Natural Law and the Foundations of Legitimate Authority

A Supplement to the Dominion Genesis Notice

Released December 30, 2025
DominionState.net

Introduction

The Dominion State Genesis Notice declares the formation of a lawful, consent-based jurisdiction for the living. The first supplement, The Legitimacy Crisis of 2025,
documents observable conditions across multiple jurisdictions that indicate systemic legitimacy failure and the necessity of lawful alternatives.

This second supplement establishes the philosophical and juridical foundations upon which Dominion rests: the Natural Law tradition. Dominion's principles are not
novel. They are a restoration of first principles that have long served as the standard by which positive law is judged, limited, and corrected.

I. Natural Law Defined

Natural Law is the doctrine that law is not merely whatever is enacted, enforced, or administered, but is measured against objective standards of justice that arise
from moral reality, human nature, and reason. Positive law is legitimate only insofar as it conforms to that higher law.

Thomas Aquinas defined it with precision: Natural Law is "the rational creature's participation of the eternal law" (Summa Theological-Il, Q. 91, Art. 2). It represents
those self-evident principles that reason recognizes as binding on human action—principles that existed before any legislature convened and that will persist after
every statute has been repealed.

William Blackstone, in his Commentaries on the Laws of England (Introduction, Section Il), described Natural Law as "the rule of human action, prescribed by the
Creator, and discoverable by the light of reason." He emphasized that all valid human law must conform to Natural Law: "Upon these two foundations, the law of
nature and the law of revelation, depend all human laws; that is to say, no human laws should be suffered to contradict these."

Hugo Grotius, writing in De Jure Belli ac Pacis (1625), grounded Natural Law in "human reason and inherent sociability"—principles that remain binding on all people
and nations regardless of local custom. Grotius notably advanced the argument that Natural Law would retain validity "even if we should concede that God does not
exist," demonstrating that these principles arise from the nature of reality itself, not merely from theological assertion.

Natural Law does not require uniform creed. It requires only the recognition that certain realities precede institutions: that persons exist prior to systems, that
conscience is not a government grant, and that authority must be accountable to the ends for which it is delegated.

Il. The Historical Consensus

The Western legal tradition has repeatedly affirmed a hierarchy of law in which enacted rules are subordinate to higher principles of justice:

e Cicero wrote that true law is right reason in agreement with nature, universal and unchanging

e Aquinas distinguished eternal law, natural law, and human law, holding that human law derives legitimacy from its harmony with reason and the common
good

e Grotius argued that even if one were to assume away divine revelation, natural law would remain binding because it is rooted in rational nature

e Locke grounded political legitimacy in pre-political rights and insisted that government exists to secure them

e Blackstone described certain rights as inherent and "absolute," existing prior to civil society

Modern Articulation of Natural Law

Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. applied Natural Law as a modern legitimacy test for positive law. In his Letter from Birmingham Jail (1963), King distinguished just laws
from unjust laws, defining a just law as one that accords with moral law and uplifts human dignity, and an unjust law as one that departs from moral law or degrades
the person.

King affirmed the classical principle (via Augustine) that "an unjust law is no law at all," and framed lawful correction as disciplined, public, and accountable—not
anarchic. This matters for Dominion because it supports a non-violent pathway of reform: restoring explicit consent, remedy, and accountability as the measure of
legitimacy.

(See Addendum A for King's complete legitimacy test and its application to Dominion)

Natural Law is therefore not an innovation. It is the standard by which lawful order has historically been preserved when institutions drift toward coercion,
presumption, or abstraction.

lll. The Hierarchy of Law

A Coherent Juridical Order

Aquinas established a clear hierarchy in Summa Theologica (I-Il, Q. 91):

1. Eternal Law — God's governance of the universe through reason
2. Natural Law — Rational creatures' participation in Eternal Law through conscience



3. Human Law — Particular applications derived from Natural Law
4. Divine Positive Law — Direct revelation supplementing what reason can discover

In this hierarchy, human law derives all its authority from conformity to Natural Law. As Aquinas states: "Every human law has just so much of the nature of law, as it
is derived from the law of nature. But if in any point it deflects from the law of nature, it is no longer a law but a perversion of law" (Summa Theologica -1, Q. 95, Art.
2).

Blackstone expressed the same principle: Human laws are "only declaratory of, and act in subordination to" Natural Law. When human law contradicts Natural Law,
"no human law has any force or operation at all."

The Modern Inversion

Contemporary systems have inverted this hierarchy:

Traditional Order:
Natural Law - Common Law - Statutory Law — Administrative Regulation

Modern Inversion:
Administrative Regulation > Statutory Law > Constitutional Limits > Natural Rights (if acknowledged at all)

In this inverted system:

Rights are treated as grants from government rather than limitations upon it
Administrative agencies create "law" without legislative process
Compliance becomes the measure of legitimacy rather than conformity to justice

L]
L]
L]
e The living person becomes subordinate to institutional abstractions

Dominion restores the proper order by grounding its entire legal architecture in Natural Law as the ultimate measure of legitimacy.

IV. Inherent Rights Prior to Government

Certain rights exist prior to government and independent of it. Locke identified these as "life, liberty, and property" (later rephrased as "life, liberty, and the pursuit of
happiness" in the Declaration of Independence). Blackstone described them as "the absolute rights of individuals"—rights that inhere in human nature itself.

Recent years have seen fundamental assaults on rights once treated as inviolable. The list below remains intentionally brief in the body of this document. A more
specific record of current statutes, regulations, and statutory instruments that plausibly conflict with these Natural Law principles is provided in Addendum B.

1. Bodily Autonomy

Natural Law Principle: No authority may compel a person to accept substances or procedures into their body against informed will.

Modern Violation: COVID-19 measures imposed medical interventions as conditions for employment, education, travel, and social participation. Refusal resulted in
economic exclusion and social penalty.

Scriptural Foundation: "Your body is a temple" (1 Corinthians 6:19). The principle of bodily sovereignty appears across traditions—the recognition that the living
person holds dominion over their own physical form.

2. Parental Authority Over Children

Natural Law Principle: Parents hold primary authority and responsibility for their children's welfare, education, and medical care.

Modern Violation: State claims of superior authority in medical decisions, educational content, and family structure increasingly subordinate parental judgment to
administrative determination.

3. Freedom of Expression and Inquiry

Natural Law Principle: Rational beings must be free to seek truth, express conclusions, and engage in open inquiry. This freedom is not granted by authority but
inherent in rational nature itself.

Modern Violation: Censorship infrastructure (UK Online Safety Act, Canada Bill C-63 proposals, platform content controls) treats dissenting views as dangerous rather
than necessary for truth-discovery.

Grotius recognized this in De Jure Belli ac Pacis: Truth-seeking is fundamental to human nature. Suppressing inquiry violates the rational faculty that distinguishes
humans from animals.

4. Property Rights and Economic Freedom

Natural Law Principle: What a person produces through their labour belongs to them. Locke wrote: "The labour of his body, and the work of his hands, we may say, are
properly his. Whatsoever then he removes out of the state that nature hath provided... he hath mixed his labour with, and joined to it something that is his own, and
thereby makes it his property" (Second Treatise, §27).

Modern Violation:

e Property subordinated to Aboriginal title claims without owner standing (Canadian land cases)
e Financial access conditional on ideological compliance (debanking)

e Wealth confiscation through monetary debasement and taxation

e Property seizure laws, freezing of bank accounts and access (Canada & Vietnam)

5. Self-Defense



Natural Law Principle: The right to preserve one's own life against unjust attack is fundamental. Locke stated: "l should have a right to destroy that which threatens me
with destruction" (Second Treatise, §16).

Modern Violation: UK and Canadian restrictions on self-defense tools treat defensive capacity as dangerous rather than as the natural right of free persons.

6. Economic Participation Without Permission

Natural Law Principle: Free persons may engage in productive exchange without requiring administrative authorization.

Modern Violation: Programmable currency (CBDCs), social credit systems, and financial surveillance transform economic participation from a right into a permission
subject to continuous monitoring and potential revocation.

V. Legal Fictions Must Serve, Not Rule

The Principle

One of the most fundamental yet widely ignored principles of Natural Law: Abstractions cannot hold authority over the living beings who created them.

Corporations, governments, agencies—these are legal fictions. They are tools created for coordination and administration. They possess no inherent authority. All
authority they exercise is delegated from living persons and remains conditional upon serving the purposes for which it was granted.

Aquinas made this explicit: Law exists to serve the common good of the community. When institutions serve themselves rather than those they were created to serve,
they cease to be lawful and become tyrannical.

The Modern Inversion

Contemporary systems have inverted this relationship:

e Corporate personhood grants legal fictions rights comparable to or exceeding those of natural persons

e State agencies accumulate powers insulated from accountability

e Administrative structures treat living persons as subjects rather than as the source of authority

e Financial institutions function as gatekeepers determining who may participate economically

When the dead (legal fictions) rule the living (conscious beings), the system violates Natural Law at its foundation. The inversion of natural order is responsible for
many of the harms felt in our current society.

Dominion's Correction

Dominion embeds this principle structurally:

Legal fictions may exist only as servants, never as masters
All delegated authority remains revocable
Institutions hold no standing above natural persons

L]
L]
L]
e Accountability is structural, not discretionary

This single correction removes the foundation of administrative tyranny.

VI. The Foundation of Consent

Why Consent is Non-Negotiable

John Locke established in his Second Treatise of Government (1689) that legitimate political authority arises only from the consent of the governed:

"Men being, as has been said, by Nature, all free, equal and independent, no one can be put out of this Estate, and subjected to the Political Power of another,
without his own Consent" (Second Treatise, §95).

This principle derives from Natural Law itself. Since humans possess inherent rational capacity and free will, no external authority can claim original dominion over
them. All legitimate governance therefore represents delegated authority—power temporarily entrusted for specific purposes, revocable when those purposes are
betrayed.

Locke continues:

"The only way whereby any one divests himself of his Natural Liberty, and puts on the bonds of Civil Society is by agreeing with other Men to join and unite into a
Community... When any number of Men have so consented to make one Community or Government, they are thereby presently incorporated, and make one
Body Politick" (Second Treatise, §95-96).

The Corruption of Consent in Modern Systems

Contemporary governance claims legitimacy through consent, yet consent is rarely expressed clearly. Instead, it is:

Presumed through residence within territorial boundaries
Implied through use of state-issued documents and currencies
Coerced through necessity (no genuine alternatives exist)
Uninformed (terms are complex, consequences unclear)

This is not lawful consent. It is submission masquerading as assent. If one wishes to exit the system, there is no practical way to operate in modern society without



the use of statutory instruments which imply consent.

Locke anticipated this corruption: He distinguished between explicit consent (clearly given) and tacit consent (inferred from conduct). While he acknowledged the
latter, he never suggested that mere residence or unavoidable participation in a system constitutes meaningful consent to its authority.

Dominion's Restoration of Genuine Consent

Dominion operationalizes Locke's principle by making consent:

e Explicit — Recorded through clear declaration

o Informed — Full disclosure of terms and consequences

e Voluntary — Genuine alternatives exist

e Revocable — Withdrawal possible without penalty

e Continuing — Not a one-time event but an ongoing relationship

This transforms consent from legal fiction into operational reality.

VII. The Debt System and Scriptural Prohibition

The Moral Problem of Debt-Based Money

Modern monetary systems require participation in perpetual debt. New money is created through lending, requiring borrowers to post collateral and promise future
payment. This transforms productive value into obligations to institutions.

Scripture explicitly warns against this arrangement:
"The borrower is servant to the lender" (Proverbs 22:7)
"Do not be one who shakes hands in pledge or puts up security for debts" (Proverbs 22:26)
"Let no debt remain outstanding” (Romans 13:8)

The wisdom literature consistently warns against posting surety for strangers—becoming obligated for debts one did not personally incur. It also is clear that the only
course of action when one finds themselves in such a situation is to remove themselves as quickly as possible.

"My son, if you have put up security for your neighbour, if you have shaken hands in pledge for a stranger," (Proverbs 6:1)
The instruction:

"Go—to the point of exhaustion—and give your neighbour no rest! Allow no sleep to your eyes, no slumber to your eyelids. Free yourself, like a gazelle from the
hand of the hunter, like a bird from the snare of the fowler." (Proverbs 6:3-5)

The direction is clear, immediate and drastic as if in a life or death situation. Therefore a monetary system built on debt where the very holding of and transacting in
fiat currency, implies acceptance of the debts of another (a stranger) and a bond to repay debts that do not directly involve the holder, must be the most severe
example of this scriptural warning.

There is therefore a scriptural foundation and necessity for the forming of Dominion, where money is value backed and debt is redeemable in lawful money on
demand, easily and without resistance, for anyone who chooses it.

The Modern Inversion

Fiat currency systems require participation in a debt structure where:

e Every unit of currency represents someone's obligation
e To hold currency is to participate in a system of mutual indebtedness
e No alternative exists for those who hold scriptural principles sacred

For those who take these warnings seriously, modern monetary systems place them in permanent violation of divine instruction. They must either abandon their
principles or exist outside the economic system entirely. If they choose to exist outside the economic system, then it is their right to have access to an
alternative/parallel system so they may remain compliant with their scriptural/religious duties without being deprived of their ability to transact with others in society.

The Administrator Class and Debt

Those who manage debt-based systems—the administrative class—operate under a fundamental misconception: They confuse debt expansion with wealth creation.

Administrators who have never produced value through labour or enterprise nonetheless claim authority to direct the allocation of productive capital. They treat
leverage as wealth, liabilities as assets, and monetary expansion as prosperity.

This is the core illegitimacy: Those least qualified to manage wealth (having never created it) hold authority over those most qualified (producers and value creators).

Dominion's Alternative

Dominion provides an economic architecture that:

e Does not require participation in debt structures

e Bases its core currency in natural law principles and lawful money

e Embeds natural rights in its currency and code

e Preserves value rather than diluting it through expansion

e Designs safeguards so the private currency is not corrupted by mainstream finance
e Allows value creators to govern their own coordination

o Offers a lawful alternative for those bound by scriptural prohibition



This is not merely economic preference. For many, it is moral necessity.

VIII. The Living and The Dead: Restoring Proper Authority

The Fundamental Distinction

In any legal system, there exist two categories:

1. The Living — Conscious beings with inherent rights and moral agency
2. The Dead — Corporations, agencies, states, and all other legal abstractions

Natural Law requires a clear hierarchy: The living hold original authority. The dead exist only by delegation, hold no independent standing and exist only to serve their
living creators.

Dominion establishes this as an inviolable principle:

e Living persons may create legal fictions for coordination & cooperation
e |egal fictions may never claim authority over their creators

e Allinstitutional power remains conditional and revocable

e Conflicts between persons and fictions resolve in favour of the living

Why This Matters

When this principle is violated—when corporations claim rights exceeding those of persons, when agencies operate beyond accountability, when institutions become
self-perpetuating—the entire system becomes illegitimate.

The restoration of proper order requires reasserting that consciousness precedes contract, life precedes law, and the living govern the instruments they create.

IX. Historical Precedents for Lawful Alternatives

The Tradition of Peaceful Separation

Throughout history, communities have formed new governance structures when existing systems failed to protect rights. At times through revolution, others through
contract or declaration, in either case it is simply the exercise of natural liberty:

The Magna Carta (1215): Established that even kings are bound by law and that rights preexist royal authority.
The Glorious Revolution (1688): Demonstrated that when government violates its trust, the governed may peacefully withdraw consent and reconstitute authority.

The American Declaration of Independence (1776): Explicitly grounded the right to form new government in Natural Law: "When a long train of abuses and
usurpations... evinces a design to reduce them under absolute Despotism, it is their right, it is their duty, to throw off such Government, and to provide new Guards for
their future security."

Colonial Self-Governance: Multiple instances of communities forming new civil structures when distance or circumstance made existing authority impractical.

Dominion evolves from within this tradition but expands into a new territory of law, beyond rebellion, as peaceful exercise of the natural right to associate for mutual
protection when existing structures fail in their duty. Unlike past examples where new jurisdictions were formed within the existing ones, Dominion forms a new lawful
operating system in which existing states can be brought back into alignment with natural law. Where they do not, Dominion operates as a new jurisdiction of the
living, where innovation in self governance and cooperation may develop to expand the law beyond history's limits, with the assistance of technology.

X. The Law of Nations and Jurisdictional Recognition

Grotius on Legitimate Jurisdiction

Hugo Grotius established in De Jure Belli ac Pacis that jurisdiction need not be territorial. The jus gentium (law of nations) recognizes multiple forms of legitimate
authority:

o Territorial sovereignty (governance by geography)
e Personal sovereignty (governance by consent)
o Functional sovereignty (governance by purpose)

Dominion finds its authority in all three areas: Its territory is any land settled into its trust just as any state receives its territory. The difference is it may be composed
of land previously held in a variety of nations. Much like an embassy within a country becomes sovereign land of the foreign state. A member of Dominion may settle
their land and it becomes territory of Dominion even though it may be physically within the geography of a foreign state. The personal sovereignty is self evident by
each member granting their consent to Dominion explicitly. Functional sovereignty is gained by Dominion's purpose of restoring positive law to natural law adherence
and to provide an alternative to systems that have fallen out of alignment.

Consent-based jurisdictions have historical precedent in various forms:

e Religious communities operating under canon law
e Trading associations with internal governance

e Diplomatic immunity and extraterritorial jurisdiction
e International law itself as governance by agreement

Dominion's consent-based model fits within this established framework. It claims no territorial monopoly except where its members grant it such authority explicitly.



It asserts no coercive power over non-participants, but reserves the right to defend itself, though built on principles of restorative justice first. It exists as a voluntary
association for mutual benefit—a form of organization long recognized as lawful under Natural Law and the Law of Nations.

Peaceful Coexistence

Grotius also established that multiple legitimate jurisdictions can coexist peacefully. Conflicts are resolved through:

1. Clarity of scope — Each jurisdiction defines its boundaries

2. Recognition of limits — No system claims universal authority

3. Conflict resolution — Disputes addressed through reason and negotiation
4. Shared principles — Common ground in Natural Law

Dominion is designed for peaceful coexistence with existing states. It does not seek to replace them but to operate alongside them, offering an alternative for those
who freely choose it while respecting the choices of those who do not. Where conflict does arise with the protection of rights at issue, then states are encouraged to
return to their most sacred purpose and defend those rights, with Dominion acting as their conscience and increasingly necessary vehicle for accountability.

XI. Equity, Remedy, and the Purpose of Law

Natural Law is not satisfied by punishment alone. The te/os of law is the prevention of harm and the restoration of right order when harm occurs.

Equity exists to correct rigid application of rules that would otherwise defeat justice. Remedy exists to repair injury and restore lawful relations. Dominion's dispute
resolution and remedy architecture is therefore not an accessory; it is central to legitimacy.

Xll. Why These Principles Matter Now

The Threshold Moment

The convergence documented in the first supplement—failures in governance, property protection, monetary integrity, and rights—indicates a civilization at a threshold.
Natural Law provides the framework for understanding why:

e Consent is being presumed rather than obtained — Violates Lockean principle

e Property is insecure — Violates Lockean labour theory and Natural Law of possession

e Bodies are being coerced - Violates fundamental sovereignty over self

e Money is becoming control - Transforms economic participation from right to permission
e Legal fictions rule the living = Inverts the natural hierarchy of authority

Each of these represents a departure from Natural Law. Individually, they weaken legitimacy. Combined, they indicate systemic failure that no amount of reform within
existing structures can correct.

The Role of Lawful Alternatives

When existing systems violate Natural Law at their foundation, those bound by conscience have not merely a right but a duty to seek or create alternatives that restore
proper order.

Aquinas addressed this directly: "Human law has the nature of law insofar as it partakes of right reason; and it is clear that, in this respect, it is derived from the
eternal law. But insofar as it deviates from reason, it is called an unjust law, and has the nature, not of law but of violence" (Summa Theologica -Il, Q. 93, Art. 3).

When law becomes violence—when governance becomes extraction, when protection becomes control, when consent becomes coercion—Natural Law not only
permits but requires the formation of alternatives grounded in first principles. If viable alternatives are not formed, then revolution and its destructive effects are far
more likely.

XIlll. Dominion as Restoration, A Platform for Innovation

What Dominion Recovers

Dominion does not invent new principles. It recovers ancient ones:

e From Aquinas: The hierarchy of law with Natural Law as foundation
e From Locke: Explicit consent as the basis of legitimate authority

e From Blackstone: Common law subordinate to Natural Law

e From Grotius: Lawful jurisdiction through voluntary association

e From Scripture: Prohibition of debt servitude and surety for strangers

Dominion synthesizes these into a coherent civil architecture that:

e Operates under Natural Law

e Requires genuine consent

e Protects inherent rights structurally

e Subordinates legal fictions to living persons

e Provides economic participation without debt servitude

e Offers governance by producers for producers

e Creates a structure through which innovation may flourish



The Restoration Thesis

The Western legal tradition from which Dominion emerges has always recognized these principles. What has occurred is not that the principles changed but that
systems drifted from them. A pattern that has repeated throughout history.

Dominion represents a return—a reversion to first principles that modern complexity has obscured. From this foundation, innovation can flourish, with a constant
reminder to observe and realign with the principles that have made western society successful.

XIV. Conclusion: The Foundation is Laid

The legitimacy crisis documented in the first supplement is not merely political or economic. It is metaphysical and juridical.
Modern systems violate Natural Law at multiple points simultaneously:

e Presuming consent rather than obtaining it

e Subordinating living persons to legal fictions

e Treating rights as conditional grants rather than inherent possessions

e Operating economic systems that force participation in prohibited arrangements
e Concentrating power without accountability

No reform within such systems can correct violations embedded in their foundations.

Dominion offers a different path: restoration of Natural Law principles in practical, operational form. It provides what existing systems increasingly cannot—lawful
protection of rights, genuine consent, and governance aligned with first principles.

The final supplement in this series will address the transition from recognition to action—what it means that this recognition occurs at the threshold between 2025
and 2026.

Constructive Notice: This document establishes the philosophical and legal foundations for Dominion State. It demonstrates that Dominion's principles are not novel
but represent the restoration of Natural Law traditions that have sustained civilization for millennia. These foundations remain valid regardless of modern statutory
frameworks.

Next Document: The Completion and the Beginning (December 31, 2025)
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ADDENDUM A

A Modern Witness to Natural Law

Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. and the Legitimacy Test for Positive Law

Natural Law is often dismissed as abstract philosophy, religious sentiment, or archaic doctrine. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. refuted that dismissal by using Natural Law
as a precise standard for determining when a positive law is legitimately binding and when it is not.

In Letter from Birmingham Jail (1963), King distinguishes between two categories of enacted rules: just laws and unjust laws. He defines a just law as coherent with
moral reality and defines an unjust law as one that departs from it. He states the legal consequence plainly: an unjust law lacks legitimate authority to bind the
conscience, even if it is enforceable by force.

King's Natural Law formulation is juristic, not rhetorical. It provides a working test for legitimacy that can be applied to any statute, regulation, administrative measure,
or enforcement practice:

1. Harmony with Moral Law

A law is legitimate when it is consistent with moral law and the higher duties of justice; illegitimate when it is out of harmony with moral law.

2. Human Dignity as a Measurable Criterion

Alaw is just when it uplifts human personality and unjust when it degrades it; dignity becomes a practical criterion rather than an ideological slogan.

3. Reciprocity and Equal Application

A rule is unjust when a majority inflicts a code upon a minority that the majority is not willing to follow itself; unequal obligation disguised as law is a legitimacy failure.

4. Consent and Participatory Validity

A law imposed upon a class of persons who had no effective part in enacting it lacks democratic legitimacy; its claim to authority becomes morally defective even if
procedurally valid.



5. Lawful Correction Without Anarchy

King distinguishes principled disobedience from lawlessness: correction must be conducted openly, in good faith, and with willingness to accept penalty, showing
respect for law while rejecting illegitimate commands.

Relevance to Dominion

This matters to Dominion because Dominion's central claim is not merely that legacy systems are imperfect, but that modern conditions increasingly produce
legitimacy failure: consent presumed rather than expressed, administrative enforcement without reciprocity, and the degradation of human agency through coercive
systems that treat persons as managed units rather than moral authorities.

King's Natural Law witness clarifies Dominion's purpose in contemporary terms:

Dominion does not declare war on law; it insists that law must remain lawful

e Dominion does not reject governance; it rejects authority without accountable legitimacy
Dominion does not sanctify dissent; it restores a system where conscience, consent, and remedy can operate as lawful correctives before rupture becomes
inevitable

In this way, the Natural Law tradition is not merely a philosophical inheritance. It is a civilizational safeguard. King's articulation demonstrates that Natural Law is
capable of guiding lawful reform in modern pluralistic society without requiring uniform creed, and without collapsing into violence or arbitrary rule.

Dominion's formation proceeds from the same premise King defended: when positive law departs from justice, dignity, reciprocity, and real consent, the legitimacy
claim thins. A lawful alternative restores meaning to consent and creates a peaceful channel of correction that prevents the historic pattern of revolt, collapse, and re-
coercion.

ADDENDUM B

Contemporary Statutory Inversions (Selected, Non-Exhaustive)

A Record of Grievances Anchored in Positive Law

(Canada - United Kingdom - European Union - United States)

Purpose

This Schedule identifies statutory and regulatory instruments that are widely criticized as enabling structural inversions of first principles commonly associated with
Natural Law:

1. The person is prior to the state

2. Coercive powers require strict necessity, due process, and meaningful remedy

3. Privacy, conscience, speech, and free association are presumptively protected
4. Penalties must be tethered to clear law, fair notice, and accountable adjudication

This record is illustrative, not exhaustive, and is offered as documentary support for the claim that Dominion arises from necessity: not as ideology, but as lawful
counter-architecture to observable systemic drift.

Method and Framing

e This Schedule does not claim these instruments are "unlawful" within their own systems
e The grievance asserted here is structural: that recurring statutory designs can shift the citizen's posture from free unless proven harmfulto restricted unless
permitted, often with weak individualized remedy

B.1 Canada — Emergency Powers and Financial Control

1) Emergencies Act
Citation: R.S.C., 1985, c. 22 (4th Supp.)

Mechanism: Establishes the statutory framework for declaring a national emergency and issuing orders/regulations that expand executive authority in defined
circumstances.

Natural Law Tension: "Rule by exception" can become normalized when thresholds are interpreted broadly or accountability fails in practice.

2) Emergency Measures Regulations (Freedom Convoy-era)

Citation: SOR/2022-21

Mechanism: Implements emergency measures and binds regulated entities to comply with emergency-era restrictions and enforcement expectations.
Natural Law Tension: Emergency regulations can displace ordinary due-process expectations through urgency rationales applied at scale.

3) Emergency Economic Measures Order (Freedom Convoy-era)

Citation: SOR/2022-22



Mechanism: Engages financial institutions and enables operational restrictions affecting financial services under emergency authority.

Natural Law Tension: Treats financial access as an administrative enforcement surface, shifting economic participation toward permissioned status.
4) Proceeds of Crime (Money Laundering) and Terrorist Financing Act

Citation: PCMLTFA (Canada)

Mechanism: Creates broad compliance, recordkeeping, verification, and reporting obligations across financial and certain non-financial entities.
Natural Law Tension: Default participation in commerce can become structurally surveillance-mediated even absent individualized suspicion.

5) Quarantine Act

Citation: S.C. 2005, c. 20

Mechanism: Provides federal authority for communicable-disease measures that can affect entry, movement, and compliance obligations.

Natural Law Tension: Movement and bodily autonomy risk becoming conditional through administrative instruments if proportionality and safeguards are weak.
6) Aeronautics Act

Citation: R.S.C., 1985, c. A-2

Mechanism: Enables aviation security/safety directives and interim measures that can condition eligibility to travel by air.

Natural Law Tension: Ordinary mobility can be made permissioned through rulemaking rather than individualized, adjudicated necessity.

B.2 United Kingdom — Speech, Assembly, and Surveillance Architecture

7) Online Safety Act 2023
Citation: 2023 c. 50

Mechanism: Establishes statutory duties on regulated services to address illegal content and child-safety compliance, enforced by a regulator with meaningful
powers.

Natural Law Tension: Where access to discourse is conditioned by compliance systems, the boundary of permissible inquiry can shift from courts to administrative
codes and automated enforcement.

8) Public Order Act 2023

Citation: 2023 c. 15

Mechanism: Introduces and expands protest-related offences and enforcement tools (including "serious disruption" concepts and "locking on" offences).
Natural Law Tension: Broad disruption thresholds can function as prior restraint, narrowing peaceful correction routes required for genuine consent.

9) Police, Crime, Sentencing and Courts Act 2022

Citation: 2022 c. 32

Mechanism: Expands policing powers relating to conditions on assemblies/processions, including disruption and impact thresholds (including noise-related
concepts).

Natural Law Tension: Assembly can shift from inherent liberty to conditional allowance governed by flexible administrative criteria.

10) Investigatory Powers Act 2016

Citation: 2016 c. 25

Mechanism: Establishes warrant regimes including bulk interception and equipment interference authorities.

Natural Law Tension: Scalable surveillance architectures chill speech, inquiry, and association by dissolving practical privacy as a precondition of liberty.
11) Coronavirus Act 2020

Citation: 2020 c. 7

Mechanism: Created temporary extraordinary powers connected to public-health emergency response.

Natural Law Tension: Repeated reliance on exceptional frameworks can habituate administrative restriction as a default posture of governance.

B.3 European Union — Platform Governance and Digital Identity as Access Layer

12) Digital Services Act

Citation: Regulation (EU) 2022/2065

Mechanism: Creates EU-wide due diligence obligations for intermediary services, including notice-and-action and systemic risk obligations for very large platforms.
Natural Law Tension: At scale, "risk mitigation" duties can tilt content governance toward administratively managed consensus rather than open inquiry.

13) European Digital Identity Framework (elDAS amendment)

Citation: Regulation (EU) 2024/1183 (amending Regulation (EU) No 910/2014)

Mechanism: Updates EU electronic identification and trust services and provides a framework for European digital identity mechanisms.



Natural Law Tension: When identity becomes a normalized prerequisite across services, it risks becoming a chokepoint for access and permissions.

B.4 United States — Programmatic Surveillance Authorities

14) FISA Amendments Act (Section 702 authority)
Citation: Public Law 110-261
Mechanism: Establishes a statutory basis for foreign intelligence targeting that has long generated public debate over scope, incidental collection, and oversight.

Natural Law Tension: Programmatic surveillance can chill lawful speech and association without any formal prohibition, weakening interior liberty needed for genuine
consent.

15) USA PATRIOT Act
Citation: Public Law 107-56
Mechanism: Expanded counter-terrorism authorities and investigative tools, widely debated for long-term civil-liberties implications.

Natural Law Tension: Emergency-derived expansions can persist as durable infrastructure, normalizing extraordinary powers in ordinary life.

Closing Note on Addendum B

This record will be maintained as a living document and updated periodically as new statutory instruments emerge or existing frameworks are amended. It serves as
ongoing evidence that Dominion's formation responds to observable patterns of legitimacy erosion across multiple jurisdictions.

The existence of these statutes does not prove illegitimacy in every application. It demonstrates that structural design choices—treating rights as conditional, consent
as presumed, and persons as managed—create the conditions under which legitimacy becomes fragile and alternatives become necessary.

Where positive law departs structurally from Natural Law principles, the result is not unlawfulness within the technical operation of that system, but a thinning of
legitimacy that accumulates over time until alternatives become not merely desirable, but necessary.

Dominion exists as that alternative—not in opposition to law, but in restoration of lawful order grounded in first principles.
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