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About the Namibia Script
~
While
equal
a few
found

the Hugo Project – concerned with fulfilling every human being's
right to the world's spaces and resources – was already formulated
years ago, it was on a trip to Namibia in August 2011 where Hugo
the energy and inspiration to approach it in a more popular way.

In an exceptional group of travellers, he sensed an encouraging feeling
of curiosity and support that he had been missing in so many
institutional environments.
In honor of the rewarding experience, this script includes a series of
pictures taken during the trip which were kindly given to Hugo.
Even though there is no direct connection between the text and the
pictures, the combination of both is intended to portray the spirit in
which new possibilities for this world can emerge:
The spirit of wondering, discovering and going for it. And if Hugo's aim
might be considered a revolution, then it's a beautiful one …
~
So, many thanks to everybody who was there. They know who they are. And …
Very, very special thanks to the great Italian mother and the wonderful,
crazy - but in a good way - photographer, without whom this script
wouldn't have its present form. (Just for them: Have you counted the
pictures? 41 – a successful opening!)
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~ My share of the world please ~ Intro
>> No more injustice with natural resources.

My equal right to the world.

~
Finally realizable –
Thanks to the web.

Every human being has – of course – equal rights to
the world.
The same right to use its natural resources.
Its land. Its space. Its sources of commodity and
engergy.
*

The concept of equal rights to the world does not exclude the possibility of exclusive
rights: People need to be able to call properties/plots of land their own, since 7 billion
people cannot live in the same place. Nor can they share the same bed.
However: exclusive rights undoubtedly require NEGOTIATION.
It's crystal clear … If I hand over my equal right to the world in order for someone to
own property, I must be COMPENSATED.
*
However clear this fact might be … The negotiation, which would logically be necessary, is
MISSING today. I am excluded from countless properties/plots of land without receiving any
compensation for it.
–> My equal right to the world is fully IGNORED.
*
Fortunately, this can now be changed. For the first time in history, there is a decisive
premise: people all around the world are directly interconnected with one another.
The web's function is not merely in selling old wine in new bottles. The most interesting
aspect of it is yet to happen:
The electronic interconnection enables entirely new structures. For example …
Hugo's world novelty:
–> The first market for exclusive properties/plots of land, which includes everybody
correctly.
–> The first system, which fulfills the equal right to the world instead of ignoring it.
That's how it works:
–> Exclusive rights to properties/plots of land belong to those who compensate me the most.
Me and everybody else. Continuously. Yearly, for example.
–> With that, I can get to my favourite part of the world MYSELF.
Me and everybody else.
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>> No more injustice with natural resources. //2

In reality, real estate adds up to the whole issue. However, this mustn't be an excuse to
ignore my equal right to the world.
The challenge is to do BOTH sides justice. Therefore … Hugo's world novelty pragmatically:
–> Exclusive rights to properties/plots of land belong to those who compensate me the most.
Me and everybody else. Continuously. Yearly, for example.
–> Due to the real estate, there has to be a transfer fee.
From the new owner to the previous one.
.....................................................................................
–> In order for no side to go short, these numbers always correlate:
On-going compensation = percentage of the transfer fee.
(If the percentage is e.g. 5 %, then the transfer fee of 100 means an on-going
compensation of 5 per year, and vice versa.)
–> The percentage is a general number, but always in relation to contemporary times:
Everybody can state how high the percentage should be, yearly for example –
thereby also agreeing with any number up to that point. Then you just take the
highest rate that the majority agrees with, done!
In the end, it is heavenly simple:
> I automatically receive the money that is supposed to be mine. – All the offers and
payments are organized via a webplatform, which adds up all the on-going compensations,
divides them through the current world population and passes them on to everybody.
> And all the opportunities are as clear as never before. – I instantly see for every
property what payments I have to do/surpass in order to own it.
Too good to be true? On the contrary.
–> All the objections against a just world that initially might surface, are quickly
dismissed as soon as one looks closely. On that point 4 x 3 examples.
*
A final word to the perspective.
Nowadays, one automatically takes sides with those who profit from the injustice: those
few that possess properties/plots of land beyond average.
That is not only unjust. It is also nonsensical, because …
–> The system that will be in effect in days to come, will be decided by the majority of
people. Those approximately 90% of people who would profit moneywise from a correct system.
So … Apart from the fact that Hugo undoubtedly stands for justice, this script is as well
written from the point of view of the majority of mankind.
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~ My share of the world please ~ Part I
>> No more false alibis.

When is the world
right?

~
Only when I agree.

People who defend the unjust distribution of the world
(subsequently referred to as "they"), often pretend that
it isn't even that unjust.
That everything is just right when it comes to properties/
plots of land. That today's distribution must surely be
well-founded. But …

These "justifications" are wrong. Only superficial. Only one-sided.
It only becomes right when all parties agree. EXPLICITLY agree.

They say, "the owners have paid for the properties/plots of land, after all".
*
WHOM did they pay? – ME? – Everybody else who is owed a compensation?
No. They have probably paid the previous owner.
But they haven't paid me – and they continue to ignore the on-going compensations that
I am owed.
-> To pay some amount to somebody is simply not enough in this world.
Otherwise, I could simply walk the streets and pay my company some dimes in front of
any beautiful house or fancy car … And, instantly, all would be mine, since "I have
paid for it".
–> Payments are only valid, if one pays the RIGHT people.

They say, "the owners have put their work into it".
*
Perhaps. But:
–> "To put in work" doesn't give the right to claim something.
Otherwise, I could simply put my name on everything that I like … And, instantly, all
would be mine, since I put my writing work into it.
.
It's just the other way around …
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>> No more false alibis. //2

–> Only when the exclusive rights have been given, is it acceptable for someone to work
at a specific place where other people would also like to work.
And when it comes to properties/plots of land, exclusive rights are only acceptable after
it has been negotiated with everybody.
As we will see in a minute.

They say, "well, somebody was there first".
*
To begin with: WHERE has somebody been "first"? The globe is connected all around.
If "having been there first" was an argument, everything would belong to the oldest
human being :-)
.
But on a serious note: "helping oneself" is only OK where there AREN'T exclusive rights.
For example, to be the first to breathe the oxygen somewhere. Or to be the first to drink
from a natural well.
.
However, it is NOT the same whether someone drinks first from a well from which everybody
can drink – or whether he forever excludes me from it.
That is not only a different dimension, but an entirely different principle:
–> Somebody who explicitly excludes me, has to arrange it explicitly with me.
It is not possible to speak with 7 billion people; a whole lifetime wouldn't be enough.
But you can easily arrange something which the majority agrees with:
You always get the highest possible compensation. Just like Hugo suggests.
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~ My share of the world please ~ Part II
>> No more lame lines.

What does really count in
the world?

~
Clever rules of the game.

Whenever they defend the injustice – or mindlessly
accept it, which leads to the same result unfortunately
– they often pretend as if it was a law of nature.
But in fact, the distribution of the world simply
depends on the rules of the game. And these rules can
be changed in a blink of an eye.

They say, "it's all over anyway".
*
The future is already over? Nonsense. What do you keep living for if it's already over?!
.
The equal right to the world is timeless. If it wasn't realisable in earlier times, so be
it … But only because things went wrong in the past, it doesn't mean that they have to
keep going wrong.
.
–> You can simply start doing it right:
Adjust the rights to justice. Set-up the web-platform with all properties/plots of land
(if they are already claimed, they are already registered) and off we go:
– Everybody can enter their favoured rate of transfer fee and on-going compensation –
which, instantly, results in a clear percentage.
– Everybody can make offers and counteroffers for their favoured properties/plots of land –
the system always indicates how much you have to offer to purchase something.
– All compensations start to flow as they should – and I can organise myself within the
new system as I please.

They say, "something like Hugo is never going to have majority appeal".
*
What does "something like Hugo" mean?
Some probably believe that Hugo's suggestion is only a "utopia". However, this cliché is
wrong, just as their "explanation" shows: "Well, people are simply egoistic."
I refuse my share of the world, because I'm egoistic? What a nonsense. Please, just
simply calculate:
–> Around 90% of mankind would profit egoistically, if they finally received what they
are owed – and 90% are certainly a majority.
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>> No more lame lines. //2

The crux is simply that it is a new idea. Which needs a few years of warm-up time:
Even the potato, the railway, the computer and so forth didn't have initial
"majority appeal" … And yet, they are now far from being a "utopia"!

They say, "as long as 'might is right' is the governing principle, nothing ever changes".
*
Really?. WHO prevents me from getting my share of the world?
Have I ever even demanded it? And …
Have those well-paid and highly celebrated folks who serve in "the name of justice" ever
done something in THIS matter? No – and the fact that the "mighty" would block such
proceedings, is only an excuse.
.
Naturally, what counts is only what can be executed. That's not the problem. The main
issue is rather, WHERE the right of the mighty lies:
–> The purpose of a civilisation is to replace the rule of force with appropriate rules
of the game. And to be strong enough in numbers to carry these rules through.
Which is not only fairer, but also more efficient.
.
Especially, when it comes to properties/plots of land, the owners depend on the validity
of their rights.
Therefore, it's even in the "powerful" owners' interest to pay everything rightfully.
Otherwise, their properties/plots of land and all the belongings on them would be freely
accessible for everybody.
.
The fact that territories have to be tediously fought over theses days, is due to the
missing rules of the game. There are no conclusive criteria according to which
territories are owned.
Hugo's system thoroughly changes that.
The idea of the highest possible compensation for everybody is entirely logical. Rules
couldn't be any clearer than that. And the effect is twice as rewarding:
–> Hugo doesn't only lead to material advantages, but it also creates a conclusive system.
–> Finally, a new world order that truly is one. Finally, a genuine state of peace.
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~ My share of the world please ~ Part III
>> No more unnecessary restraints.

Get the maximum out of
the world.

Unfortunately, the just distribution of the world is
obstructed by people who "mean well".

Why? Because the solution is a market. Because of the
mechanism of the highest bidder … And because they have
A GOOD thing.
false ideas about it's effects.
.
But what is there not to like if everybody gets EVERYTHING that they are owed?!

~

They say, "the highest-bidding method would increase the pressure on nature even more".
*
Let's get one thing straight … Ecology mustn't ever be an excuse to obstruct a just
system. (Even if it were more "ecological" for many people to remain poor.)
–> Setting limits for the sake of nature is the task of spatial planning. Within these
limits, everybody should have the same chances to come into play.
.
And now to the question of the highest-bidding system.
Nobody has to plunge into any harmful activities in order to be able to bid:
Since you immediately receive an average of all the on-going compensations, you can be
the highest bidder yourself up to an average share of the world. Even if you just sit
there, reflecting on life.
.
"But a business is able to pay more than a philosohper", they might add.
What they overlook: In these cases, a property may be valuable to not only one owner,
but, indirectly, to thousands of other people. And …
–> It would be bad to obstruct the entire compensation that EVERYBODY is owed –
especially the poorest people.
(Additionally, a higher concentration in one place leads to more free space in others:
The more activities are bundled in certain places, the more affordable properties/plots
of land become available in other places if the money goes to everybody.)

They say, "the highest-bidding system enables the rich to displace the poor all the more".
*
Does the current injustice protect "the little people"?! – You could almost think that if
you hear people talking. – In reality, the injustice "helps" to shape a world that denies
80 % of the population even 10 Dollars a day.
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>> No more unnecessary restraints. //2

Things would look a whole lot differently, if there finally was a correct market for the
world itself.
–> If I get an average of all compensations, I can become the highest bidder myself up to
an average share of the world. Even if I don't have anything besides that.
The web-platform can calculate all offers and compensations in relation to one another.
.
Evidently, people who are financially doing well can try to buy off an over-average part
of property from everybody else.
This can be worthwhile for BOTH sides – but it has to remain voluntarily at all times.

They say, "due to the transfer fee, the poor still won't get anything".
*
They might be forgetting that Hugo's system fundamentally changes things.
.
TODAY, you are only benefiting from the world, if you own properties/plots of land and
natural resources.
But if you only have a little, you are still lacking what you are actually owed. If you
don't possess an OVER-AVERAGE amount of properties/plots of land (including oilfields,
business areas etc.), you will start every day from a disadvantaged position.
.
–> In Hugo's system, however, I will profit from my entire share of the world either way.
If I don't directly possess properties/plots of land and resources, I, nevertheless, have
the necessary money to cover the respective costs in expenses like rents, products etc.
This way, I'm left with more money from other revenues to invest in properties/plots of
land than I am today.
Plus: If I claim an under-average piece of property for myself, I can actively get money
out of the whole system.
.
And concerning the percentage that accounts for the compensations, it is a mathematical
rule that those under the average build the majority – a strong position therefore.
(Let's say, for example, that every person has a coin; there is no way that a majority
owns 2 coins – but there are numerous possibilities for a majority to have none.
A majority over the average is only possible in fractions – and only theoretically,
so that it has never occurred.
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~ My share of the world please ~ Part IV
>> No more evasions.

What is of most use?

~

Many of those, who do not touch on the injustice,
make excuses by claiming to rather engage in "already
existing ways".

Do do it right.

Or they are only taking "small steps".
.
Existing ways? None of the ways up to now truly tackle the correct distribution of the
world. – So the "small steps" are NO steps whatsoever. Only substitutes for real action.
These approaches might mean well, but it's fatal, if they distract from a real solution.
Let's rather do it right!

They say, "why don't we simply distribute land directly to those truly in need?"
*
To distribute land within the existing system would STAY unjust. It is like helping to
steal … It may "improve" the distribution, however, it wouldn't be the solution.
.
And furthermore, what does "truly in need" mean anyway?
Every person needs things on a daily basis that are connected with exclusive properties/
plots of land. All those products that contain the natural resources from all over the
world … All forms of energy … All services on expensive sites … All forms of rents at home,
along the way and at the work place …
All THESE usages of properties/plots of land cannot be distributed anyway.
.
And after all: "need" isn't a criteria in this matter.
–> It's about something that I am owed in any case. Simply because I share the same right
to the world as anybody else.
What I do with all those things that I am owed, shouldn't depend on governmental ideas of
what is suitable for me. It is up to my own dreams what I will do with it.
Pursuit of happiness, as it is so beautifully written in a declaration of independence.

They say, "the exchange could happen through taxes".
*
It almost sounds reasonable at first: everybody who owns a property, pays in a manner that
everybody else can benefit. However, it's not really correct for all kinds of reasons.
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>> No more evasions. //2

Without any current offers, nobody would really know what the appropriate amount of
on-going compensations would be.
.
And WHAT do I receive from the government? Great weapons? Dictations that I certainly
don't want?
(Moreover, the idea of taking money which everybody is owed is inapporiate anyway,
because it takes the same amount from the poor and the rich – however, the concept of
governmental taxes is to charge the poor less than the rich.)
.
But mainly: the wheel wouldn't come full circle.
I won't receive money which would guarantee me a way of getting a part of the world
independently.
Plus, all of this wouldn't change any of the existing structures with no correct
foundation and big global imbalances.
–> Let's rather have a true system – that I can shape with my own values.

They say, "you could combine it with social support at one go".
*
If you eat your soup with a cup of coffee, would you add salt to your coffee to have
everything "at one go?" Not really. You shouldn't use the same recipe for everything.
The same applies here as well.
–> My equal right to the world has nothing to do with social support.
.
It's a different measurement.
Social support only includes the necessities. But it certainly doesn't account for an
average amount of what is to have (otherwise it wouldn't be worthwhile anymore to work).
–> Considering my equal right to the world, I am entitled to the average amount of it.
.
It's a different category.
Social support depends on what society is willing or able to give. There are thousands of
strings attached, thousands of ifs and buts or some department decides your "luck".
–> My equal right to the world can unconditionally be executed. No ifs, no buts.
According to MY OWN idea of fortune.
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~ My share of the world please ~ Finale
>> No more waiting.

Who stirs the world?

~
Merry discovery –
happy journey!

Let's sum up.
It is now POSSIBLE to fulfill the equal right to the world.
Alibis for today's injustice are false.
You can go all out without any restraints.
*

It is decisive not to wait for the wrong people.
The political scene is one example. No party, no politician has ever really done anything
for my equal right to the world.
The current political system dedicates itself to procedures that require a lot of
discussions and actions that, in turn, make the beloved roles of politicians necessary.
System solutions that are self-governing are foreign to it. That means, it systematically
misses out on the best chances.
(Accordingly, there won't be any Hugo party: When the solution is there, it's there!)
*
You also don't need to wait for the "experts".
You don't need a doctoral degree to know whether you want to keep going short or not.
You can estimate yourself whether justice is important or not.
You also know how much drive and efficiency has been created by the digital interconnection – so, it is as clear as daylight, how much the web could do on a larger scale.
Just as an example … Nobody has ever starved to death owning an average of all the world's
resources.
*
–> The initial period is mainly about liveliness.
.
It starts with a journey inside yourself. That's always quite a step. Even if this whole
idea doesn't have anything to do with a spiritual enlightenment – but simply with a
realisation that I am owed something that can enrich my life.
.
The next step will bring along further highlights: exceptional people. Those who wake up
first. Those who are adventurous and give the whole thing a try. Hugo is looking forward
to those people and likes to bring them all together: just contact hugo@start-hugo.com.
.
Finally, the majority needs to be convinced.
How do you initiate the excitement to demand more money, more freedom, more perspectives?
.
Let's start!
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