Declaration of Liberty

In the course _o/'/zuman relations, power dﬁerentiais easiiy erode trust between those in authority and those
sutgj ectto it, makirig it necessary ﬁr those m@ea‘ec/ fo auﬂzon'g/s indliscretionsto assume greater respons ib iiity

over their own lives—independent of coercive authorities.

Is it not seif-eviaierit that authority is oriiy as legitimate as its accouritaioiiity to the needs it serves? The more
those subjected to coercion oiispose themselves to sujjcer it, the more authorities become ioiirwiiy accustomed to
their toxic impacts. Where authorities rriariipuiate the “consent of the governed” to serve its own ends, at the

expense of the goverrieoi, the standard now raises to the more oiojective maa.sumb/eaccountaé[/lb/_of‘ lmpaded
needs.

Those coerciveiy impacteoi ioy arioitrary authorities now express their right, their oiuty, to throw oﬂ the chains
of arb itrary authorities unaccountable to :y{fecteoi needs, and rebuild the foundation of these imbalanced
relations upon principles of accountably resofving needs. The initial step is purely market-based by first
exhausting all direct means to identify, express and address impacted needs, before deferring to top-down
authority of law—with its history of morphing into the proioiem it ostensibiy serves.

The history of authority shows an inclination to drift from its founding mission into protecting itself, however
abusive to those it impacts. When originating to counter abuses, unaccountable authority easiiy repeats the
modeled pattern of their former abusers on susceptible others.

In the arbitrary way King George 111 imposeai his will on the colonists, their descendants arioitrariiy accused
me—an asexual transgender and tribaiiy envolled persori—of ioeirig a “child recruiting” sexual predator.
The power differential built into the criminal justice system fails here to resolve the need for justice. Let these
known facts be transparent to a candid world.

They base their conviction soieiy on the coached testimony of a child, previousiy indoctrinated to oiojectify
all LGBTQpeopie as bad. Amongsarua/ assault cases in the earé/ 19908 a//ow[nga conviction without
Confoéorezz‘/}/zg evidence, a sign iﬁcarit number are wrong?:t/ convictions.

They resist correcting their errors in their appeai process, derrioristrating more concern for protecting laws
than the needs we create laws to serve. 7hemore ﬁcusec/ on 1'rnp€r50na/ laws than persomz/ needs, theless
the /qga/ system enables the resolution of underserved needs.

They force an asexual transgender person to register as a sex oﬁender for iife, without providirig context
for the public to recognize a viable innocence claim. 7/emore detail offense registries provide to the public,
theeasier to dﬁg’rﬁz tiate between viable innocence claims and those clearl) gu[/zj/.

They objectify the complainant to further their own ends at the expense of the complainant’s specific needs.
Themore gu[dcﬁ/ support pro vided for victims oyp violence to communicate c//rea‘é/ with iden fy’%d
victimizers, themore opportunities ﬁr the interest 0/9?151‘/&’ to be served over the interests ()y?ud[c[a/
mstitutions.
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They rush tojudgment with their convenient yet oiepersonaiizing _judicia[ categories of accused and accuser,
oveviooking conciiiatory resolution, serving their own divisive ends at the expense of those involved in the
inﬂamed conﬂic’c. Themore opportunities {zﬁm/eo/ to ascribed victims and accused victimizers to resolve
their aﬁde&/ needs, the less attractive the /1'1441'z‘zhg option (f the adversaria //'Msfz'ce system.

They coerciveiy objectiﬁ/ both accused and accuser to ﬁt into their adversarial categories, assuming the state
must mitigate conﬂict without accountabi[ity for their obj ec’c%/ing ejfec’cs upon traumatized individuals.
Themore 1'mp€rsona/ the adversarial process, the less  just its outcomes; themore persona/é/ engageo/ each
aﬁde&/ side, themore > just the outcomes.

They faii trap to tunnel vision investigations, sometimes pursuing outlandish theories of guiit, without
checking their confurmation bias, explicitly forbidden in other professions. 7/emore open to critique a
criminal (nvestigation, themore accurate will be its ﬁndfngs‘; the less open to critique, the less accurate its
conc/uszbns—confe/az[zhg sz('gnﬁcanfé/ with wronﬁ/ convictions.

Tney impress the pu’oiic as its trusted protector, while resisting pubiic critique by evading access to its
detention faciiities. Themore transparent Law erf(}m?mem‘ institutions, the less /1%64/ damagzhg abuses of ’
discretion will continue overlooked.

They present the criminal justice system as the only tax-supported means to “protect and serve” the public
ﬁom threats of interpersonai violence, oﬁen dismissing without impartiai review other viable alternatives
potentially more responsive to the affected needs. 7/iemore alternatives to the criminal justice process are
prowb/ed that can eﬁcﬁveé/ address the needs involved, the lower the incidents 0/ Violence, /essenmg the
burden on the adversarial court system.

They impose excessive bail that routinely punishes suspects for being poor, while rewarding suspects who
can afford exorbitant fees, in the name of “fair” justice. 7/¢lower the amount of bail is set to correspond
with w/uz‘suspacz‘s can pyjloml thelower the rate Q/F wrongﬂ/ convictions stemming ﬁom the coercive
eﬁ’a‘s gﬁ detention and ﬁom not éemg allowed to access a law Aémlj/ orto actn/eé/ research own case.

They coerce the accused—oﬁen the most disadvantaged—into admitting guii’c for a crime they didn’t do,
by threatening further jail time and longer sentences, if not promptly accepting a plea deal, which is akin
to forcing unreliable confessions under torture, ostensibiy to avoid coiiapsing the criminal court system gf
more defendants asserted their right to a speedy trial. 7/icmore accountable to “the absence of crime and
disorder, not mereé/ the visible evidence of}oo//ce action in dea /mg with them,” the fewev cases the
overburdened Cr/m/'mz/jusf/ce system would have to PrOCess.

They offer relief from pain to the winning side in a court battle, at the expense of the losing side, which
typicaiiy faiis to resolve needs on all sides, enab[ing root probiems to recur and provide more rationale for
its overused adversarial approach. Themore opportunities ﬁr parties involved in acts cf violence to address
their relevant needs, even in the most pa[nj@/ and consequen tial Oj[ violent interactions, themore /1%64/ the
involved parties can meezmngﬁ{/é/ grieve their losses and fmnsﬁrm the situation into more responszé/e

living:



They economica”y incentivize mass incarceration, instead of incentivizing reduced levels of violence, in
violation of Peel principles that provided the foundation for modern policing. 7/ more accountable the
use (yf po/[ce power to {pué/lc approm/ ”/ér its purpose, the more /1%@&/ it will be received the pué//c’s

respeczﬁr its ‘existence, actions, and behaviors.”

They emphas ize the role of interpersona[ violence over other forms of violence with as much or more impact
on the security of our lives, demonstrat'mg a bias toward ideological individualism that goes against
wholeness of balancing personal with group needs. 7/ more the needs of the individual are balanced with
the needs cf L‘oczézj/, the less tension gets created, resu/z‘zhg n fewev incidents (y( Violence.

They fail to admit the adversarial process can be as biased, impevfec’c, and gui(ty as the su’ojects it concludes
as gui[ty, even resisting the standard ’chey app [y to subj ects being app[ied in retwrn. 7/emore we all
recognize that the ’}ao/[ce are the /aué/[c and the /aué/z'c are the /90/1'66, " themore we can hold each other
accountable “to duties which are incumbent on every citizen in the intent of the community welfare.

They coax “persons of interest” into compromising their right against se[f—incriminaﬁon during extended
interviews that morph into hostile interrogations, often manipulaﬁng nnocent persons into ﬁt’c'mg their
preconceived assumptions of guilt, effectively denying legal counsel that would mitigate this perverting of
Justice ﬁrom conﬁrmation bias. Themore accountable (nvestigations remain to the rz('.gf/zz‘s (f the accused, the
less /1%'65/ the pursuit aﬁ'usz‘[ce strays into convicting the Wrong persons that allows actual perpetrators
loose to harm others.

They routine[y resist admitt'mg its many errors, insisting on conviction ﬁnality, despite compe“ing evidence
of wrongful convictions, including actual innocence, at alarming rates. 7/ less an authority admits it
z'm/aey%cﬁons, themore errors stemming ﬁam these /'m;aey%d[ons /1%65/ remain unchecked to undermine
auf/zor/{y.

They evade culpabi[ity of wrongﬁd convictions, while under pretense of blind Justice, to avoid ['Lability of
expensive damage awards to exonerees. 7/iemore states that enact legislation setting a maximum
compensation amount to exonerees, the higher the rate (f exonerations ﬁom that state’s poo/ ()jf/nnocence
claimants.

They overpolice populations already suffering from historical trauma, complicating that trauma by

su’oj ecting it with fmfther violence, easily perpetuating the debunked “rational choice” ideo [ogy of personal
responsibility, overlooking limited options the traumatized can choose from. 7/.e more subjected to
authoritarian pressures to ﬁz‘ others’ idea OJf good Comp/zénce, the less ﬁee to internalize Vesponszé/e /1’V1'1/zg
in one’s own sustainable terms; the less SL(é/'@Cfe&/ to authoritarian pressures, the ﬁfGCV to live responszéé/—~
demonstrated in fewer violent interactions.

They aid and abet the destruction of countless lives with collateral consequences of criminal conviction, ’oy
failing to inform suspects of these harmﬁt[ consequences 'Lfthey take a plea deal, ﬁAe['mg the prob[em of
making quick decisions without properly considering long-term impacts. 7/ more informed a suspect of
/ongAz‘erm consequences cyf a p/&'z deal, the fewer are //'/(64/ to qu[c%éf waive their r{gf/zf to a proper /zeezrmg;
and themore court officials resist this pofem‘/zz/ bo'zc/(/og (f cases to process more z‘/zaroug/zé/, asa r/g/zf to
every accused and accuser, the less /ég/ﬁma te this adversarial PrOCess.
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They overlook my demonstrated concern for sexual violence survivors to further their own image as caring
more about sexual assault survivors, as if impersonal government can provide more for survivor needs
than personaiized attention from caring individuals like me. 7/emore opportunities efﬁrded the accused
to convey their empa thic concern for those reporfec/é/ victimized b 14 violence, the greater the opportunity
ﬁ/’jusz‘/ce to be serve, serving both the accuser’s need ﬁ/f supportive Mn&/e/fsz‘ema//ng and the /aub/[e s
need to heal the wounds of Violence.

Tney faii to serve a frightened puioiic, with their pretentious iegis lation for a sex oﬁender registry, faiiing to
distinguish between the recognizaio iy guiity and viab iy innocent, underrnining the right of background
screeners and their users to make inforrned decisions of trustworthiness. 74emore nuanced context

pro vided in /aub//cﬁ/ accessible conviction records, themore the pué/z'c can /'Mo/ge trustworthiness for
themselves, unmolested é)/ the corrupting biases of the adversarial PrOCess.

By puioiishing how one’s conviction was determined (p lea, bench trial, or Jury trial), the puioiic can see the
right—to—triai was asserted over a piea deal, correiating with a viable innocence claim.

By puioiishing one’s type of verdict (guiity, no contest, or not guiity), the pubiic can see the trial, and not a
piea deal, produced the questioned guiity verdict.

By puioiishing one’s recommended sentencing (iower than guideiines, within guideiines, or over
guideiines), the puioiic canjudge the fortitude n enduring the personai cost of a harsher sentence for
maintaining one’s innocence.

By puioiishing one’s institutional vecord (number of major misconducts, or any new criminal case), the
public can see how the innocent avoids trouble, where avoidable, while in prison.

By puioiishing one’s context of discharge (paroied, denied paro le for lack of contrition ﬁ'orn maintaining
innocence), the public can see how the innocent resisted pressure to “show remorse” to get out of prison
early on parole.

By puioiishing one’s criminal history (no other criminal history, no prior criminal history, no foiiow—up
cnarges, or no warrants), the puioiic can judge alack of criminal history supports a claim of innocence.

They faii to correct the seif—serving but faise ioeiief that all prisoners claim to be innocent, when academic
surveys find only a minority claim actual innocence, furthering to dehumanize every accused person as
ioeing stuck in seif—righteous denial and therq‘ore deserving to be traumatized into cornpiiance. Themore
w[deé/ debuntked the incorrect ée/[cj‘i‘/za[ all prisoners claim z‘/zg/ didn’t to i, the less dismissive the /aué/[c

will be to viable claims of iwfonéﬁt/ convictions.

They fail to link epidemic rates of depression, anxiety, substance use, suicide and deaths of despair to its
coercive influence against living freely and responsibly, by imposing external pressures at odds with
internal needs the law can never fully anticipate or personally serve. 7/emore those coerced by authority to
suppress their needs sh ﬁ to freeé/ express and address those /'mpac[ep/ needs, the lower the rates oflboor
health outcomes.



power differentials of criminal justice system

To answer these pro[oiems, this declaration to ﬁ'eeiy resolve needs unfoids in three proactive stages. It began ioy
z'denz‘zj'f/zhgneeds, assessing their vuinerabiiity to authority coercion. It foiiowed loy e:xpresszhgthe power
diﬂérentiai’s cwrrent impact on these needs, auddmg authorities’ responsiveness to engage us in these impacted
needs. Finaiiy, deciaring the iiberty to resolve needs by ioo[diy addresszhgthese needs, avowing to resolve these
needs either in mutual cooperation or in unilateral respons ib iiity in the face of authority ﬁgwre’s comparative

lack of respons ib iiity.

assess 4 avorr 4 avow g

to /dentify needls to exressmeedls to addressmeedls

Till recently, we have resigned to our avoidant options, to lower any risk of authorities’ reprisals over our tenuous
lives. But wellness compe[s us to speak up with our concz'/zézz‘o;y options, and f exhausted with insuﬁic ient results
to then resort to our adversarial options. We reserve all viable options necessary to resolve one another’s needs,
including respect for your needs. To this end, we hold each other accountableto everyone’s measurablelevels of
lowered pain and improved wellness outcomes.
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Anyone in power opposing these accountable measureswithout oﬁering viable alternatives shall be deemed a
threat to the public good of liberty, and potentially as the very face of evil. Any coerced acquiescence invites
pvdoiic viiiﬁcation. Anyone enabiing such dysﬁmction risks ostracization. A dividing line is now set between
those whose lives are committed to resoiving 3ﬁected needs, knowable by the removal of suﬁering, and those
uncommitted and who continue to noticeably perpetuate painful problems.

For the support of this declaration of liberty to freely resobve needs, with its unwavering accountability to the
support of Nature by measurable correlations, we mutually pledge to each other our lives, our resources and
our sacred honor.

* * *
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Value Relating

You need pain relief?

No, it's not all your fault. Speak your truth to power. Don't put up
with this painful stress any longer.

We'll help you draft your own Declaration of Liberty. We'll
support you to enforce it. To the ends of the earth.

Value Relating advocates your need to detox the power
differentials you find yourself in.

Student - Teacher
Employee - Manager
Voter - Politician
Citizen - Law Enforcement
Client - Lawyer

We either meet in person or online, on a schedule that works for
you. Schedule an introductory session now at ValueRelating.com.

Only $25 for the first half-hour session. No charge if discontinued
within the first ten minutes.

Start freeing yourself today from this pressure, while booking slots
remain open, at https://www.valuerelating.com/book-it/profriend.

Learn more at:
https: / /www.valuerelating.com

Isn't it time you speak truth to power?
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