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ABSTRACT

Suppose a Social Choice context, a legislative committee has preferences over some alternatives ordered in an agenda and they apply the amendment procedure
 to choose one. The literature has defined four sets of results. It is called Top Cycle (TC) the set with a sincere behaviour; Banks (B)
 is the set with a sophisticated behaviour; Tournament Equilibrium Set (TEQ)
 is the set with a cooperative behaviour and Equitable Set (E)
 has alternatives with the same sincere and sophisticated result of an agenda. It is known that TEQ is subset of B and B is subset of TC. I define a new set: the TEQ Equitable Set (it is the intersection between TEQ and E). ¿Does it always exist? In this paper, it is shown that for five and six alternatives the set TEQE exists but the question is open for more alternatives. Can a simulation help?
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� In a list of alternatives the amendment procedure compare the first two of them, the winner is compared with the next alternative in the agenda.
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