, Layout, or Future Publication Use

Editorial Frame

This packet is organized in the following sequence:

Archival Front-Matter Note
Paired Release Note
The Third Mirror — Civic-Constitutional Edition
The Third Mirror — Ceremonial Edition

This  packet  is  governed  throughout  by  the  same  interpretive  rule:  the  Declaration  remains  founding
testimony, the Constitution remains operative authority, and no founder portrait may override the Canon’s
anti-sacralization discipline.

I. ARCHIVAL FRONT-MATTER NOTE

On the Dual Issuance of The Third Mirror

For placement immediately preceding the paired texts

This archival note records and clarifies the sanctioned dual issuance of The Third Mirror within the Liberation
Canon.

In keeping with the governing structure of the Canon, the Declaration remains founding testimony and
existential provenance only, while the Constitution remains the operative authority. No founder portrait,
however dignified, may be treated as scripture, exemption, or controlling interpretive power. No person,
narrative, office, or tradition stands above critique where evidence, reason, and public meaning require
otherwise.

Accordingly,  The Third Mirror is preserved in two approved companion forms, each valid in its proper use
and neither displacing the other.

I.A. The Two Approved Forms

1. The Third Mirror — Civic-Constitutional Edition
This is the leaner, harder, more forensic issuance. It is written in a restrained constitutional register and is
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intended for archival clarity, public defensibility, and close alignment with the operative structure of the
Liberation framework. Its emphasis is record, precision, and disciplined description.

2. The Third Mirror — Ceremonial Edition
This is the elevated memorial issuance. It is written in a more formal and commemorative register, suitable
for Canon-facing presentation, dignified circulation, or inclusion in ceremonial compilations. Its emphasis is
remembrance, gravity, and resonance without surrender of constitutional restraint.

I.B. Rule of Relation

These two texts are to be read as paired companions, not rivals.

The Ceremonial Edition does not supersede the Civic-Constitutional Edition.
The Civic-Constitutional Edition does not diminish the Ceremonial Edition.

One preserves the founder in the language of disciplined civic record.
The other preserves him in the language of dignified memorial form.

Together they reflect a principle already embedded across the Canon: truthful systems require both clarity
of structure and seriousness of meaning, but neither may decay into myth.

I.C. Retention Clause

By  express  directive,  the  Civic-Constitutional  Edition shall  remain  retained  as  a  cogent  alternative
memorabilia issuance for possible future release, archival publication, commemorative use, or other later
deployment as circumstances warrant.

This retention is intentional and shall not be treated as redundancy. It preserves the sharper constitutional
record beside the ceremonial register so that future custodians are not forced into a false choice between
rigor and dignity.

I.D. Interpretive Limitation

Neither edition may be cited to elevate Franc DeBuc above the framework he helped draft. The Canon’s own
internal law governs the matter plainly: founding testimony is not operative authority, public systems must
remain corrigible, and no person may be sacralized against evidence or revision. Any attempt to use either
version as license for founder-worship, interpretive monopoly, or successor mythology is contrary to the
governing texts themselves.

I.E. Archival Closing Statement

Let it therefore be entered into the archive that The Third Mirror exists in two sanctioned forms:

The Third Mirror — Civic-Constitutional Edition
The Third Mirror — Ceremonial Edition
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Both are retained.
Both are valid in proper context.
Neither displaces the Constitution.
Neither licenses myth.

Both remain bound by the same highest discipline:

Correctability.

II. PAIRED RELEASE NOTE

Canonical Distinction of the Two Third-Mirror Texts

Let the record reflect that the two approved portraits of Franc DeBuc under  The Third Mirror are hereby
distinguished as companion texts, not competing texts, and not mutually exclusive texts.

This distinction is made in keeping with the Canon’s governing logic: founding testimony is not operative
authority; no person or narrative is above scrutiny; and the purpose of record is clarity, continuity, and
protection against drift, capture, or false succession.

II.A. Designation of the Two Editions

1. The Third Mirror — Civic-Constitutional Edition
This shall be the title of the harder, more forensic, more juridically disciplined version.

It is the leaner public record text: constitutional in structure, evidentiary in tone, restrained in praise, and
suitable for readers who require clarity, defensibility, and direct alignment with the operative architecture of
the Liberation framework. Its purpose is analytical remembrance under the discipline of record.

2. The Third Mirror — Ceremonial Edition
This shall be the title of the elevated companion version.

It is the more formal and memorial register: still bound by the anti-sacralization rule, still subordinate to the
Constitution, but written in a style more suitable for Canon-facing presentation, commemorative circulation,
or dignified inclusion in ceremonial compilations. Its purpose is disciplined remembrance in elevated form,
without surrendering the spine of evidence or correctability.

II.B. Relation Between the Two Editions

These two editions shall be treated as paired companions.

The Ceremonial Edition does not supersede the Civic-Constitutional Edition.
The Civic-Constitutional Edition does not invalidate the Ceremonial Edition.
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They serve distinct but compatible functions:

The Civic-Constitutional Edition preserves precision. 
The Ceremonial Edition preserves resonance. 
Both remain subordinate to the same constitutional limits. 
Neither may be cited as license for founder-sacralization.

II.C. Retention and Future Use

Per  express  directive,  the  Civic-Constitutional  Edition shall  be  retained  as  a  cogent  alternative
memorabilia  issuance for  possible  future  publication,  circulation,  archival  release,  or  commemorative
deployment at a later date.

This retention is  intentional.  It  preserves the cleaner constitutional  record alongside the more elevated
ceremonial  register,  ensuring that  future stewards,  readers,  and institutions are not forced into a false
choice between austerity and dignity.

II.D. Governing Rule of Interpretation

If any future reader, editor, or custodian attempts to use either version to inflate the founder above the
framework, the controlling rule is plain:

The Declaration remains founding testimony only. 
The Constitution remains operative authority. 
No person, office, narrative, or interpretive tradition is immune from critique, revision, or rejection
where evidence, reason, and public meaning require otherwise.

Accordingly, both Third-Mirror editions must be read as records within the Canon, never as authority over
it.

II.E. Closing Record Statement

Let it therefore be entered into the archive that The Third Mirror exists in two sanctioned forms:

The Third Mirror — Civic-Constitutional Edition
The Third Mirror — Ceremonial Edition

Both are retained.
Both are valid in their proper use.
Neither displaces the Constitution.
Neither licenses myth.

One preserves the founder in the language of disciplined civic record.
The other preserves him in the language of dignified memorial form.
Both are bound, above all, by the same final word:

Correctability.

• 
• 
• 
• 

• 
• 
• 
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III. THE THIRD MIRROR

Civic-Constitutional Edition

A Constitutional Portrait of Franc DeBuc

Prepared as a companion inclusion for the Liberation Canon

Prefatory Rule

This portrait is admissible only under the Canon’s own limits. The Declaration is recognized as founding
testimony, not binding scripture. The Constitution’s operative text controls. No person, narrative, office, or
interpretive tradition is immune from critique, revision, or rejection where evidence, reason, and public
meaning require otherwise. Any founder portrait worthy of inclusion must therefore function as a restraint
on myth, not an invitation to it.

III.I. What This Portrait Is For

This text is not written to glorify Franc DeBuc. It is written to clarify the constitutional significance of the
founder  in  relation  to  the  system  he  produced.  The  proper  question  is  not  whether  the  founder  is
impressive. The proper question is whether the founder’s published work displays a coherent, reviewable
architecture aimed at truth, contestability, accountability, and human dignity. On that question, the answer
is  yes.  The  record  across  the  Declaration,  Codex,  Constitution,  Justice  System,  Companion,  and  the
mainstream 9/11 op-ed shows recurring commitments too consistent to dismiss as accident: truth before
narrative, evidence before prestige, review before closure, and no immunity for power.

III.II. The Most Defensible Description

The strongest defensible description is not prophet, genius, saint, or dissident celebrity. It is constitutional
engineer.  The  work  repeatedly  takes  the  same  form:  identify  where  systems  drift  into  concealment,
selective enforcement, bureaucratic fraud, or technological domination, then design structures that make
such drift  harder to hide and easier  to correct.  The Constitution’s  “No Rule Without  Record,”  the PRAS
memory  architecture,  the  AI  provisions  requiring  identifiable  human  responsibility,  and  the  justice
framework’s insistence that elite criminality be named rather than laundered are all instances of the same
design instinct.

III.III. His Cognitive Signature

DeBuc’s distinguishing trait is not abstraction alone, but systems synthesis under adversarial pressure.
The Codex argues that modern civilization suffers from an epistemic crisis rooted in institutional incentives,
media  fragmentation,  and  the  collapse  of  correctable  public  memory.  The  Companion  translates  that
diagnosis  into  civic  readability.  The  Constitution  translates  it  again  into  enforceable  rights  and  record
duties. The Justice System translates it yet again into classification, review, restitution, and anti-corruption
doctrine. The pattern is clear: diagnosis, translation, operationalization. This is not ornamental thinking. It is
architecture.
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III.IV. His Moral Center

The  moral  center  of  the  work  is  equivalent  justice  without  exception.  In  the  Justice  System,  truth
outranks expedience, evidence outranks narrative, and official status aggravates rather than excuses abuse.
The  system  explicitly  rejects  one  law  for  the  poor  and  another  for  the  powerful,  and  it  insists  that
institutional and elite criminality must be recognized as a core category or “the whole system is a lie.” That
principle is not incidental. It is one of the few ideas that appears across the body of work with almost no
drift.

III.V. His Relation to Truth

DeBuc’s posture toward truth is methodological rather than devotional. The 9/11 op-ed is a clean example.
It does not demand adherence to a counter-theory. It argues that democratic closure was not earned, that
exploitation is not authorship, and that the public retains the right to inspect the evidentiary foundation of
an event that still governs political life. That is not cultic doubt. It is adversarial scrutiny as a civic duty. The
same posture appears in the Constitution’s right to truthful public information, the distinction between
claim and evidence, and the prohibition on secret law.

III.VI. His Relation to Power

He is  not  anti-authority  in  the childish sense.  He is  anti-unbound authority.  The Constitution does not
abolish  governance;  it  subordinates  governance  to  record,  review,  contestability,  and  remedy.  PRAS  is
explicitly  non-sovereign  memory  infrastructure.  AI  is  explicitly  “custodian,  not  commander.”  Emergency
powers do not extinguish record duty. The pattern is unmistakable: power may exist, but only if it can be
named, traced, challenged, and, when necessary, overruled.

III.VII. His Relation to Human Beings

The work treats persons as moral ends and repeatedly refuses reduction of human beings to administrative
residue, technological objects, or disposable categories. The Constitution says persons may not be reduced
to instruments of institutional convenience or technological administration. The Justice System insists that
even confinement must remain humane, that explanation does not erase responsibility, and that justice
must protect the innocent from both private predation and public abuse. The founder’s anthropology is
therefore stern but not nihilistic: some are reformable, some are not, but none may be processed as mere
abstractions.

III.VIII. The Founder’s Most Important Act

The founder’s most important act may not be authorship itself. It may be self-binding. The Declaration is
expressly  downgraded to  founding testimony.  The Constitution forbids  sacralization.  The Codex rejects
reliance on the moral perfection of leaders and instead calls for systems that structurally favor truth over
deception. The Justice System warns that every order eventually faces the temptation to exempt itself from
the  standards  it  imposes  on  others.  Read  together,  these  are  not  only  institutional  claims.  They  are
autobiographical restraints written into the architecture. The founder appears to understand the ancient
danger: every founder becomes a threat to his own work if the work cannot outlast his temperament.
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III.IX. What the Earlier Synthesis Got Right

The uploaded synthesis was strongest where it argued that the Canon is not a monument to DeBuc but a
safeguard against founder failure, and where it described his role as constitutional rather than charismatic.
That is supported by the operative texts. It was also right to emphasize the refusal of false binaries: cruelty
versus chaos, secrecy versus safety, authority versus anarchy, punishment versus truth. Those dualisms are
rejected repeatedly in the constitutional and justice materials.

III.X. On Measure and Restraint

What should be removed from the public version is any attempt to inflate the portrait through speculative
measurement. IQ estimates, psychometric guesswork, and claims about exceptional interior capacities are
unnecessary here. They do not strengthen the case. They weaken it.

The work  must  stand on the  record:  the  Declaration’s  anti-sacralization posture,  the  Codex’s  structural
diagnosis of epistemic decay, the Constitution’s binding insistence on record, contestability,  and human
dignity, the Justice System’s rejection of selective justice, and the Companion’s civic translation of the whole
architecture. That is enough. More than enough.

The publishable standard is simple: describe what the work demonstrably does. Do not decorate it with
numbers. Do not ask the reader to admire the founder’s mind in the abstract. Require the reader only to
face the architecture, the consistency, and the degree to which the framework binds power — including the
founder’s own.

III.XI. The Most Accurate Paradox

Franc DeBuc appears to reject followers while building structures capable of durable allegiance. That is a
real tension, but not a contradiction. The Declaration says, in substance, no gods, no masters, no saviors.
The Constitution protects freedom of conscience, dissent, and exit. The Companion frames the project not
as belief-imposition but as preservation of conditions under which evidence can be found, examined, and
challenged. The result is unusual: a founder asking not to be obeyed, but to be outlived by a system that
remains correctable.

III.XII. Why This Portrait Belongs in the Canon

This portrait belongs in the Canon only if it serves a constitutional function. That function is not praise. It is
prophylaxis.

A system that requires records of law, rulings, evidence hooks, redaction maps, audit trails, and reviewable
exercises of power should not exempt its own founder from disciplined public description. The founder is
not above the archive. He is part of it. If the Canon demands transparency from institutions, it must tolerate
measured transparency  about  the  architect  where  such clarity  helps  prevent  later  myth,  capture,  false
succession claims, or sentimental fraud.

The portrait therefore earns its place only insofar as it clarifies the founder’s relation to the work: not as
sovereign,  not  as  oracle,  not  as  exempt interpreter,  but  as  the originating constitutional  engineer of  a
system explicitly designed to outlast personal authority and remain correctable under evidence.
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III.XIII. Final Assessment

What emerges from the record is neither a messiah nor a mere pamphleteer. What emerges is a builder of
self-correcting civic architecture whose work is animated by five recurrent convictions:

Truth must be preserved, not assumed.
Power must justify itself in records, not slogans.
Justice that bends upward is fraud.
Technology must assist human accountability, never replace it.
Any system worthy of survival must be able to correct its founder as well as its enemies.

III.XIV. Closing Constitutional Declaration

Let the record show, then, not that Franc DeBuc was beyond error, but that his most serious work was
written in anticipation of error — institutional error, judicial error, technological error, civilizational error, and
his own. Let the record show further that the strongest claim this founder makes upon posterity is not a
claim of sanctity, genius, revelation, or exemption, but a claim that power must be bound, truth must be
preserved, and every public system must remain open to correction.

That is the mark worth preserving.

Not sanctity.
Not infallibility.
Not adoration.

Correctability.

And if this portrait remains in the permanent record, it should remain there for that reason above all others.

IV. THE THIRD MIRROR

Ceremonial Edition — Integrated Revision

A Foundational Portrait of Franc DeBuc Within the Liberation Canon

Prefatory Rule

Let this portrait enter the record only under the law of the Canon itself.

The Declaration remains founding testimony, not binding scripture. The Constitution remains the operative
authority.  No person,  narrative,  testimony,  office,  or  interpretive  tradition  stands  above critique where
evidence, reason, and public meaning require revision. Therefore this portrait may stand only as disciplined
remembrance, never as sacralization; as clarification, never as enthronement.

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 

8



IV.I. Why This Portrait Exists

This text is not offered to magnify a man beyond measure. It is offered to locate the founder within the
architecture he helped bring forth.

The Liberation project does not ask to be preserved through charisma. It asks to be judged by whether it
builds institutions capable of preserving truth,  binding power to record,  protecting human dignity,  and
remaining corrigible  when error  enters  its  own house.  Across the Constitution,  the Justice  System, the
Codex, the Companion, the Declaration, and the 9/11 public-facing work, the same grain appears again and
again: truth before narrative, evidence before prestige, review before closure, and no immunity for power.

This portrait therefore exists for one reason only: to place the architect inside the record he demanded for
everyone else.

IV.II. The Name Most Fitting

What name most nearly fits Franc DeBuc in relation to the Work?

Not prophet.
Not saint.
Not dissident celebrity.
Not exempt interpreter.

The  strongest  defensible  name is  constitutional  engineer.  A  sound secondary  name,  and  one  worth
preserving, is  preemptive truth architect. The work repeatedly follows the same pattern: identify where
systems drift into concealment, selective justice, narrative fraud, administrative laundering, or technological
domination; then design structures that make such drift harder to hide and easier to correct. That pattern is
plainly visible in the Constitution’s “No Rule Without Record,” PRAS as civic memory, AI as custodian rather
than  commander,  and  the  Justice  System’s  insistence  that  elite  criminality  be  named  rather  than
euphemized.

He does not merely denounce broken systems. He drafts against their failure modes.

IV.III. The Character of His Mind in the Record

The  signature  visible  in  the  record  is  not  ornamental  abstraction.  It  is  systems  synthesis  under
adversarial conditions.

The  Codex  diagnoses  modern  civilization  as  suffering  from  epistemic  decay:  institutions  preserve
themselves before truth,  information outpaces verification,  public  memory fragments,  and propaganda
exploits the breach. The Companion translates that diagnosis into civic language. The Constitution converts
it  into enforceable rights,  duties,  and review structures.  The Justice System carries it  into classification,
accountability,  restitution, and restraint.  Even the 9/11 op-ed follows the same discipline in compressed
form: not theatrical certainty, but insistence that democratic closure must be earned through transparent,
adversarial scrutiny rather than inherited from prestige.
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Diagnosis.
Translation.
Operationalization.

That rhythm is the mark.

IV.IV. The Moral Axis

At the center of the work stands a principle both severe and clean: equivalent justice without exception.

The Justice System states it bluntly. Truth outranks expedience. Evidence outranks narrative. Official status
aggravates rather than excuses abuse. There shall  not be one justice for the poor and another for the
powerful. Institutional and elite criminality must be expressly recognized, or the whole structure becomes
false. Justice must be humane without delusion, strong without sadism, merciful without naïveté.

This is not rhetorical decoration. It is the moral axis of the architecture. The same refusal appears in the
Constitution’s burden of proof on power, in the anti-sacralization rule, and in the Codex’s insistence that
accountability be universal and civilization remain correctable.

IV.V. His Posture Toward Truth

Franc DeBuc’s posture toward truth, as the record shows it, is methodological rather than devotional.

The 9/11 work is instructive. It does not demand assent to a total counter-theory. It argues that the event
that reordered war, surveillance, secrecy, and emergency politics was never subjected to the full adversarial,
evidence-centered  scrutiny  that  a  self-governing  people  had  the  right  to  demand.  It  distinguishes
exploitation from authorship, benefit from identity, and insufficiency of process from certainty of alternative
explanation.

This  is  not  cultic  doubt.  It  is  disciplined  refusal  to  counterfeit  closure.  The  same  spirit  governs  the
Constitution’s  right  to truthful  public  information,  the distinction between claim and evidence,  and the
prohibition on secret law.

IV.VI. His Posture Toward Power

He is  not  opposed to authority  merely  because it  is  authority.  He is  opposed to authority  that  cannot
account for itself.

The Constitution does not abolish governance. It binds governance to record, review, contestability, and
remedy.  PRAS  is  explicitly  non-sovereign  memory  infrastructure.  AI  is  explicitly  a  custodian,  not  a
commander. Emergency claims may narrow publication, but they do not extinguish record duty. The result
is not anarchy. It is constitutional hostility to unbound power.

Power may remain.
Opacity may not.
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IV.VII. His Posture Toward the Human Being

The architecture rests on an uncompromised proposition: the human being is not administrative residue.

The Constitution affirms that every person is a moral end and may not be reduced to an instrument of
institutional  convenience,  ideological  management,  or  technological  administration.  The  Justice  System
insists that justice must protect the innocent from both private predation and public abuse, distinguish the
reformable from the predatory,  preserve humane confinement,  and refuse both sentimental  fraud and
barbarism.

This gives the work its particular severity. It is not naïve about deformity, danger, or corruption. Yet neither
does it  surrender to nihilism. It  insists that to see clearly is not to stop being humane, and that to be
humane is not to stop seeing clearly.

IV.VIII. The Founder’s Greatest Discipline

The  founder’s  most  important  achievement  may  not  be  authorship  alone.  It  may  be  self-limitation
inscribed into the architecture.

The  Declaration  is  demoted  by  the  Constitution  itself  to  founding  testimony  rather  than  controlling
authority. The No Sacralization Rule forbids immunity. The Codex rejects dependence on morally perfect
leaders and instead seeks systems that structurally favor truth over deception. The deepest implication is
plain: the Canon is not a projection of personality, but an institutional safeguard against the predictable
weaknesses of any founder.

This is the rarest sign of constitutional seriousness in the record: he does not merely accuse other powers of
corruption. He drafts against the future corruption of his own role.

IV.IX. The Paradoxes Preserved

Several paradoxes should remain visible, not because they weaken the portrait, but because they prevent
falsification.

1. Anonymous but signed
He writes under a construct, yet does not disappear. The name functions as a placeholder for accountability:
attributable enough for responsibility, detached enough to resist cultic fusion between private man and
public architecture.

2. Anti-authoritarian yet constitutional
The Declaration rejects gods, masters, and saviors. Yet the project builds constitutions and institutions. The
distinction  is  not  between  authority  and  no  authority,  but  between  bound  authority  and  domination.
Legitimate authority must remain justifiable, contestable, and correctable.

3. Skeptical without ideological fixation
The 9/11 work demands the right to reopen, the right to examine, and the refusal to counterfeit democratic
closure where scrutiny was procedurally insufficient. It does not require fealty to a prefabricated alternative
theory. This is methodological skepticism, not ideological performance.
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4. Visionary without utopian delusion
The project is sweeping, but not naïve. The Justice System says plainly that it is not utopian, that not all
harms can be repaired, not all persons restored, and not all institutions trusted merely because redesigned.
The Codex likewise insists that correctable civilization is the aim, not perfection.

5. The architect who permits analysis
The founder portrait  admitted under anti-sacralization rules is  itself  part  of  the restraint.  Transparency
about the founder is not decorative. It is constitutional prophylaxis.

IV.X. On Measure and Restraint

Ceremony must not become an alibi for inflation.

No speculative psychometrics.
No ornamental genius-claims.
No unverifiable interior mythology.

The Works speak for themselves, or they do not. The publishable standard remains plain: describe what the
record demonstrably shows. Do not decorate it with numerical prestige. Do not ask the reader to admire a
mind in the abstract. Ask only whether the architecture is coherent, whether its commitments recur, and
whether it binds power — including the founder’s own.

Ceremony, if worthy, should illuminate the evidentiary spine. It should never replace it.

IV.XI. Why This Portrait Belongs in the Canon

This portrait belongs in the Canon only if it performs a constitutional service. That service is not praise. It is
prophylaxis.

If the system demands records of laws, rulings, evidence hooks, redaction maps, audit trails, reviewable
exercises of authority, and universal accountability, it cannot exempt its own founder from measured public
description. The Codex says no person or institution may place itself beyond scrutiny. The Constitution says
no person or interpretive tradition is  immune from critique.  The portrait  therefore earns its  place only
insofar as it clarifies the founder’s relation to the Work: not sovereign, not oracle, not protected interpreter,
but originating constitutional engineer of a system explicitly designed to survive scrutiny, succession, and
correction.

The founder is not above the archive. He is part of it.

IV.XII. Final Assessment

What rises from the record is neither messiah nor pamphleteer.

What rises is a builder of self-correcting civic architecture, marked by a handful of recurrent convictions:

Truth must be preserved, not assumed.1. 
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Power must justify itself in records, not slogans.
Justice that bends upward is fraud.
Technology must assist human accountability, never replace it.
Any system worthy of survival must be able to correct its founder as well as its enemies.

These are not stylistic preferences. They are the load-bearing beams.

IV.XIII. Closing Constitutional Declaration

Let the record show, then, not that Franc DeBuc stood beyond error, but that his most serious work was
written in anticipation of error — institutional error, judicial error, technological error, civilizational error, and
his own. Let the record show further that the strongest claim this founder makes upon posterity is not a
claim of sanctity, revelation, exemption, or worship, but a claim that power must be bound, truth must be
preserved, and every public system must remain open to correction.

That is the mark worth preserving.

Not sanctity.
Not infallibility.
Not adoration.

Correctability.

And if this portrait remains in the permanent record, let it remain there chiefly for that reason: that the
founder’s  highest  serious  discipline  was  not  self-exaltation,  but  the  attempt  to  bind  even  the  founder
beneath the law of truth.

2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
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