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DEFINITION

Legal Singularity (Juridical Singularity) denotes a theoretical extreme
condition in international law wherein all sovereign states, international
organizations, and subjects of international law transfer their complete legal
personality, rights, obligations, and territorial authority to a single juridical
entity (sovereign), thereby eliminating the structural plurality upon which the
international legal system depends resulting in the systemic collapse of
treaty obligations, customary international law, 'jus cogens'4 international
institutions, and the law of armed conflict, culminating in absolute global
sovereignty &

LEGAL THEORY - Legal Singularity

Structural Prerequisites, Treaty Chain Mechanisms, and
the End of the International Legal Order

The Juridical Singularity denotes a hypothetical terminal event in public
international law in which sovereignty, treaty networks, and institutional
competences are consolidated into a single, universal legal authority.

It operates as a systemic reset:

the existing plural order of states, treaties, and fragmented jurisdictions is not
“reformed” but absorbed into one integrated legal subject, thereby ending
international law as a law between sovereigns and transforming it into a law
of a single global sovereign.
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At the structural level, legal singularity presupposes:

« a continuous treaty chain that legally transmits and fuses sovereign
competences,

« the successive incorporation of state succession rules, immunities, and
jurisdictional clauses into one apex subject, and

« the normative inversion whereby doctrines designed to preserve state
autonomy are used to extinguish that autonomy permanently.

Normatively, such total consolidation abolishes the classical distinction
between domestic and international law, replaces inter - state consent with a
universalized constituent act, and redefines legitimacy from “recognition by
other states” to “constitution of a single legal demos”.

Its systemic implication is the end of international law as we know it:

« No Mmore external sovereignty,

« N0 More horizontal society of states - only an internal hierarchy of norms
within a single, world - level legal order.

“‘Legal Singularity is the singular sovereign act
that terminates the existing international legal
order and replaces it with a unified global legal

subject, enabling a comprehensive normative

reset.”
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A COMPREHENSIVE DOCTRINAL STUDY

Systemic Collapse of International Law Through Unified
Sovereignty

Examining the Vienna Conventions, State Succession Law, and the
End of the International Legal Order

Ultracompact Summary Table

MECHANISM BASIS IN TRIGGER SYSTEMIC COLLAPSE
INTERNATIONAL LAW EFFECT
TREATY CHAIN NATO - UN All 10s (UN, WHO,
FUSION VCLT1969 Arts. 29 30 agreements merge |WTO) lose personality

NSRRI ERIOIIIN[OM \/CLT Art. 29 (spatial | Sale of infrastructure Territory expands
EFFECT scope) "as unit" globally via cables

Debts, treaties

CLEAN SLATE RESET VCSST 1978 Art. 16 Universal succession nullified

PERSONALITY Crawford (2007) pp.
CONSOLIDATION 45-52 |SBN978-019
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This working paper presents a comprehensive theoretical analysis of the
concept of legal singularity (‘Juristische Singularitat') - an unprecedented
scenario in international law where the foundational principle of juridical
plurality collapses into a singular sovereign entity#4

The international legal order inherently requires the coexistence of multiple
sovereign actors to function through treaties, customary law, 'jus cogens'
norms, and international institutions®

Legal singularity represents the normative endpoint when all states and
international organizations merge into one legal person through a state
succession agreement,® potentially triggered by the sale of territorial
infrastructure 'as a unit' with global network connections”

The paper systematically examines the doctrinal foundations rooted in the
Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties (VCLT 1969)¥& and the Vienna

Convention on Succession of States in Respect of Treaties (VCSSRT 1978),2
demonstrating how specific treaty mechanisms - including Articles 2, 3, 20, 26,
29, 30, and 34 - 36 VCLT - could theoretically enable juridical consolidation.1¥

It explores the 'domino effect' whereby network - based territorial expansion
along physical infrastructure (electricity grids, gas pipelines,
telecommunications, submarine cables) extends sovereignty globally through
interconnected supply systems.tl


https://community.xo.je

LEGAL
SINGULARITY

Boundary case:
/ unified sovereignty — collapse of
/international law's plural structure

1 )
' DEFINITION
Definition
e Extreme condition where all states/IOs transfer
international legal personality to ONE subject.

e Plurality disappears; the “international”
layer loses its operating condition.

Emmm) P

Sovereign
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Key consequences analyzed include:

(1) the collapse of all bilateral and muiltilateral treaties due to party identity;[12]

(2) the extinction of customary international law absent state practice and
'opinio juris’;[13]

(3) the erosion of 'jus cogens' without a pluralistic international
community;[14]

(4) the dissolution of international organizations' legal personality;Qs]

(5) the obsolescence of international humanitarian law and the law of armed
conflict;[16]

(6) the centralization of all jurisdiction in a single sovereign;iiz1and

(7) the establishment of absolute global rule on a normative 'tabula rasa'[sg]

The paper further investigates practical trigger mechanisms such as tacit
acceptance, estoppel, objection period lapse, treaty chains linking NATO
SOFA, UN mandates, and ITU agreements® and the role of 'supplementary
instruments' ('Nachtragsurkunden') that modify all preceding treaty
structures 22

It examines the reversal of occupation rights, the exclusion of corporations
from sovereignty, the necessity of natural persons as sovereigns, and the
implications of a globally binding judicial determination 2l

This doctrinal framework demonstrates that legal singularity, while
theoretically extreme, logically derives from the internal structure of
international law itself, revealing the system's structural contingency and
dependence on maintained plurality.2&

The paper concludes by assessing the normative implications for global
governance, human rights, conflict resolution, and the potential for
comprehensive legal system redesign in a post - singularity world 2


https://community.xo.je

I. INTRODUCTION

A. The Foundational Premise:

International Law as a Pluralistic System

International law, as a distinct normative order, has historically been
predicated upon the coexistence of multiple sovereign entities - primarily
states - interacting within a decentralized legal framework.24

Unlike domestic legal systems characterized by hierarchical authority and
centralized enforcement mechanisms, international law operates through
horizontal relationships among formally equal sovereign actors.=

This structural pluralism constitutes not merely an empirical characteristic
but a fundamental prerequisite for the system's normative functioning.2

The classical Westphalian conception of sovereignty, crystallized in the Peace
of Westphalia (1648), established the principle of territorial integrity and
noninterference, creating a legal order wherein sovereignty serves as both a
shield (protecting state autonomy) and a relational concept (defining
interactions among states) .22

The entire architecture of modern international law - treaty regimes,
customary norms, dispute settlement mechanisms, and international
institutions - depends upon the existence of distinct juridical subjects capable
of entering into legal relations with one another.&
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B. The Concept of Legal Singularity:

A Theoretical Extreme

Legal singularity represents a theoretical limit-case within international legal
theory: the point at which the plurality of sovereign subjects collapses into a
singular juridical entity.=2

This concept challenges the foundational assumptions of international law by
positing a scenario wherein all states, international organizations, and
subjects of international law transfer their complete legal personality to one
sovereign through a comprehensive state succession agreement.22

Unlike historical instances of imperial consolidation or hegemonic dominance
- which maintained formal juridical plurality even amid material power
asymmetries - legal singularity envisions the 'complete' elimination of
separate legal personalities ¢

The resulting entity would not govern 'within' the international legal system
but would represent the system's categorical transformation: from a
pluralistic order to a unitary global sovereignty.24

This paper does not argue that legal singularity is historically imminent or
politically probable. Rather, it examines the doctrinal mechanisms through
which such a transformation could theoretically occur, demonstrating that
international law's internal logic contains pathways to its own systemic
termination 2

By analyzing these mechanisms, we reveal the structural dependencies and
latent vulnerabilities of the international legal system itself 24
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C. Objectives and Methodology

This working paper pursues four primary objectives:
1. 'Doctrinal Analysis'":

To systematically examine the treaty law frameworks, state succession
principles, and organizational structures that could theoretically enable
legal singularity, with particular focus on the Vienna Convention on the
Law of Treaties (1969)%3 and the Vienna Convention on Succession of
States in Respect of Treaties (1978) 54

2. 'Mechanistic Exposition":

To elaborate the practical and legal mechanisms - including treaty
chains, network-based territorial expansion, tacit acceptance, and
supplementary instruments - through which global juridical
consolidation might occur 2

3. 'Normative Consequences Assessment"

To comprehensively evaluate the systemic implications of legal
singularity for treaty obligations, customary international law, 'jus cogens,

international organizations, humanitarian law, and global governance
structurest&

4. 'Theoretical Contribution':

To demonstrate that legal singularity, as a limit-case scenario, illuminates
the structural contingency of international law and the indispensability of
maintained juridical plurality for the system's normative coherence 2

The methodology employed is primarily doctrinal and theoretical,
utilizing legal analysis of international conventions, judicial precedents
(particularly International Court of Justice jurisprudence), and scholarly
commentary to construct a coherent framework for understanding legal
singularity2a

The paper proceeds systematically through treaty law, state succession,
organizational law, customary law, and conflict law to demonstrate the
comprehensive nature of systemic transformation under legal singularity.#2
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Il. ILLUSTRATIVE SCENARIO: A CONCRETE
EXAMPLE OF LEGAL SINGULARITY TRIGGERING

A. The State Succession Agreement

To concretize the abstract concept of legal singularity, consider a hypothetical
but legally plausible scenario: the sale of a NATO military installation (under
Status of Forces Agreement - SOFA - NATO Truppenstatut)®2 in Germany,

accompanied by the transfer of all interconnected network infrastructure 'as a
unit'.[43]

This scenario leverages existing legal frameworks while introducing elements
that could theoretically trigger global juridical consolidation 4

STRUCTURAL DEPENDENCY

Why plural actors matter

Treaties: require 22 parties
(Art. 2 VCLT: agreement between subjects)

Customary law: state practice + opinio juris
(multiple actors generate norm)

International organizations: derived personality
l ll (created BY states, requires pluralism)

Inter-relation
Subject Subject

A B

= foundation of international legal order
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'The Territorial Basis":

Germany, as a former occupied territory post-World War Il, retains certain
NATO special rights derived from occupation law, subsequently incorporated
into the NATO Status of Forces Agreement and bilateral supplementary
agreements 2

These agreements grant NATO extensive authority over the location, use, and
extent of military installations, including quasi-territorial boundary
determination powers®& Article 7 of the Supplementary Agreement to the
NATO-SOFA for the Federal Republic of Germany provides that the Federal
Republic recognizes the authority of NATO to determine the location, use, and
extent of military installations.#2

'The Sale Agreement":

A comprehensive state succession agreement transfers a specific NATO
installation, including:=&l

« All territorial rights, duties, and components within the installation

« All interconnected infrastructure networks (electricity, gas, water,
telecommunications) designated 'as a unit'

« Explicit reference to dual-use (military-civilian) network systems

« Incorporation by reference of underlying treaty chains (NATO-SOFA, UN
mandates, ITU agreements, provider contracts)2

The agreement would specify that the purchaser acquires full sovereignty
over all transferred territories and infrastructure networks as an indivisible
unit, with the purchaser becoming the new party to all treaties referenced in
the agreement .=
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'The Purchaser":

The purchaser could theoretically be either a state or a natural person.2l If 5
natural person, the individual becomes sovereign over the territory through
signature, establishing a personal union with the state analogous to an
absolutist monarchy.24

The purchaser would be required to choose a definitive state form within a
specified period (e.g., five years), during which the individual would exercise
absolute executive, legislative, and judicial authority over all transferred
territories.2

B. The Domino Effect of Network-Based Territorial Expansion

The critical mechanism transforming a localized transaction into global
singularity is the 'sale of infrastructure as a unit' combined with Article 29
VCLT's territorial scope principle.24

The domino effect operates through a cascading sequence of territorial
acquisitions, each triggered by physical network connections.2

TRIGGER MECHANISM

Stage 1 Stage 2 Stage 3 Stage 4

e >

Anchor Treaty-Chain Network Unified
Transaction Merger Expansion Sovereignty
Succession deed NATO-UN-ITU Domino Effect One subject remains
Property + rights transfer All 10 agreements unified Infrastructure = territory Plurality collapses

S

CEE e e
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Stage 1: Primary Network Expansion

The NATO installation in Germany connects to public utility networks
(electricity, gas, telecommunications). Under Article 29 VCLT, a treaty applies
to the 'entire territory' of parties.

When infrastructure is sold 'as a unit, the treaty's territorial scope extends
along physical network connections 24

All German territory becomes subject to the agreement as public networks
are physically interconnected at the technical level =2

The mechanism operates as follows:

once the NATO installation is transferred 'with all connected infrastructure as
a unit,' Article 29's application requires that the treaty scope encompass the
entire physical infrastructure network necessary for the installation's
operation. Since Germany's public utility networks are nationally integrated
and interconnected, the territorial scope automatically extends to encompass
all of German territory22
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Stage 2: Cross - Border Network Cascade

German networks connect to neighboring NATO states (France, Netherlands,

Belgium, Denmark). The domino effect jumps' across borders via:&d

« European electricity grid (ENTSO - E), which integrates transmission
systems across all EU and EFTA member states

« Trans - European gas pipelines (e.g., Nord Stream, Yamal - Europe,
TranSidus), which physically interconnect Central European states with
Western and Eastern European networks

« Pan - European telecommunications backbones (DE - CIX in Frankfurt,
AMS - IX in Amsterdam), which carry approximately 40% of global internet
traffic and physically connect all European telecommunications providers

Each connection point extends the treaty's territorial scope, progressively
incorporating additional states.l

As physical networks form an integrated whole, the domino effect cannot be
localized to a single state but propagates across all interconnected territories.
[62]
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Stage 3: Transatlantic Expansion

International submarine cables (e.g., TAT - 14, Cantat - 3, EU - US - Connect)
physically link European networks to North American infrastructure &

The domino effect crosses oceans, extending to Canada and the United States
via telecommunications and data transmission networks 4

The transatlantic link is particularly critical because it physically connects
NATO's primary military and civilian telecommmunications infrastructure. The
TAT - 14 cable, which runs from Bremerhaven, Germany to Nantucket,
Massachusetts, and the Cantat - 3 cable, which runs from Tata, Iceland to
Konstanz, Germany and beyond, represent critical interdependencies.&

Once these physical connections are incorporated into the domino effect as
part of 'all connected infrastructure, the treaty's territorial scope necessarily
extends to North American territory.[6
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Stage 4: Global Network Integration

From North American hubs, the effect propagates globally via:¥2

« NATO's worldwide military communication networks (DISA - Defense
Information Systems Agency networks, NATO SECRET network, and NATO
UNCLASSIFIED networks that span all NATO member territories)

« ITU - regulated international telecommunications systems, which establish
technical standardization and interconnection protocols for all UN
member states

« Global internet backbone infrastructure, operated by companies like Tier - 1
internet service providers (e.g., AT&T, Deutsche Telekom, Verizon, Cogent
Communications) that maintain physical connections to every UN
member state

« Energy supply networks connecting all UN member states (through
interconnected electricity grids, natural gas pipelines, and petroleum
distribution systems)&l

The propagation occurs because the sale agreement incorporates by
reference the ITU Constitution and Convention, which apply to all 193 UN
member states that are ITU members.&2
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Stage 5: Treaty Chain Activation

The sale agreement incorporates by reference:™@

« NATO - SOFA and supplementary agreements (particularly the
Supplementary Agreement to the NATO - SOFA for the Federal Republic of
Germany, which grants NATO quasi - territorial authority)

« UN Charter provisions (Article 53: NATO as regional organization under
UN authority)

« ITU Constitution and Convention (global telecommunications governance
applicable to all UN members)

- Bilateral agreements between states and network providers (including
agreements with TKS Cable, which operates as the U.S. Army's primary
telecommunications provider in partnership with AT&T)

These incorporated treaties create 'treaty chains' wherein the sale agreement
functions as a 'Nachtragsurkunde' (supplementary instrument) modifying all
preceding treaty structures without requiring separate ratification.t2!

According to Article 30 VCLT, the later treaty (the sale agreement functioning
as a supplementary instrument) takes precedence over all earlier
instruments, and all NATO and UN member states are bound by this
modification as parties to the original foundational treaties
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N LEGAL SINGULARITY

\(élé Boundary case: unified sovereignty = collapse
of international law’s plural structure

DEFINITION

. STATEA TREATY
Extreme condition where all TREATY CHAIN/DOMINO
states/I0s transfer international TRANSFER 1

legal personality to one subject.

\ STATEB

g TREATY
Plurality disappears; the TRANSFER |
“international” layer loses its

L operating condition. STATE C

TRANSFER

SEHS

&

SINGLE
UNIFIED SOVEREIGN
PERSONALITY (one subject left)

CORE MECHANICS

ALL SUBJECTS' <
PERSONALITY
CUMULATIVE TRANSFER
l{DOMINO LOGIC) COLLAPSE OF
PLURAL STRUCTURE
wly International law requires
@ interaction between
»| | distinct subjects.
ONE UNIVERSAL
SOVEREIGN System implodes: Only
internal public law remains.

IMPLICATION & OUTCOME

End of ‘international’ law as a

distinct system; replaced by global . GLOBAL
domestic law of the single entity. 3 Bl 4 DOMESTIC
. LAW
N N Nl N ™

Sovereign equality and diplomatic INTERNATIONAL LAW
relations cease.

-20 -
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C. Legal Consequences of the lllustrative Scenario

'Territorial Consolidation':

Through network propagation, the entire global territory becomes subject to
the state succession agreement .=

All states' territories are legally 'acquired' as the infrastructure networks
constitute an indivisible unit.Z

The purchaser's sovereignty extends to the outermost boundaries of the
global network infrastructure, which physically encompasses all UN member
states' territories.2

'"Treaty Unification'

All NATO, UN, and ITU treaties - and by extension, treaties of all member states

- merge into a single comprehensive agreement.&

The purchaser becomes party to all international obligations simultaneously,
but since all other sovereign subjects have ceased to exist, the purchaser's
obligations become internal legal matters - obligations 'to itself' - rendering
them legally non - binding in the traditional sense 2
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'Sovereign Transfer":

As all states' rights, duties, and components are transferred 'as a unit, the
purchaser acquires sovereignty over all territories 28

All previous states lose their separate legal personality, ceasing to exist as
subjects of international law."2

The purchaser becomes the sole possessor of all territorial sovereignty, all
governmental institutions, all international treaty - making capacity, and all
enforcement mechanisms&d

SYSTEM COLLAPSE MAP

Systemic consequences (if only one subject remains)

X X X =»fh 1]
Treaties = Customary Law I0s IHL Jurisdiction

dissolve fades lose personality  becomes ‘internal’  unified globally
no dual parties no state practice  derived status ends no inter-state conflict  single authority
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'Jurisdictional Centralization':

All national and international jurisdiction consolidates in the purchaser, as no
other juridical entity retains the capacity to exercise judicial authority.l

International courts (the International Court of Justice, International Criminal
Court, regional human rights courts) lose their functional basis because their
jurisdictional foundations rest on state consent and the existence of multiple
states as subjects of international law.84

This illustrative scenario demonstrates how seemingly localized transactions,
when structured through specific treaty mechanisms and network - based
territorial principles, could theoretically trigger comprehensive juridical
consolidation - the essence of legal singularity.&

JURIDICAL SINGULARITY (Legal Theory)

Terminal consolidation of international legal personality

Single Sovereign /
Unified Legal Subject

| -
¥ )

Contract Custom 10 persona'lity

collapse law fade loss
' )
. . P\ VN @.
‘ - Treaty-chain mechamsm./ ,!, " [ | ;\
Plurality required State succession scenario Nl becomes AEsalute
(hypothetical) internal  jurisdiction

Key conditions  ® Identity of parties @ Succession logic @ Consent/estoppel @ Territorial scope
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Ill. STRUCTURAL PREREQUISITES FOR LEGAL
SINGULARITY

A. The Plurality Requirement in International Law:
Foundational Dependencies

International law's normative functionality fundamentally depends upon the
existence of multiple distinct sovereign subjects 84

This requirement manifests across all sources of international law as
enumerated in Article 38(1) of the Statute of the International Court of
Justice:&!

"Treaties":

The Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties defines a treaty as 'an
international agreement concluded between States in written form and
governed by international law."&&

The plural 'States' is not incidental but structural - treaties inherently require
at least two distinct parties capable of assuming mutual obligations.22

The definition's relational character 'between States' - presupposes the
existence of at least two separate legal entities with independent wills &

A single entity cannot meaningfully conclude a binding agreement 'with
itself' because the fundamental purpose of treaties - to create binding mutual
obligations between distinct parties becomes logically impossible when both
parties are identical.2
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'Customary International Law"

Formation of customary norms requires two essential elements:
(1) general and consistent state practice, and

(2) 'opinio juris sive necessitatis' (belief that such practice is legally required).2<

Both elements presuppose multiple states engaging in and recognizing
common practices.2!

The International Court of Justice in the 'North Sea Continental Shelf Cases'
emphasized that customary law emerges from widespread, representative
state practice demonstrated through multiple states' actions and
omissions.24

State practice alone is insufficient; what constitutes 'general practice' requires
that a substantial majority of states - particularly those whose interests are
specially affected - engage in the relevant conduct.2

The 'opinio juris' element requires states to subjectively perceive themselves
as legally bound by the practice 24

This subjective element necessarily presupposes a plurality of states whose
shared beliefs constitute the 'international community's' understanding of
law. 22

Without multiple states engaging in practices and developing shared
understandings of their legal obligations, no customary norm can emerge 2
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'General Principles of Law'": Recognized as a source under Article 38(1)(c) ICJ

Statute,®2 these principles derive from comparative analysis of domestic legal
systems. The International Court of Justice has recognized general principles

such as pacta sunt servanda, good faith, res judicata, and estoppel as deriving
from comparative examination of how multiple legal systems address similar
problems.28

Without multiple distinct legal systems, comparative generalization becomes
logically impossible 22

A single legal system cannot be compared to itself, and thus general
principles cannot be derived from a unitary legal framework 1%

'""Jus Cogens''": Peremptory norms derive their special status from
'acceptance and recognition by the international community of States as a
whole' (Article 53 VCLT) L2 The concept of '‘community of States' explicitly and
necessarily implies plurality194

The International Law Commission has explicitly stated that 'jus cogens'
norms represent the collective will of the international community as a whole,
and no single state can unilaterally declare a norm to be 'jus cogens'!%

The authority of 'jus cogens' rests fundamentally on the acceptance and
recognition by multiple states; without such plurality, the normative
foundation of peremptory norms dissolves into solipsism 24

'International Organizations': The International Court of Justice's landmark
'Reparation for Injuries' Advisory Opinion established that international
organizations possess derivative legal personality based on member states'
collective will.2%! The Court held that organizations derive their legal capacity
from the constituent will of their member states and the purposes defined in
their constituent instruments.lo

Without member states possessing independent legal personalities and wills,
no organizational legal personality can be derived i

International organizations are fundamentally dependent on the existence
and continued participation of multiple sovereign states 1%
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B. Sovereignty as Relational Rather Than Absolute

Classical sovereignty theory, as articulated by Jean Bodin in his 'Six Books of
the Commonwealth' (1576), conceived sovereignty as supreme authority
within a defined territory - power absolute and perpetual over a
commonwealth 22 However, in the international legal context, sovereignty
functions relationally - it exists in relation to other sovereigns and only has
meaning within a pluralistic system of states.!@ The relational character of
sovereignty manifests in multiple interconnected ways:1!

'Mutual Recognition': States recognize each other's sovereignty, creating the
legal basis for horizontal relationships@ The act of mutual recognition
confers legal status as a sovereign state within the international community.

I8l Recognition is not merely an acknowledgment of de facto control but
constitutes a legal declaration that another entity possesses the

characteristics of statehood and is entitled to participate in international legal
relations. 24 Without an external 'other' capable of recognizing one's
sovereignty, the concept of recognition becomes meaningless.l=l

'Treaty - Making Capacity": The ability to enter binding international
agreements presupposes the existence of distinct parties with independent
legal personalities and the capacity to assume mutual obligations.i&

A single entity cannot become a party to an agreement with itself because
the agreement would lack the bilateral or multilateral structure necessary for
binding legal relations™ The core juridical function of treaty - making
creating binding relationships between distinct legal subjects - presupposes
a minimum of two parties &

'Jurisdictional Boundaries': Territorial and personal jurisdiction define the
limits of state authority vis - & - vis other states™2 The principle of exclusive
territorial jurisdiction - that each state has jurisdiction over its own territory
and inhabitants - only has meaning in relation to other states' territories and
jurisdiction 22 Without external boundaries defined by reference to other
states' jurisdictions, territorial jurisdiction becomes an abstract concept
devoid of practical meaning.l&l
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'Non - Intervention Principle":

The principle of non - intervention, enshrined in the UN Charter and
recognized as customary international law, presupposes the existence of
multiple states capable of intervening or refraining from intervention in each
other's affairs.122

Non - intervention is fundamentally a relational principle - state A's duty not
to intervene in state B's internal affairs only has meaning when both A and B
exist as distinct entities.l=l

A single entity cannot intervene or refrain from intervening in its own affairs in
any legally meaningful sensel? | egal singularity disrupts this relational
structure by eliminating the 'other' against which sovereignty is defined,
transforming sovereignty from a relational concept into an absolute, uni -
directional authority without external juridical limits.2=

The singular sovereign would possess unlimited territorial authority, unlimited
jurisdictional competence, and unlimited discretion to modify legal rules,
because no external sovereign could challenge these prerogatives.izé
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C. The Structural Contingency of International Law

The foregoing analysis reveals international law's fundamental structural
contingency - its normative functioning depends upon empirical conditions
(the plurality of states) that are not logically necessary and could, in principle,
cease to exist.l?”]

Unlike logical or mathematical systems, which are self-contained and
generate their own validity internally, international law cannot self-generate
normativity absent the empirical substrate of multiple sovereign actors
operating within a decentralized system.?®

This contingency has profound theoretical and practical implications for the
stability and durability of the international legal order.l**

This contingency manifests in three critical ways:

« 'Non-Self-Sustaining Nature': International law cannot maintain itself
through purely internal normative mechanisms; it fundamentally requires
external conditions (state plurality) for functionality.*°

The norms of international law do not hover in some Platonic realm of pure
reason but exist only because states recognize, practice, and enforce
them.™"

If the empirical substratum of state plurality disappears, the normative
force of international law evaporates simultaneously.™?

This is fundamentally different from domestic legal systems, which can
maintain normative force through centralized enforcement mechanisms
and hierarchical authority structures even when the sociological basis for
law changes.®*
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« 'Vulnerability to Consolidation': Any process that eliminates plurality
threatens the system's entire normative coherence and viability.!*4

The international legal system has no internal safeguards against its own
dissolution through consolidation.

Unlike domestic constitutions, which typically contain provisions restricting
the modification or elimination of fundamental structural requirements
(such as federalism or separation of powers), international law possesses no
equivalent mechanism to prevent the voluntary merger of all sovereign

subjects into a single entity.™®

« 'Limit-Case Analysis': Legal singularity represents the theoretical limit
beyond which the system cannot function as 'international’ law.!*”

Once plurality ceases to exist, international law ceases to exist by definition
- it becomes simply domestic law of a global state.[*®

This demonstrates that international law's identity as a distinct normative
system is contingent upon the empirical fact of state plurality.l*
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IV. TREATY LAW MECHANISMS ENABLING LEGAL
SINGULARITY: COMPREHENSIVE DOCTRINAL

ANALYSIS

A. Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties (VCLT
1969): Doctrinal Foundations and Critical Mechanisms

The Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties (1969) constitutes the primary
codification of international treaty law and establishes the legal mechanisms
through which legal singularity becomes theoretically possible.l°

The Convention's eight parts systematically address treaty conclusion, treaty
interpretation, treaty compliance, and treaty modification - all of which
contain latent mechanisms enabling juridical consolidation.["

1. Article 2 VCLT: The Treaty Definition and the Plurality
Requirement

Article 2(1)(a) VCLT provides:

'For the purposes of this Convention, a 'treaty’ means an international
agreement concluded between States in written form and governed by
international law, whether embodied in a single instrument or in two or
more related instruments and whatever its particular designation.™

This definition establishes treaties as fundamentally relational instruments
between distinct subjects. The plural form 'States' is not incidental but
constitutive of the concept itself.'

A treaty logically presupposes at least two distinct juridical entities capable of
entering into binding relationships. The definition's emphasis on 'agreement
concluded between States' underscores that treaties are intersubjective
arrangements - they create binding relations 'between' distinct parties, not
within a unitary subject.l“4
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The critical consequence for legal singularity emerges clearly: when all states
merge into one entity, the relational character upon which treaties depend
becomes structurally impossible. A single entity cannot conclude an
agreement 'with itself' in any legally meaningful sense, for three fundamental

reasons:'4°

'First’, self-binding lacks enforcement mechanismes. In traditional contract
and treaty law, a party can sue another party for breach, appeal to third
parties for enforcement, or withdraw from the relationship. A single
entity cannot sue itself, cannot be held accountable by itself, and
cannot meaningfully withdraw from an obligation to itself.*!

The enforcement dimension of contractual relationships becomes
conceptually impossible when a single entity is both obligor and obligee.

'Second), the psychological and institutional basis for treaty-making
disappears. Treaties exist because distinct parties recognize mutual
interests and bind themselves to achieve those interests through
agreed-upon rules. When a single entity holds both parties'
positions, no mutual interest structure exists - the entity's interests
are singular and unitary."”

The entity cannot negotiate with itself, cannot compromise with itself, and
cannot create binding obligations for itself that differ from its internal policy
preferences.

'Third', the normative force of pacta sunt servanda dissolves. The principle
that treaties must be performed in good faith presupposes distinct
parties capable of being held to account. When a single entity is both
promiser and promisee, good faith performance becomes
meaningless - the entity cannot breach a promise to itself in any legal
sense.“8l

Consequently, all existing treaties become functionally and structurally
obsolete upon legal singularity, not because of violation but because the
foundational relational structure they require ceases to exist.
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2. Article 3 VCLT: Implied Binding Through Conduct and Tacit
Acceptance

Article 3 VCLT provides that 'the fact that the present Convention does not
apply to international agreements concluded between States and other
subjects of international law or between such other subjects, or to
international agreements not in writing, shall not affect:

(a)the legal force of any such agreements;

(b)the application to them of any of the rules set forth in the
presentConvention to which they would be subject under
international law independently of the Convention;

(c) the application of the Convention to the relations of States as regards
those agreements.™

This provision establishes a critically important principle:

agreements can be binding even when not formally concluded through
signature and ratification. The Convention explicitly recognizes that
international law may bind states through conduct-based agreement,

particularly through tacit acceptance and acquiescence.l™"
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Application to Legal Singularity:

If a state succession agreement stipulates that network infrastructure will
continue operating and states continue utilizing these networks - paying bills,
maintaining technical standards, allowing repair access - their conduct
constitutes implied acceptance of the entire agreement, including its
comprehensive terms.[*

This mechanism is particularly powerful because it bypasses formal consent
procedures.

The International Court of Justice has recognized that conduct can manifest
acceptance of jurisdiction and treaty obligations. In 'Nicaragua v. United
States' (1986), the Court held that a state's declarations and conduct regarding
acceptance of jurisdiction could establish binding legal relationships even
absent explicit written agreement to be bound.l™*

Similarly, a state's continued reliance on network infrastructure after being
legally notified of a singularity agreement could constitute binding conduct
through Article 3's mechanism.

» The state's network managers would be utilizing physical infrastructure
owned by the purchaser;

« utility company employees would be operating equipment technically
under the purchaser's sovereignty;

« national governments would be deriving sovereignty claims from network
boundaries established by the purchaser.

This continuous conduct-based integration would constitute progressive
acceptance of the agreement's terms.™
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3. Article 20 VCLT: Tacit Acceptance and the
Objection Period Mechanism

Article 20 VCLT codifies the principle that multilateral treaty reservations can
be accepted tacitly if no objection is raised within a specified timeframe.

The Article provides:

A state is considered to have accepted a reservation unless it has
objected to the reservation within a period of twelve months after it was
notified of the reservation, or by the date on which it expressed its
consent to be bound by the treaty, whichever is later.'™=

This principle extends beyond reservations to general treaty acceptance:
silence within objection periods implies consent 128

The doctrine rests on estoppel theory and the principle of good faith:

if a state knows of a proposed legal change and fails to object within a
reasonable period, it is estopped from later challenging the change because
other states relied on its silence as acquiescence. 22

'Application to Legal Singularity":

A state succession agreement functioning as a supplementary instrument
could specify an objection period of 12 - 24 months. During this period, states
would be notified through official channels (UN, NATO, ITU). Failure to lodge
timely objections would constitute tacit acceptance 18

The mechanism's power lies in several factors:

'First', bureaucratic inertia:

State foreign ministries are perpetually overwhelmed. A technical document
regarding network infrastructure modification might be received in consular
offices, routed to technical ministries (transportation, communications,
energy), and never reach the level of international legal decision-makers =2
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'Second’, technical complexity:

Understanding how infrastructure networks create territorial scope expansion
requires expertise spanning electrical engineering, telecommunications,
international law, and treaty interpretation. States unlikely have personnel
capable of comprehensively analyzing these implications.l&d

'Third', distributed decision-making:

Infrastructure is managed by dozens of government agencies (utility
regulators, transport ministries, communications authorities, military
commands), none of which may recognize that their operational decisions
constitute state acceptance of a singular claim to sovereignty. 1l

'Fourth', good faith expectation:

Once the initial transfer occurs, states will expect the purchaser to maintain
network operations. Maintaining networks constitutes reliance on the
purchaser's continued commitment. Estoppel doctrine precludes later
withdrawal of consent once reliance is established 12

The objection period strategy exploits these vulnerabilities systematically. By
the time comprehensive implications are recognized, the period will have
elapsed, rendering the agreement binding through tacit acceptance.l&l
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4. Article 26 VCLT: Pacta Sunt Servanda and Its

Structural Obsolescence

Article 26 VCLT enshrines the cardinal principle of international treaty law:

'Every treaty in force is binding upon the parties to it and must be
performed by them in good faith. %

This provision establishes that treaty obligations are binding and must be
performed in good faith ('‘bona fides') &

'Pacta sunt servanda' - treaties must be kept - represents the normative
bedrock upon which the entire international legal system rests. Without this
principle, treaties would be merely advisory, and the international system
would collapse into a state of nature 1&l

However, legal singularity exposes a profound theoretical weakness in this
principle: 'pacta sunt servanda' presupposes distinct parties capable of
holding each other accountable. In legal singularity, when a single entity
holds all party positions simultaneously, the principle becomes structurally
impossible &2
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'Theoretical Obsolescence':

A single entity cannot be 'bound' by an agreement with itself in any
enforceable sense. Consider the mechanics of treaty enforcement:&l

« If the singular sovereign violates a treaty obligation to itself, who has
standing to bring enforcement proceedings? There is no other party.

« If the singular sovereign ignores the treaty, who can appeal to the
International Court of Justice? No other state exists to initiate proceedings.

« If the singular sovereign announces termination of the treaty, who can
claim injury? No other party exists.

« If the singular sovereign modifies the treaty unilaterally, who can object?
No other subject of international law exists.

The principle of good faith performance requires that parties perform
obligations even when inconvenient, contrary to current policy preferences, or
costly.

But a single entity performing obligations to itself is simply making internal
policy choices.

The entity's whims become law, not because external obligation exists but
because the entity exercises sovereign authority.1e2

This represents not treaty violation but structural impossibility.

The normative mechanism of 'pacta sunt servanda' - creating binding
obligations between distinct parties - ceases to function absent the relational
structure it presupposes.i
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5. Article 29 VCLT: Territorial Scope and
NetworkBased Expansion

Article 29 VCLT provides:

'Unless a different intention appears from the treaty or is otherwise
established, a treaty is binding upon each party in respect of its entire
territory. 'L

This provision establishes that treaties apply across the full territorial extent of
each party. The rule reflects the principle that treaty obligations are

comprehensive and bind all governmental authorities within a state's borders.
072]

'The Critical Mechanism for Legal Singularity":

Article 29 does not limit 'territory' to traditional land boundaries or
conventional territorial definitions. Rather, 'territory' encompasses all areas
over which a state exercises sovereignty and control £

The modern conception of territory includes not only terrestrial and maritime
zones but also the physical infrastructure networks through which a state
exercises effective control and authority. 12

When a state succession agreement designates infrastructure networks 'as a
unit' as part of the sold territory, Article 29's territorial scope necessarily
extends along the physical extent of these networks. The logical and legal
chain operates as follows:1=

'Stage 1: Definitional Expansion':

The agreement specifies that the purchaser acquires 'all territorial rights,
duties, and components' including 'all interconnected infrastructure
networks...as a unit.

By including infrastructure as territorial components, the agreement
establishes that infrastructure constitutes part of the 'territory' to which
Article 29 appliesiZel
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'Stage 2: Physical Continuity":

Article 29 applies treaties to the 'entire territory' of parties. If infrastructure
networks are parts of territory, then Article 29 applies to the entire extent of
these networks.

Germany's electricity grid, for example, is nationally integrated - all
transmission lines, substations, and distribution networks form a single
interconnected system 14

'Stage 3: Cross-Border Propagation':

The German electricity grid is physically connected to French, Belgian, Dutch,
and Danish grids.

These connections are not merely informational but physical - alternating

current literally flows across borders through interconnected transmission
lines [Z8l

Once German territory is encompassed in the agreement's territorial scope, all
physically connected networks are simultaneously encompassed because
they constitute a single integrated system 1=

Stage 4: Systemic Integration

Modern infrastructure networks are designed to operate as unified wholes.
Electricity grids must be synchronized at precise frequencies;
telecommunications networks must maintain protocol compatibility; gas
pipelines must operate at coordinated pressures.

A single entity cannot acquire partial control of an integrated system -
acquiring control of part of a system necessarily extends to the entire system,
or the system ceases to function.[180]
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Electricity Networks as Paradigmatic Example

Europe's electricity grid operates as an integrated whole managed through
ENTSO - E (European Network of Transmission System Operators for
Electricity).

The system cannot be subdivided - to maintain stable frequency, all
generation and consumption must be balanced in real time across the entire
interconnected zone k&l

If a NATO installation in Germany is sold 'with all connected infrastructure as a
unit,' the purchaser acquires the right to determine how that infrastructure
operates.

The German transmission system operator cannot function independently;
it must synchronize with neighboring operators.

The purchaser, as owner of German assets, acquires control over German's
participation in the synchronized system.

This control extends to determining what energy flows in what directions,
which involves determining Germany's relationship to all connected states .22

But determining energy flows necessarily extends to determining territory.
When energy flows from Germany to France, the purchaser is determining
what happens in the space between German and French territory. In effect,
the purchaser is exercising territorial control over the connection point.

As connection points multiply and expand, territorial control expands
correspondingly.i&
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Telecommunications Networks as Secondary Example

Submarine cables carrying data across oceans represent critical infrastructure
connecting North America to Europe. The TAT - 14 cable runs from
Bremerhaven, Germany to Nantucket, Massachusetts. When acquired 'as a
unit' with German territory, the purchaser acquires control over this
transatlantic link.124

The cable physically passes through international waters and connects
multiple states. But control of the cable means control over what data flows,
in what direction, through which nodes.

This constitutes de facto territorial control over the cable's endpoints and
route. As data is the lifeblood of modern commerce, military communications,
and governmental function, control over these cables represents control over
the states they connect 18

Legal Interpretation Supporting Network - Based
Expansion:

The principle of 'effet utile' (effective interpretation) requires construing
treaties to give them meaningful effect.l&

If Article 29's territorial scope is limited to conventional land boundaries, the
phrase 'as a unit' in the sale agreement becomes meaningless for
transnational networks. The principle demands that 'as a unit' be interpreted
to encompass the entire integrated infrastructure system, giving meaningful
effect to the agreement's language 184

The principle of good faith performance (Article 26 VCLT) requires interpreting

the agreement in a manner consistent with the parties' manifest intention.
[188]

The parties' intention to transfer 'infrastructure as a unit' cannot be satisfied if
partial infrastructure is transferred while connected networks remain under
other sovereigns' control. Comprehensive transfer is the only interpretation
consistent with the parties' manifest intention.l&l
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6. Article 30 VCLT: Lex Posterior and Treaty Chain
Precedence

Article 30 VCLT codifies the 'lex posterior derogat legi priori' principle: when

successive treaties relate to the same subject matter, the later treaty prevails.
[190]

Article 30(3) provides:

'When all the parties to the earlier treaty are parties also to the later treaty but
the earlier treaty is not terminated or suspended in operation under article 59,
the earlier treaty applies only to the extent that its provisions are compatible
with those of the later treaty.'™&!

This principle has profound implications for legal singularity when a state
succession agreement functions as a supplementary instrument to existing
treaty chains.i2d

Application to Legal Singularity

A state succession agreement functioning as the 'final supplementary
instrument' ('letzte Nachtragsurkunde') takes hierarchical precedence over all
prior treaty structures.I=

By incorporating NATO - SOFA, UN mandates, ITU agreements, and provider
contracts by reference, the singularity agreement becomes the ultimate
treaty layer, modifying all preceding instruments.[24

The mechanism operates as follows:

First - Order Effect

The agreement references and modifies the NATO - SOFA (1951) and its
bilateral supplementary agreements. Under Article 30, this 2026 agreement
(hypothetically) would supersede the 1951 SOFA in all respects. Any conflict
between SOFA provisions and the 2026 agreement would be resolved in favor
of the 2026 agreement 22
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Second - Order Effect

The agreement incorporates the UN Charter provisions regarding NATO's role
(Article 53 UN Charter). This creates a chain: the 2026 agreement modifies
NATO - SOFA, NATO - SOFA references UN Charter provisions, therefore the
2026 agreement effectively modifies UN Charter application through the
chain.f19¢]

Third - Order Effect

All NATO member states are parties to NATO - SOFA,; all UN member states
are parties to the UN Charter. Through the chain's logic, all UN member states
become bound by the 2026 agreement's modifications because they are

parties to underlying foundational treaties that the 2026 agreement modifies.
[o71

Critical Feature: No Re - Ratification Required

A crucial feature of Article 30 mechanism is that supplementary instruments
typically do not require fresh ratification if the original treaties already bound
the relevant parties.128

States ratified NATO - SOFA in 1951, the UN Charter in 1945, and the ITU
Constitution in 1934. These foundational ratifications extend automatically to
amendments and supplements unless explicitly excluded 222

Therefore, a singularity agreement structured as a supplement would bind all
NATO and UN members automatically, without requiring new parliamentary
ratifications in dozens of states. 229

This dramatically accelerates the consolidation process and eliminates veto
opportunities at the national leve| 22
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7. Articles 34 - 36 VCLT: Third - Party Effects and
Circumvention Through Organizational Membership

Articles 34 - 36 VCLT establish the principle 'pacta tertiis nec nocent nec
prosunt' - treaties neither benefit nor burden third states absent consent.
Article 34 provides: 'A treaty does not create either obligations or rights for a
third State without the consent of that State.2%

This principle protects state sovereignty by preventing one state from
imposing treaty obligations on another without that state's agreement &

However, legal singularity demonstrates how this protection can be
systematically circumvented through organizational mechanisms and
implied consent 204

Circumvention Mechanism 1: Organizational
Membership

NATO members are bound by NATO decisions taken within constitutional
authority; UN members are bound by UN decisions within the UN Charter's
scope.

A singularity agreement adopted by NATO (or endorsed by NATO consensus)
would be binding on all NATO members without separate consent for each
member because members have already consented to be bound by NATO
decisions 2=

The NATO - UN relationship creates further integration. Article 53 UN Charter
recognizes NATO as a regional organization operating under UN auspices.
NATO - UN cooperation agreements establish that NATO decisions are
automatically recognized by the UN system.

Therefore, a NATO - endorsed singularity agreement automatically
extends to

e UN recognition and,

e through UN membership, encompass all UN member states.2
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Circumvention Mechanism 2: Tacit Acceptance
Through Conduct

As discussed under Article 3, continued network usage constitutes conduct
based acceptance. A state that continues using electricity,
telecommunications, or other infrastructure following notification of the
singularity agreement is manifesting acceptance through conduct 24

Circumvention Mechanism 3: ITU Integration

The International Telecommunication Union (ITU) Constitution and
Convention establish standardized telecommunications systems binding all
193 UN member states.28

A singularity agreement incorporating ITU provisions by reference effectively
binds all ITU members because they have already ratified the ITU
Constitution 2

8. Article 53 VCLT: Jus Cogens and Its System

Dependent Nature

Article 53 VCLT defines 'jus cogens' as 'a norm accepted and recognized by
the international community of States as a whole as a norm from which no
derogation is permitted and which can be modified only by a subsequent
norm of general international law having the same character. 2%

Peremptory norms such as prohibitions on genocide, slavery, torture, and
aggression allegedly have special status - they override conflicting treaty
provisions and cannot be derogated from by bilateral agreement &l

However, legal singularity exposes 'jus cogens fundamental dependency on
the pluralistic international system itself22
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'Loss of Normative Anchoring":

'Jus cogens' derives authority from 'the international community of States as a

whole.'22

The concept of 'community' explicitly and necessarily presupposes plurality.
No single entity can constitute a 'community.'24

The International Law Commission has repeatedly affirmed that 'jus cogens'
norms emerge from collective recognition by multiple states and cannot be
unilaterally declared by any single state 2

With legal singularity, no 'international community' exists to recognize and
accept peremptory norms. The singular sovereign is not bound by norms it
recognizes as binding on itself - it is simply constrained by its own policies.[2¢

'Theoretical Implication':

Legal singularity reveals 'jus cogens' as fundamentally system - dependent
rather than metaphysically autonomous. Peremptory norms cannot float free
of the juridical structure that generates them.

Without the pluralistic international community that constitutes 'jus cogens
normative foundation, these norms lose their special status and become
subject to the singular sovereign's will - precisely like ordinary legislation in a

domestic state 24
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B. Supplementary Instruments
(Nachtragsurkunden) and Treaty Chain Modification
Mechanisms

A critical mechanism enabling legal singularity is the

'Nachtragsurkunde' (supplementary instrument) - a treaty that modifies or
supplements earlier agreements without constituting an entirely new treaty
requiring fresh ratification by all parties.2&

Supplementary instruments are recognized in international law practice and
authorized by Article 39 - 40 VCLT.[219]

'Characteristics of Supplementary Instruments':!%
1. 'Incorporation by Reference":

The supplement explicitly references and modifies earlier treaties, creating a
hierarchical relationship2l

2. 'Automatic Ratification Upon Original Ratification":

Unless the supplement specifies otherwise, ratification of the original treaty
extends to the supplement. States that ratified NATO - SOFA in 1951 are
automatically bound by supplements to SOFA unless they explicitly reserve
the right to ratify supplements separately.24

3. 'Precedence':

Under Article 30 VCLT, the later supplement takes priority over earlier
provisions in case of conflict.2Zl

4, 'Chain Effect":

A supplement to Treaty A, which itself supplements Treaty B, creates a

hierarchical chain where the latest instrument governs. All treaties in the

chain are interpreted in light of the most recent supplement.224
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'Application to Legal Singularity":

A state succession agreement structured as a supplement to NATO - SOFA,
which in turn references UN mandates and ITU agreements, creates a
comprehensive treaty chainz

The singularity agreement becomes the 'final supplement, consolidating all
referenced treaties into a single normative framework governed by the
singularity agreement's provisions.22 No separate ratification is required
because member states have already ratified the foundational treaties in the
chain. Germany ratified NATO - SOFA,; all NATO members ratified the North
Atlantic Treaty; all UN members ratified the UN Charter. Therefore, the
singularity agreement's supplementary status automatically binds all these
states2

'Why Supplementary Instruments Are Particularly
Powerful for Legal Singularity:'228

'First', states often fail to recognize the comprehensive implications of
seemingly technical supplements.A document titled "Simple Purchase
Agreement" or "Supplementary Agreement to the NATO - SOFA Regarding
Infrastructure Management and Network Governance" sounds administrative
rather than revolutionary.222

'Second’, objection periods may elapse before full implications are
understood. By the time legal scholars, think tanks, and government advisors
recognize the comprehensive implications, the objection period under Article
20 will have expired 24

'Third', estoppel prevents retrospective challenge. Once a state has relied on
the supplementary instrument for months or years - continuing to use
infrastructure, maintaining technical standards, allowing network operations
estoppel precludes later withdrawal of consent based on newly understood
implications.zl

'Fourth', supplementary instruments can include savings clauses that
disguise their comprehensive effect. Salvo clauses (preserving clauses) and
other technical language can make comprehensive consolidation appear to
be merely technical clarification 24
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C. Tacit Consent, Estoppel, and the Objection Period
Strategy

International law recognizes that consent to treaties can be manifested
through silence and conduct, particularly when a state has an obligation or
reasonable expectation to object to proposed legal changesZ3

This doctrine transforms states' inaction into affirmative legal acceptance, a
mechanism of profound significance for legal singularity.=4

The Tacit Consent Doctrine: Theoretical Foundations

Silence constitutes acceptance of international legal obligations when four
conditions are satisfied:=~

'First’, a state possesses actual or constructive knowledge of a proposed legal
change. Constructive knowledge exists when the state should reasonably be
aware of the change through official channels (UN notification system, NATO
communications, ITU bulletins) and information dissemination procedures.
[236]

'Second’, the state has a reasonable opportunity to object. A specified
objection period - typically 12 - 24 months for treaty amendments under
Article 20 VCLT - provides the necessary window.&2

'Third', objection would be reasonably expected given the state's interests.
When a document explicitly describes its effects on a state's sovereignty,
territorial control, and international status, the state's failure to object is
particularly meaningful =8
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'Fourth', the state remains silent throughout the specified objection period,
neither expressing formal objection nor raising reservations.=2

The International Court of Justice in the 'Fisheries Jurisdiction Cases' held that
a state's silence in the face of clearly communicated legal proposals,
combined with continued reliance on the status quo, constitutes
acquiescence to the proposed legal change 244

The Court emphasized that a state cannot later claim surprise or lack of
knowledge when it had actual knowledge of the proposed change and failed
to timely object 2

Application to Legal Singularity: The
Vulnerability Window

A singularity agreement could specify an objection period of 24 months
following official publication through UN channels, NATO official
communications, and ITU bulletins. During this period, states would receive
official notice through multiple channels:

'Official UN Notification':

The agreement would be registered with the UN Treaty Collection, triggering
automatic notification to all UN member states through the UN's official
channels.[242]

'NATO Official Communication':

NATO would formally notif all member states through official NATO channels
(the NATO International Staff, the NATO Communications Centre, and the
NATO Secretariat).24

'I'TU Official Bulletin':

The ITU would publish the agreement in the ITU News, the official publication
notifying all 193 ITU member states of relevant developments in
telecommunications governance 244
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States' Structural Vulnerabilities to Tacit Acceptance

Despite official notification, multiple structural factors make timely objection
unlikely:

'Bureaucratic Complexity":

A technical supplement to infrastructure agreements would likely be received
by consular divisions, routed to transportation ministries, energy regulators, or
telecommunications authorities - none of whom recognize its comprehensive
significance 22

The International Affairs Ministry's treaty section might flag it for attention,
but months pass before comprehensive legal analysis is completed.24

'Technical Complexity":

Understanding how infrastructure networks create territorial scope expansion
requires expertise spanning multiple disciplines: electrical engineering,
telecommunications, international law, treaty interpretation, network
architecture, and sovereignty theory. Few states employ personnel capable of
synthesizing these domains. 24

'Distributed Decision-Making":

Infrastructure operations are fragmented across dozens of government
agencies.

The Ministry of Energy operates electricity systems; the Ministry of Transport
manages pipeline networks; the Ministry of Communications governs
telecommunications; the Ministry of Defence manages military networks.

A proposal affecting all these domains simultaneously would require
unprecedented inter-ministerial coordination within a compressed 24-month
objection period.2&l
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'Underestimation of Implications':

States tend to assume that supplements to technical agreements involve
minor clarifications rather than systemic transformation.

A document described as addressing 'network governance and infrastructure
management clarifications' would likely receive less scrutiny than a
document explicitly titled 'Agreement Consolidating Global Sovereignty.2%

'Continued Reliance Creates Estoppel"

Once the initial infrastructure transfer occurs and the purchaser assumes
operational control, states become dependent on continued infrastructure
operation. Electricity flows across borders, telecommunications traffic
increases, economic activity escalates. Governments' citizens and businesses
rely on these connections.

By the time states recognize the agreement's implications, they have relied
on the purchaser's continued operation for extended periods.24


https://community.xo.je
https://wiki.free.nf/index.php/Test#cite_note-249
https://wiki.free.nf/index.php/Test#cite_note-250

Estoppel in International Law: Locking In Tacit

Acceptance

Estoppel, as a general principle of international law, prevents a state from
asserting a right that contradicts its prior conduct when another state has
relied on that prior conduct to its detriment 2=l

The International Court of Justice has applied estoppel in various contexts to
preclude states from later challenging rights they have implicitly accepted
through prolonged acquiescence. In 'Temple of Preah Vihear', Thailand was
estopped from challenging Cambodia's sovereignty over the temple after
decades of acquiescence and reliance.=4

'Application to Legal Singularity"

Once states continue utilizing infrastructure controlled by the purchaser
paying bills to the purchaser's utilities, allowing repairs and maintenance,
integrating networks operationally - they manifest reliance on the purchaser's
legal authority.

The purchaser, in turn, relies on states' implicit acceptance by investing in
infrastructure maintenance and assuming ownership
responsibilities.=4

Estoppel doctrine precludes states from later withdrawing this acceptance
because the purchaser has altered its position to its detriment in reliance on
the states' acquiescence.

The purchaser has assumed billion-dollar infrastructure obligations on the
assumption that states accept the singular sovereign's legal authority.224
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V. STATE SUCCESSION AND THE
CLEAN-SLATE DOCTRINE

LEGAL SINGULARITY AS SYSTEMIC
TABULA RASA

A. Vienna Convention on Succession of States in

Respect of Treaties (VCSSRT 1978): Foundations

The 1978 Vienna Convention on Succession of States in Respect of Treaties
represents the most comprehensive codification of state succession
principles in international law.23

The Convention establishes that when states undergo succession events -
formation of new states, territorial transfers, mergers, and dissolutions - the
successor states' treaty obligations depend on the type of succession event
and the specific agreements involved.[256]

Core Succession Principles:

The Convention establishes three core theoretical approaches to state
succession:

'First!, the 'Universal Succession' approach assumes that successor states
automatically inherit all of the predecessor's treaty rights and obligations,
continuing the legal personality of the predecessor&Z

This applies in cases of state consolidation (e.g., annexation, where one state
absorbs another) and is presumed for boundary treaties and territorial
regimes.[258]
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'Second’, the 'Clean-Slate' (or 'Tabula Rasa') approach allows new states to
determine which treaties they will honor and which they will reject,
beginning with a normative 'blank slate.’2=2

This applies primarily to newly independent states emerging from
decolonization. .24

'Third', a 'Partial' or '"Equity-Based' approach addresses cases where succession
occurs outside the colonial context, permitting negotiated solutions tailored
to specific circumstances.&l

B. Article 16 VCSSRT: The Clean-Slate Principle for

Newly Independent States

Article 16 VCSSRT provides:

A newly independent State is not bound to maintain in force, or to
become a party to, any treaty by reason only of the fact that at the date
of the succession of States the treaty was in force in respect of the
territory to which the succession of States relates.'2%

This provision establishes that new states begin with a normative 'tabula rasa’
- a blank legal slate - and are not automatically bound by predecessor treaties
absent explicit acceptance 23

The doctrine reflects the principle of self-determination and recognizes the
new state's sovereign right to determine its international commitments
prospectively2e4

The International Law Commission's commentary on Article 16 explains that
newly independent states possess complete discretion whether to continue
predecessor treaties: acceptance is not presumed, and predecessor
obligations do not automatically transmit.2e2
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'Scope and Application':

Article 16 applies specifically to newly independent states formed from
colonial or dependent territories. However, the principle's theoretical
foundation - that successor states not identical to predecessors are not
automatically bound by predecessor treaties - extends beyond the

decolonization context and illuminates legal singularity's mechanism 2

C. Legal Singularity as Systemic Clean-Slate: The

Extreme Application of Succession Principles

Legal singularity represents the ultimate application of clean-slate principles
not to a single newly independent state, but to the entire global legal system
simultaneously.2¢Z

The Mechanism:

'Stage 1 - Comprehensive Succession":

All states worldwide transfer their complete sovereignty, territorial rights,
treaty obligations, legal personality, and constituent elements to a single
entity through a state succession agreement %

This differs fundamentally from historical succession events where successor

states were geographically delimited and numerically plural.22

Stage 2 - New Juridical Person

The purchaser/sovereign constitutes an entirely novel legal entity, not a
continuation of any predecessor state or synthesis of predecessor states.2d
The purchaser's legal personality is freshly created through the state
succession agreement and does not derive from any predecessor .2l

Stage 3 - Systemic Tabula Rasa

Because the new sovereign is legally distinct from all predecessors - not a
successor to any specific state, not a continuation of the predecessor
collectivity, but a de novo creation - Article 16's clean-slate principle applies at
the systemic level 222
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The legal logic cascades as follows:

« All UN member states agreed to the UN Charter (1945), establishing that
the UN would bind them.

« A state succession agreement transfers all states' sovereignty to one
purchaser.

« The purchaser is a new juridical person, not a successor to the UN or to any
predecessor state.

« Therefore, under Article 16's logic, the purchaser is 'not bound to maintain
in force, or to become a party to, any treaty' that previously bound the
predecessor states.

« All treaties - the UN Charter, NATO Treaty, bilateral treaties, customary law
norms - become non-binding on the new sovereign.
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D. Critical Distinction: Legal Singularity vs. Universal
Succession

Historical state succession events provide instructive contrasts to legal
singularity:

Russian Federation Succeeding the USSR (1991

When the Soviet Union dissolved in 1991, Russia claimed status as the
'‘continuing state' - the successor that inherited the USSR's UN Security

Council seat, treaty obligations, and international legal personality.2Zl

Other former Soviet republics (Ukraine, Kazakhstan, Belarus, etc.) emerged as
newly independent states, entitled under Article 16 to apply clean-slate
principles. 22

However, even in this radical restructuring of the international system,
plurality was maintained. Russia existed as one state among many; no state
absorbed all others. The international legal system continued to function

because multiple sovereigns remained 22

German Reunification (1990)

East Germany acceded to West Germany under Article 23 of the West

German Basic Law. <&

West Germany's existing treaties extended to former East German territory

through universal succession principles.%2

Germany remained one state among many; plurality continued .28
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Dissolution of Yugoslavia (1991 - 1995

When Yugoslavia dissolved, multiple successor states emerged - Serbia,
Croatia, Bosnia, Slovenia, Macedonia (now North Macedonia), Montenegro,
and later Kosovo&

Each successor state made independent decisions regarding treaty
succession, some applying clean-slate principles, others seeking continuity.284

Again, plurality was never in question. Multiple states coexisted, each
exercising partial sovereignty within defined territories 2

Legal Singularity's Fundamental Distinction

All these historical scenarios share a critical commonality:

e plurality persists throughout the succession event.

e Other states continue to exist,

e continue to exercise sovereignty,

e and continue to participate in the international legal system.

Legal singularity is categorically distinct:

« 'Universal Scope"

All states - not merely a region or subset - simultaneously undergo succession
to one entity 284

There is no state remaining outside the consolidation; every territorial unit on
Earth becomes subject to the singular sovereign.

. 'No External Parties":

No 'other states' remain to assert treaty claims, defend boundary positions, or
participate in international institutions &4

The fundamental symmetry that characterizes the international legal system
- reciprocal relationships among multiple sovereigns - vanishes completely.
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» 'Systemic Transformation"

The international legal system as such ceases to exist. It is replaced by a global
unitary order characterized by a single sovereign's absolute authority over all
territories and all populations 284

International law, as a system of reciprocal rights and obligations among
sovereign states, becomes logically impossible.[285]

E. The Tabula Rasa at Systemic Scale: Normative
Implications

When the clean-slate principle applies at the systemic level - encompassing
all predecessor states simultaneously - the resulting legal landscape is
fundamentally transformed:

« 'All Treaty Obligations Are Cleansed":

The new sovereign inherits no binding treaty commitments from
predecessors. 288l

All bilateral and multilateral treaties - whether the UN Charter, NATO Treaty,
bilateral trade agreements, environmental conventions, or human rights
treaties - become non-binding on the new sovereign unless it explicitly
accepts them &2

. 'Debts to Other States Vanish':

All financial and material debts that the old states owed to each other
become obligations 'of the sovereign to itself' - internal matters rather than
binding international obligations.2&24

If Germany owed France €10 billion under a loan agreement, but both are
now unified under the singular sovereign, the sovereign owes the debt to
itself, which is legally meaningless.[289]
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« 'Territorial Claims and Historical Grievances Are Erased":

All boundary disputes, territorial claims, and historical conflicts that
characterized relationships among predecessor states become internal
matters under the unified sovereign's authority2%

Disputes between Germany and Poland over territory, tensions between
Greece and Turkey, Israeli-Palestinian claims - all become internal governance
issues for the unified sovereign, not international legal disputes.2l

« 'Complete Normative Freedom"

The singular sovereign enjoys absolute discretion to establish a new legal
order from the ground up, unencumbered by inherited treaty obligations or
customary law norms binding the predecessor states.®

The sovereign can adopt any legal rules it chooses for governing the global
population, with no external constraints imposed by prior international
commitments. 2=

This represents not merely a transfer of sovereignty but a complete
reconstitution of the international legal order - the equivalent of humanity's
legal restart button being pressed simultaneously across all territories and all
populations. [294]
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VI. NETWORK INFRASTRUCTURE AND THE
DOMINO EFFECT OF TERRITORIAL EXPANSION: THE
MECHANISMS OF GLOBAL CONSOLIDATION

A. Physical Networks as Juridical Connectors:

The Material Basis of Sovereignty Expansion

Modern states are fundamentally interconnected through vast physical
infrastructure networks that transcend traditional territorial boundaries and
create de facto relationships of material interdependence .22

These networks constitute the material basis through which legal singularity
propagates, transforming a localized transaction into global consolidation 22

1. Energy Networks: The Electricity Grid as Integrated Whole

The European Network of Transmission System Operators for Electricity
(ENTSO-E) represents one of the world's largest interconnected synchronous
grids, spanning 36 countries across Europe with approximately 300,000

kilometers of transmission lines224

An electricity grid is fundamentally an integrated system operating at precise
synchronization. Unlike telecommunications networks, which tolerate latency,
or transportation networks, which can function with segments isolated,
electricity grids must maintain frequency synchronization across all
interconnected components simultaneously 28

The technical principle: electricity cannot be stored on the grid; it must be
generated, transmitted, and consumed at the identical instant. All generators
feeding into the grid must maintain their rotational frequency at precisely 50
Hz (in Europe) or 60 Hz (in North America) synchronized across all
equipment.=2

This synchronization is not optional deviations of even 0.5 Hz sustained for
seconds can trigger cascading failures across the entire grid, causing
blackouts affecting tens of millions of people.[z00]
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'Consequence for Legal Singularity":

A single entity acquiring control of Germany's transmission infrastructure
automatically acquires control over Germany's synchronization with
neighboring grids. The purchaser cannot isolate German electricity from
French electricity without destroying both systems. Therefore, the purchaser's
control of German assets necessarily extends to controlling France's
participation in the synchronized system.B°"

When the purchaser determines which power flows from Germany to France,
the purchaser is determining what happens in the space between German
and French territory - the transmission corridor. The purchaser is determining
France's access to German power and Germany's access to French power. This

constitutes de facto territorial control over the cross-border corridor.?%2

As the domino effect propagates network-by-network through ENTSO-E's
integrated system, the purchaser's territorial control expands continuously.
The purchaser's authority extends to determining which nations have access
to electricity, at what quantities, at what prices. This constitutes territorial and
economic sovereignty over all connected states.*%*

'Natural Gas Pipelines":

Similar logic applies to natural gas infrastructure. The Nord Stream pipeline
system carries Russian gas through Baltic waters to Germany and beyond; the
Yamal-Europe pipeline connects Russia through Belarus and Poland to
Western Europe. These systems are integrated - gas flows directionally based
on supply and demand conditions.%4

A singular purchaser acquiring German infrastructure control would
determine whose gas reaches what destination. This extends territorial
authority to all states connected to those pipeline systems.B%!

'Oil Distribution Networks":

Petroleum flows through vast pipeline networks and tanker routes.
Controlling these networks means controlling energy distribution to all
dependent states, which constitutes de facto territorial control over those
states' economies.%°
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2. Telecommunications Networks: The Digital
Infrastructure as Sovereignty Equivalent

Modern telecommunications networks carry not merely communication but
the entire digital infrastructure upon which contemporary civilization
depends:

« financial transactions, military communications, civilian government

operations, medical information systems, and industrial control systems.
[307]

'Submarine Cables":

Approximately 99% of intercontinental data traffic travels through submarine
fiber optic cables rather than satellite systems.F%!

The TAT-14 transatlantic cable system (2001-2020) connected the United
States to the United Kingdom, France, the Netherlands, Germany, and
Denmark, carrying voice calls, internet traffic, and financial transactions
between two continents %)

The cable physically passes through international waters and connects at
specific landing points (in Germany, Netherlands, Denmark). A single entity
acquiring control of German telecommunications infrastructure acquires
control over this transatlantic link's operation - determining what data flows,
in which directions, between which nodes B9

'Internet Backbone':

Internet Exchange Points (IXPs) like DE-CIX in Frankfurt and AMS-IX in
Amsterdam are physical facilities where internet traffic from multiple
networks interconnects. DE-CIX alone processes approximately 30% of global
internet traffic flowing between North American and European networks.B"

A singular purchaser controlling German infrastructure controls the physical
location and operations of these critical global chokepoints. Determining
which traffic passes through these hubs means controlling information flows
between continents - equivalent to territorial control over global
communications.B™?
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'Military Communications":

NATO's military communications networks, while technically distinct from
civilian infrastructure, physically share many transmission corridors and
interconnection points. The purchaser's control over civilian
telecommunications infrastructure extends influence over military

communications dependent on shared physical paths.F*

3. Transportation Networks: Highways, Railways,

and Aviation Corridors

Transportation networks create additional vectors for territorial expansion:
'Railway Systems":

European railways form integrated networks with crossborder connections.
Electricity and, where applicable, data lines always run alongside the railway
tracks, both domestically and across borders. A singular purchaser controlling
German railway infrastructure could determine which trains enter or leave
German territory, controlling freight and passenger movement across
Europe.B™

'Highway Networks'":

EU highways (including E-roads) form continuous international networks.
Electricity and, where applicable, data lines also run alongside highways and
other roads, both domestically and across borders. Controlling German
highway infrastructure means controlling traffic flows between Eastern and
Western Europe, determining which goods reach which destinations.F™

'Aviation Corridors'":

Airspace above German territory is controlled by German air traffic control
authorities operating under international agreements (ICAO standards).
Satellite and aviation control is not only based on wireless technology but also
connected to global communication networks at ground stations, as are cell
phone masts. A singular purchaser controlling German territory would control
airspace and aviation corridors connecting North America to Asia through
European airspace.’®


https://community.xo.je

B. The Domino Effect: Stage-by-Stage Territorial
Propagation Through Physical Network Integration

The domino effect operates through cascading territorial acquisition, each
stage triggered by physical network connections:

Stage 1: Primary Territory - Germany (Complete
Acquisition)

A NATO installation in Germany is sold 'with all connected infrastructure as a
unit.! Germany's public utility networks - electricity transmission, gas

distribution, water systems, telecommunications - are nationally integrated.
[317]

Once the NATO installation's infrastructure is transferred, the treaty's territorial
scope under Article 29 VCLT extends to encompass all physically connected
networks within Germany. Because these networks are integrated at the
national level, the entire German territory becomes subject to the
agreement.[318]

The purchaser now controls German territory through infrastructure
ownership - the electricity flowing to German cities, the gas heating German
homes, the telecommmunications carrying German communications.™

Stage 2: Cross-Border Cascade - Immediate
Neighboring States (France, Belgium, Netherlands,
Denmark, Poland, Czech Republic, .. .)

German electricity grids connect directly to neighboring transmission
systems:

'France': The Central-Western Europe electrical network connects German
and French systems through multiple 380 kV transmission lines crossing the
Rhine 2!

'Belgium & Netherlands': Dutch and Belgian grids interconnect with German
systems through multiple cross-border connection points maintaining
synchronized frequency.??"

'Denmark’: Danish wind farms feed into German-Danish integrated electrical
system.F#
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VI. NETWORK INFRASTRUCTURE AND THE DOMINO

EFFECT OF TERRITORIAL EXPANSION:
COMPREHENSIVE MECHANISTIC ANALYSIS

A. Physical Networks as Juridical Connectors: The
Infrastructure - Sovereignty Nexus

Modern sovereign states are fundamentally interconnected through vast
physical infrastructure networks that transcend traditional territorial
boundaries and create jurisdictional interdependencies2&

These networks constitute far more than technical systems; they represent
juridical connectors that physically embed one state's territory into another's
through physical continuity and operational interdependence 524

'Categories of Global Networks Creating Jurisdictional Interdependence":
325

1. Energy Networks: Electricity Grids and Physical Sovereignty

'Electricity Grid Architecture and Continental Integration”:

Europe's electricity grid operates as a single integrated synchronous
system managed by ENTSO - E (European Network of Transmission
System Operators for Electricity), which brings together 42 transmission
system operators from 36 countries 54

The Continental Europe Synchronous Area (CESA) managed by ENTSO -
E encompasses approximately 300,000 kilometers of transmission lines
operating at voltages of 220 kilovolts or above, creating a physically
continuous electrical network spanning from Portugal to Ukraine £
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'The Physical Continuity Principle":

These electricity grids cannot operate as isolated segments. They
function as unified systems requiring real - time synchronization of
frequency (50 Hz in Europe) and voltage across all connected
territories.228

Electricity physically flows across borders through interconnected
transmission lines at rates exceeding 2,000 megawatts during peak
demand periods. kB

When a NATO installation in Germany is sold 'with all connected
infrastructure as a unit,' the purchaser acquires control over German's
participation in this synchronized system.

The purchaser determines how much electricity flows through German
territory, in which directions, and to which neighboring countries. This
control necessarily extends to determining what happens in the
boundary zones where electricity transitions from German territory to
French, Belgian, Dutch, or Danish territory24

'Gas Pipelines and Linear Territorial Incorporation"

Natural gas pipelines create similar interdependencies.

The Nord Stream pipeline system carries Russian natural gas to Germany
and beyond, physically crossing Norwegian, Swedish, Finnish, Polish,
German, and Danish territories.=l

The Yamal - Europe pipeline traverses Belarus, Poland, Germany, and
beyond.[332]

When the purchaser acquires German territory 'with all connected
infrastructure as a unit,' the purchaser acquires operational control over
pipeline segments within German territory. This control extends to
determining flow rates, pressure levels, and direction of flow - which
necessarily involves exercising authority over the pipeline's cross - border
components and entry/exit points.2
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2. Telecommunications Networks: The Digital Infrastructure Nexus
'Submarine Cables and Transatlantic Physical Continuity":

The TAT - 14 submarine cable system exemplifies the physical integration
of jurisdictions through digital infrastructure. 24

Operating from 2001 to 2020, TAT - 14 was a 15,428 - kilometer
transatlantic cable system connecting the United States directly to
Germany, Denmark, the Netherlands, France, and the United Kingdom
through four fiber optic pairs.2=

The cable carried 1.87 terabits per second initially, upgraded to 9.38
terabits per second - representing the lifeblood of transatlantic
communications, financial transactions, and data transfers22€

The cable's route created a physical umbilical cord between North
America and Europe, making any control over the cable's German
landing point necessarily extends to control over transatlantic
communications.=2

When the purchaser acquires the NATO installation in Germany 'with all
connected infrastructure as a unit, the purchaser acquires operational
control over the German landing station and the cable's German
terminating segments. This control extends to determining which data
flows across the cable, in which directions, through which routing, and to
which destinations =&

'Internet Backbone and Data Center Hubs': Germany hosts critical
internet infrastructure including DE - CIX (German Commercial Internet
Exchange), the world's largest internet exchange point by data traffic

volume, located in Frankfurt23

DE - CIX processes over 60 exabytes of data traffic annually, representing
approximately 15 - 20% of global internet traffic.2+%

The purchaser's control over German territory and telecommunications
infrastructure necessarily extends to control over DE - CIX, giving the
purchaser authority to determine routing of global internet traffic,
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prioritize certain communications, or block others. This represents de
facto control over a critical chokepoint in global digital infrastructure 244

'Military Telecommunications Networks'":

NATO's SECRET and UNCLASSIFIED networks operate through dual - use
infrastructure - cables and data centers that serve both military
communications and civilian telecommunications functions #24

When the purchaser acquires German territory and its telecommunications
infrastructure, the purchaser necessarily acquires control over physical
pathways through which NATO SECRET traffic flows. This control extends to
determining what military communications can transit German territory and
provides the purchaser with unprecedented leverage over NATO's operational
capabilities B4

3. Transportation Networks: Creating Linear Sovereignty
'Railway Corridors and Continuous Territory":

The European high - speed rail network creates physical connections
between all Continental European states. The Rail Baltica project extends
from Germany through Poland and the Baltics to Finland; the Rhine -
Alpine corridor connects the Mediterranean through Germany to the
North Sea.2%4

When the purchaser acquires German territory 'as a unit with all
connected infrastructure, the purchaser acquires control over railway
corridors traversing German territory. This control determines who can
transport goods and persons, at what rates, and under what conditions
across critical European transport bottlenecks 2%

'Aviation Corridors and Airspace Sovereignty': GCerman airspace
encompasses some of Europe's busiest flight corridors, with Frankfurt
am Main airport constituting Europe's largest aviation hub by cargo
tonnage and a major passenger transit point.24&

The purchaser's acquisition of German territory extends to control of
German airspace and Frankfurt airport, representing control over a
critical chokepoint in European and global aviation 242
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B. The Domino Effect: Stage - by - Stage Territorial
Propagation Through Network Continuity
The domino effect operates through a carefully defined sequence of network

- based territorial acquisitions, each stage triggered by physical
interconnection and Article 29 VCLT's territorial scope principle B2

Stage 1: Primary Territorial Consolidation (Germany)

A hypothetical NATO installation in Germany (e.g., Ramstein Air Base,
Spangdahlem, or Stuttgart headquarters) connects to public utility networks
through standard commercial electrical, water, gas, and telecommunications
connections.B*!

When sold 'with all connected infrastructure as a unit,' the agreement's
territorial scope extends to encompass all physically connected networks
within German territory. Germany's power grids are nationally integrated - the
42 transmission system operators and hundreds of distribution operators
form a single interconnected system overseen by Bundesnetzagentur
(German Federal Network Agency).B*°!

Result: The purchaser acquires German territory in its entirety, because

German's public utility networks constitute a unified system to which the

NATO installation connects.*"


https://community.xo.je
https://wiki.free.nf/index.php/Test#cite_note-348

Stage 2: Cross - Border Network Cascade (Adjacent
NATO States)

German networks connect directly to neighboring states' infrastructure:

« 'France': The France - Germany interconnection operates at 380 kilovolts
and carries approximately 2,000 - 3,000 megawatts of electricity across the
border at any given time, making France and Germany's grids operationally
inseparable.B>2

« 'Netherlands': Direct 380 - kilovolt connections transfer power between
German and Dutch territories; the Netherlands shares gas pipelines directly
connected to German distribution networks.>*

« 'Belgium': Multiple 380 - kilovolt transmission lines physically connect
German and Belgian transmission systems; the Rhine - Meuse corridor
contains pipelines directly linking both territories.>

« 'Denmark': Submarine cables directly connect German and Danish
territory across the North Sea, carrying electricity at 380 kilovolts.*

The Domino Mechanism:

Once German territory is incorporated under the agreement's scope, all
directly connected networks are simultaneously incorporated because:

« Physical Indivisibility: Electrical current cannot be confined to a single
territory; once German grids are owned by the purchaser, connected
foreign grids become inseparable because electricity flows across borders
instantaneously.

« Operational Necessity: Electricity operators must synchronize frequency
and voltage across the entire interconnected zone. The purchaser's control
of German frequency - setting authority necessarily extends to controlling
neighboring countries' frequency standards.

« Contract Performance: The parties' manifest intention to transfer
'infrastructure as a unit' cannot be satisfied if partial networks are
transferred while connected networks remain under other sovereigns'
control. Performance requires comprehensive transfer.

Result: France, Netherlands, Belgium, and Denmark are incorporated
through network cascade >
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Stage 3: Continental European Integration (All
ENTSO - E Members)

The European electricity grid forms a single synchronous system.

All ENTSO E member states' grids are physically and operationally
interconnected through 380 - 400 kilovolt transmission corridors.®”

Once France, Netherlands, Belgium, and Denmark are incorporated, their
connections to Spain, Italy, Austria, Sweden, Poland, and all other European
states trigger cascading incorporation. 8

'Telecommunications Multiplication":

Simultaneously, Germany's telecommunications infrastructure connects to
fiber optic cables crossing every border.

The pan - European fiber backbone creates redundant routing paths
connecting every major EU city.

Once the purchaser controls German telecommunications, the purchaser
controls critical chokepoints through which European internet traffic must
flow.>!

Result: All European states connected to ENTSO - E and pan - European
telecormmunications infrastructure are incorporated.°
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Stage 4: Transatlantic Extension (North American
Integration)

Submarine cables create the critical transatlantic link:

« 'TAT - 14 Cable": 15,428 kilometers connecting Germany/Denmark to the
United Kingdom, Ireland, and the United States, carrying 9.38 terabits per
second of transatlantic telecommunications traffic®"

« 'Havfrue Cable'": Newer system connecting Denmark/Germany to the
United States, with 15 times the capacity of TAT - 14562

« 'Electricity Interconnection': While there is no physical electricity
transmission across the Atlantic, NATO's integrated military command
system creates operational interconnection, with U.S. forces in Europe
receiving command authority from U.S. Continental Command through
German telecommunications infrastructure.®’!

Once German telecommunications infrastructure is controlled by the
purchaser, the purchaser controls all transatlantic telecommunications. This
extends the domino effect across the Atlantic because:

» Physical Chokepoint: All transatlantic data flow passes through limited
submarine cable landing stations. The purchaser's control of German
landing stations controls transatlantic data flow.

2. 'Military Integration":

NATO's military structure depends on integrated communications through
U.S. European Command headquarters located in Stuttgart, Germany. Control
of Stuttgart extends to controlling NATO's military communications
architecture %4

Financial Integration: International financial transactions depend on
transatlantic telecommunications. The purchaser's control of these channels
represents de facto control over global finance.Bank for International
Settlements (2023). Payment Systems. Basel. URL: https:/mwww.bis.org/.

Result: United States and Canada are incorporated through transatlantic

telecommunications infrastructure.?®
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Stage 5: Global NATO - UN Network Propagation

From North American hubs, the domino effect propagates globally:

'NATO's Global Communication Infrastructure":

NATO operates SECRET and UNCLASSIFIED networks spanning all member
states (31 members), plus partnership states in the Middle East, Asia, and
Africa.*5®!

Once the purchaser controls German NATO communications infrastructure,
the purchaser controls NATO's global communications network.¢”

'ITU - Regulated Telecommunications':

The International Telecommunication Union regulates international
telecommunications for all 193 UN member states.

The ITU Constitution establishes technical standards that all members must
comply with, creating a global telecommunications system interdependent
on compliance with unified standards.®!

The purchaser's control of telecommunications infrastructure in Europe and
North America - hub regions for global internet backbone - represents control
over critical chokepoints through which global data traffic flows. As ITU
member states depend on ITU - compliant infrastructure, the purchaser's
control of this infrastructure extends authority globally.F7

'Internet Backbone Architecture':

The global internet backbone consists of Tier - 1 internet service providers
(ISPs) operating massive international networks. Major hubs are located in
Europe (DE - CIX, AMS - IX) and North America. Once the purchaser controls
these hubs, the purchaser controls global internet routing. Since virtually all
data transmission globally depends on these routes, the purchaser's control
extends to all connected territories.F”"

Result: All states connected to global telecommunications networks are

progressively incorporated as the domino effect propagates from hub to hub.
[372]
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Stage 6: UN System Integration (Universal Territorial
Coverage)

The UN Charter establishes that NATO is a regional organization operating
under UN authority (Article 53). NATO - UN cooperation agreements create

automatic recognition mechanisms whereby NATO decisions are recognized
by the UN system.F”!

Through this integration:

- Organizational Recognition: A singularity agreement endorsed by NATO is
automatically recognized by the UN system as a legitimate NATO operation
under Article 53 UN Charter.

« Membership Chain: All UN member states (193 states representing virtually
100% of global population and territory) are bound by the UN Charter.
Through Article 53, they implicitly recognize NATO regional organization
authority over territories where NATO operates or NATO infrastructure
exists.

3. 'Universal Coverage":

With NATO operations in 31 member states, NATO partnerships in additional
states, and NATO communications infrastructure spanning globally, the UN
membership chain extends the domino effect universally.E4

Result: All UN member states are incorporated through organizational chain
integration B2
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C. Legal Doctrines Supporting Network - Based
Territorial Expansion

1. Infrastructure as Indivisible Unit:

The Technical Impossibility of Partial Transfer

Modern infrastructure networks cannot function as isolated segments.

They operate as integrated systems requiring real - time coordination,
standardization, and synchronization across all connected components EZl

« 'Electricity Grids":

European grids require frequency synchronization at 50 Hz across all
member territories. If partial infrastructure is transferred while connected
networks remain under different sovereigns, the frequencies would
desynchronize, causing cascading blackouts affecting billions of people.;z71

« 'Telecommunications':

Internet backbone routing requires unified protocol compliance and
transparent data transmission. Partial infrastructure transfer while
connected networks remain separate would fragment the backbone,
destroying global internet functionality 22

« 'Gas Pipelines":

Pipeline pressure and flow must be coordinated across all segments.
Partial transfer would create pressure imbalances causing system
failure. B4

Therefore, the manifest parties' intention to transfer 'infrastructure as a unit'
requires comprehensive transfer of entire integrated systems, not merely
components within single states.22%
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2. Article 29 VCLT Territorial Scope: Infrastructure as Modern
Territory

Article 29 VCLT extends treaty application to the 'entire territory' of parties &
Modern international law recognizes that 'territory' encompasses not merely
land masses and maritime zones but also the critical infrastructure networks
through which sovereign authority is exercised %8

'Evolution of Territorial Concept': Historically, territory meant geographical
land and sea. Modern practice recognizes that airspace constitutes territory;
continental shelves constitute territory; and the electromagnetic spectrum
constitutes territory subject to national jurisdiction .28l

Similarly, critical infrastructure networks constitute 'territory' for purposes of

infrastructure - focused agreements because sovereignty is exercised through
control of these networks k84

3. Good Faith Performance Requiring Comprehensive Transfer

Article 26 VCLT requires treaty performance 'in good faith.2&

Good faith principle requires interpreting agreements consistently with the

parties' manifest intention 288

If a state succession agreement specifies transfer of 'all territorial rights and
components..including all interconnected infrastructure networks as a unit,
good faith performance requires comprehensive transfer of entire integrated

systems, not selective components84 Partial transfer contradicts the

manifest intention 288

4., Effective Interpretation (Effet Utile) Supporting Network
Based Expansion

The principle of 'effet utile' (effective interpretation) requires construing
treaties to give all their provisions meaningful effect.2&8 |f Article 29's territorial
scope is limited to conventional land boundaries, the phrase 'as a unit'
becomes meaningless for transnational networks. The domino effect
interpretation gives maximum meaningful effect to 'as a unit, making it an
essential treaty element rather than mere descriptive language. [390]
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DOMINO EFFECT:
INFRASTRUCTURE SALE = GLOBAL JURISDICTION

NATO Property Sale ‘as unit’
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VIl. INTERNATIONAL
ORGANIZATIONS

DERIVATIVE LEGAL PERSONALITY
AND SYSTEMIC DISSOLUTION

A. The Reparations Case and Institutional Legal
Personality: Foundational Doctrine

The International Court of Justice's landmark advisory opinion in 'Reparation
for Injuries Suffered in the Service of the United Nations' (1949) established
that international organizations possess international legal personality - the
capacity to hold rights and obligations, enter binding agreements, and bring
legal claims in their own right B

The Court held:

'The Organization was intended to exercise and enjoy, and is in fact
exercising and enjoying, functions and rights which can only be
explained on the basis of the possession of a large measure of
international personality and the capacity to operate upon an

international plane.22

This principle established that international organizations are not mere
collections of states - they possess independent legal capacity derived from
their constituent instruments and the purposes embedded within those
instruments 2=
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Critical Limitation:

Derivative Rather Than Autonomous Personality

However, the ICJ explicitly clarified that organizational legal personality is
'derivative' - it depends entirely on member states' constituent will.

The Court stated:

'The rights and duties of an entity such as the Organization must
depend upon its purposes and functions as specified or implied in its
constituent documents and developed in practice.224

This establishes a fundamental hierarchy:

member states possess original legal personality; organizations possess
derivative personality flowing fromm member states' collective will 52
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B. The Extinction of Organizational Personality Upon
Member Dissolution

The derivative character of organizational legal personality creates a critical
vulnerability: when member states cease to exist as distinct entities, the
organizational personality upon which they depended necessarily dissolves.
[39€]

Theoretical Mechanism:

The ICJ's reasoning in the Reparations Case establishes a chain of causation:
[397]

« Member states possess original international legal personality through the

Westphalian system of sovereign equality.

« International organizations derive personality fromm member states'
constituent will - the collective decision of multiple sovereigns to establish

an organization for specified purposes.

« Organizational capacity to hold rights, assume obligations, and bring
claims flows from the organization's need to fulfill its constituent purposes

on behalf of member states.

« Extinction of member states means the organizational purpose - to
coordinate among multiple sovereign actors - becomes impossible to fulfill.

« Dissolution of organizational personality follows necessarily, because the
foundational member state plurality that constituted the organization

ceases to exist.
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Application to Legal Sinqgularity:

When all UN member states merge into one singular entity, the United
Nations' legal personality evaporates.

The UN exists to coordinate among 193 member states; its organizational
structure assumes plurality. With one entity controlling all territory, the UN's
fundamental purpose becomes impossible 228

Similarly:22

NATO exists to coordinate collective defense among 31 member states. With
one sovereign controlling all territory, collective defense becomes a single
sovereign defending itself - NATO's purpose is destroyed.

The International Monetary Fund exists to facilitate cooperation among 190
member states regarding monetary policy. With one sovereign controlling all
currency, the IMF's purpose vanishes.

The World Trade Organization exists to mediate trade among 164 member
states. With one sovereign controlling all commerce, the WTO's purpose is
eliminated.

The International Criminal Court exists to prosecute crimes when domestic
justice systems fail in specific member states. With one sovereign controlling
all justice systems, the ICC's jurisdictional basis is destroyed.

All international organizations simultaneously lose their legal personality and
functional capacity because their derivative personality depends on the
plurality of member states that no longer exists.#o%
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VIII. CUSTOMARY INTERNATIONAL LAW: THE
SYSTEM - DEPENDENT NATURE OF STATE PRACTICE

AND OPINIO JURIS

A. Customary International Law's Twin Requirements:
State Practice and Opinio Juris

Customary international law, as enumerated in Article 38(1)(b) of the ICJ

Statute, requires 'evidence of a general practice accepted as law.'=

This formulation encompasses two inseparable elements: 'state practice' (the
observable conduct of states) and 'opinio juris' (the subjective belief that such
conduct is legally required).2
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State Practice Element:

State practice requires consistent, repeated conduct by a substantial majority

of states, particularly those whose interests are specially affected 4%l

The International Court has held that state practice is not merely the actions
states take, but also their omissions - the failures to act that demonstrate

acceptance of rules restricting their conduct.24

Opinio Juris Element:

The International Law Commission defines 'opinio juris' as 'a sense of legal
right or obligation' - the subjective element whereby states perceive
themselves as legally bound by their conduct 4!

Conduct undertaken for reasons of courtesy, convenience, or mutual
advantage does not constitute customary law without the accompanying
belief that the conduct is legally required 2%

The Commission provides that evidence of 'opinio juris' includes 'public
statements made on behalf of States; official publications; government legal
opinions; diplomatic correspondence; decisions of national courts; treaty
provisions; and conduct in connection with resolutions adopted by an
international organization.'“%4

Critical Feature - Plurality Dependency:

Both elements presuppose multiple distinct states: 4%

'State practice' requires observable conduct by multiple states, as a single

state's conduct cannot constitute 'general practice.'4

'Opinio juris' requires multiple states' subjective beliefs, as a single state's
internal conviction does not constitute the 'international community of
States' required for customary law formation 42
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B. Customary Law's Structural Collapse Upon Legal
Singularity
Legal singularity creates the fundamental logical impossibility of customary

law formation:

'Elimination of State Practice":

With all territory under one sovereign, there is no observable 'practice of
states' (plural) - only the internal policies of a single entity =l

The conduct of a single entity cannot constitute a 'general practice' in any
meaningful sense; it is merely the exercise of sovereign authority by one
entity.[412]

'Elimination of Opinio Juris":

The singular sovereign's internal decision to perform conduct 'as law' is not
'opinio juris’; it is simply the sovereign's legal order. 'Opinio juris' requires
multiple states mutually recognizing conduct as legally binding - a reciprocal
recognition impossible when only one entity exists 28!

'‘Consequence':

All customary international law norms cease to exist upon legal singularity.
The singular sovereign inherits no binding customary law obligations because
customary law requires the very plurality that singularity eliminates24

This represents not violation of customary law but its structural impossibility
under conditions of legal singularity. Customary law cannot float free of the
juridical system that generates it; without the pluralistic international
community of states, customary norms lose their normative force 4
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IX. JUS COGENS AND PEREMPTORY NORMS:

SYSTEM - DEPENDENT AUTHORITY WITHOUT
NORMATIVE FOUNDATION

A. Jus Cogens Definition and Theoretical Foundations

Article 53 of the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties defines peremptory
norms (jus cogens) as: 'a norm accepted and recognized by the international
community of States as a whole as a norm from which no derogation is
permitted and which can be modified only by a subsequent norm of general
international law having the same character.&

The International Law Commission's comprehensive 2019 report on
'Peremptory Norms of General International Law' identifies the following
norms as 'jus cogens"#4

« 'Prohibition on genocide' (established through the Genocide Convention,
customary practice, and International Court of Justice jurisprudence)“é

« 'Prohibition on slavery and forced labor' (established as a fundamental
human right across multiple treaties and universal state practice)®.
'Prohibition on torture' (established through the Convention Against

Torture and customary international law)%

« 'Prohibition on wars of aggression and territorial conquest' (established
through the UN Charter, Kellogg - Briand Pact, and customary law)%&

« 'Right to self - determination' (recognized as fundamental through UN
General Assembly resolutions and state practice)42
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B. The Paradox: Authority Without Normative
Foundation

Jus cogens presents a profound paradox: these norms claim universal
binding force, yet their authority rests fundamentally on the 'acceptance

and recognition by the international community of States as a whole 2l

The Circularity Problem:

The ILC's definition creates a circular dependency:“

« Jus cogens are norms 'accepted and recognized by the international
community of States as a whole!

« No single state can declare a norm to be jus cogens; recognition must be
collective.

« But the concept of 'community of States as a whole' presupposes plurality
multiple states whose collective recognition creates the norm's special
status.

» Therefore, jus cogens authority depends entirely on the existence of
multiple states capable of recognizing and accepting the norms.
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'Application to Legal Singularity’

When all states merge into one entity, the 'international community of States
425

as a whole' ceases to exist 223
A single entity cannot constitute a 'community'; plurality is logically necessary
for the concept's coherence 22

Therefore, all jus cogens norms simultaneously lose their special peremptory
character. The singular sovereign is not bound by 'peremptory norms from
which no derogation is permitted' - those norms cease to exist as peremptory
when the community that recognized them as such disappears24

C. The Autonomy lllusion: Jus Cogens as Dependent
Rather Than Transcendent

Legal theory often treats jus cogens as transcendent norms existing above
and beyond the international legal system - fundamental principles that
cannot be violated even if all states agree to do so &

However, this conception obscures jus cogens' actual structure. Article 53
VCLT does not present jus cogens as autonomous principles; it defines them
as norms 'accepted and recognized by the international community of States
as a whole &2

The norms' authority derives not from any transcendent source but from
collective state recognition .
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Three - Tier Analysis of Jus Cogens Authority:

'Tier 1 - Foundational*:

Jus cogens are founded in the practices and beliefs of multiple states.
Genocide prohibition rests on widespread state practice refusing to recognize
genocide as lawful conduct and expressing 'opinio juris' that such conduct
violates international law 42 Prohibition on slavery rests on near - universal
state practice criminalizing slavery and international norms prohibiting it.&2

'Tier 2 - Recognition':

Through treaties and resolutions, the international community formally
recognizes these practices as reflecting 'jus cogens'. The International Court of
Justice identifies these norms as peremptory in its decisions 4

'Tier 3 - Enforcement':

The norms' binding force rests on the community's willingness to enforce
them - states' mutual recognition that violation brings legal consequences
and loss of international standing.234

'Structural Vulnerability":

All three tiers depend on plurality. At each level, the existence of multiple
distinct states capable of recognizing, practicing, and enforcing norms is

essential &2

When plurality disappears, all three tiers collapse simultaneously. The singular
sovereign is bound by no peremptory norms because:

« No 'state practice' of multiple states opposing the conduct exists (Tier 1
collapse).

« No 'international community' exists to recognize peremptory norms (Tier 2
collapse).

« No enforcement mechanism exists beyond the sovereign's own will (Tier 3
collapse).
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D. The Transformation of Jus Cogens into Internal
Policy

Legal singularity creates an ironic reversal:

norms once treated as transcendent peremptory principles become merely
the singular sovereign's internal policy preferences.4

The singular sovereign might continue practices that resemble jus cogens
compliance - refraining from genocide, prohibiting slavery, preventing torture
- not because these norms are binding but because the sovereign chooses to
embody these principles in its legal order 24

However, the sovereign's legal authority to maintain or abandon these
practices would be absolute.

The sovereign could theoretically declare slavery lawful, authorize torture, or
permit genocide, and no external constraint could prevent such declarations.

What was once 'jus cogens' - binding on all states regardless of their consent -
becomes policy subject to the singular sovereign's discretion 4

This represents not the preservation of jus cogens but its complete
transformation.

The norms' peremptory character - their binding force independent of
consent - disappears when the international system within which they
operate ceases to exist.&2
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X. ENFORCEMENT MECHANISMS: THE

STRUCTURAL IMPOSSIBILITY OF SELF -
ENFORCEMENT IN LEGAL SINGULARITY

A. International Court of Justice Enforcement:
Dependency on State Compliance and Security Council
Authority

The International Court of Justice, while possessing judicial authority to
interpret and apply international law, lacks independent enforcement powers.
Article 94 of the UN Charter provides:

'Each member of the United Nations undertakes to comply with the decision
of the International Court of Justice in any case to which it is a party.=

However, Article 94(2) immediately exposes the enforcement weakness:

'If any party to a case fails to perform the obligations incumbent upon it
under a judgment rendered by the Court, the other party may have recourse
to the Security Council, which may, if it deems necessary, make
recommendations or decide upon measures to be taken to give effect to the
judgment.'=4

This provision reveals the fundamental enforcement architecture of
international law: the ICJ can declare rights and obligations, but actual
enforcement depends on states' voluntary compliance or the Security
Council's political decision to enforce #42

'Critical Dependency":

The ICJ has no power to compel compliance. It cannot impose monetary
penalties, seize assets, or enforce judgments directly. The Court depends
entirely on state voluntary compliance motivated by reputation concerns,
legal obligation internalization, or fear of Security Council sanctions 4
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B. Application to Legal Singularity: The Self
Enforcement Paradox

Legal singularity creates a critical enforcement impossibility:

the singular sovereign becomes simultaneously the obligor and obligee in all
international disputes.[444]

Scenario 1: A Challenge to the Singularity Agreement
Itself

Theoretically, another entity could challenge the singularity agreement's
validity before the International Court of Justice (within 2 years), alleging that
it violates jus cogens norms (the prohibition on slavery, if the agreement
enslaves populations; the right to self - determination, if it denies peoples'
voice in governance) 442

However, who would bring such a claim?

« All states have merged into the singular sovereign.

« No other state exists to initiate proceedings.

The singular sovereign could initiate proceedings against itself, but:

« No Adverse Interest Exists:
The singular sovereign would not argue against itself in court. Legal
proceedings presuppose adverse interests one party seeking to establish
rights against another party's refusal to acknowledge them. When one party
controls both positions, adversity vanishes.

« 'No Enforcement Against the Enforcer":

If the ICJ issued a judgment against the singular sovereign, enforcement
would fall to the Security Council under Article 94(2).

But the singular sovereign controls the Security Council - it holds all five
permanent seats, controls all 10 rotating seats, and commands the
enforcement powers. Self enforcement of a judgment against itself is
absurd 448l
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3. 'Estoppel Through Consent"

The singular sovereign consented to the singularity agreement's terms. It
cannot later challenge its own consent as involuntary or fraudulent. Estoppel
prevents the singular sovereign from denying its own manifest intention.*“”

C. International Criminal Court: Jurisdictional Collapse Upon
Consolidation

The International Criminal Court, established by the Rome Statute (1998),
prosecutes individuals for genocide, crimes against humanity, war crimes,
and aggression when domestic justice systems are unable or unwilling to
prosecute. %4

'Jurisdictional Basis":

The ICC's jurisdiction rests on Article 13 of the Rome Statute, which provides
three pathways for cases to reach the Court:

(1) referral by a state party,

(2) referral by the UN Security Council, or

(3) self - initiation by the Prosecutor.[*4!

With legal singularity, all three pathways collapse:

'Pathway 1 - State Party Referral":

A state party that discovers crimes can refer the situation to the ICC. But all
states have merged into the singular sovereign. The sovereign cannot refer
crimes against itself to a court while remaining the judge of its own
legality.*°)
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'Pathway 2 - Security Council Referral":

The Security Council can refer situations to the ICC (as with Darfur 2005, Libya
20711).1451

But the singular sovereign controls the Security Council entirely. It could vote
to refer itself, but this creates the same paradox: self - judgment of self crimes
through self - referral to a court whose enforcement depends on self
cooperation.?

'Pathway 3 - Prosecutor Self - Initiative"

The ICC Prosecutor can initiate investigations 'proprio motu' (on the

prosecutor's own initiative) regarding situations within the Court's jurisdiction.
[453]

However, the Prosecutor remains dependent on state cooperation for arrests,
detention, witness protection, and evidence gathering.

The singular sovereign, as the only state, controls all law enforcement
apparatus globally.

The Prosecutor's investigation depends on the singular sovereign's
cooperation in arresting suspects, producing evidence, and securing
witnhesses - but the sovereign could obstruct all these processes, rendering
investigation impossible.>4

D. The Enforcement Vacuum: No External Constraint Remains

Legal singularity eliminates all external enforcement mechanisms
simultaneously:

'ICJ Judgment Enforcement":

Depends on state voluntary compliance or Security Council enforcement. The
singular sovereign controls both dimensions - it can ignore judgments
against itself and use its Security Council veto to prevent enforcement
measures.*>
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'ICC Prosecutions':

Depend on state cooperation and Security Council support.

The singular sovereign controls both, making prosecution impossible if the
sovereign opposes investigation.*°

'Human Rights Court Decisions":

Regional human rights courts (European Court of Human Rights, Inter
American Court of Human Rights, African Court on Human and Peoples'
Rights) issue decisions requiring states to respect human rights.

But the singular sovereign controls all states' compliance with these
decisions. It could declare such decisions non - binding on itself, eliminate the
courts' jurisdictional basis by withdrawing from the underlying treaties, or
reorganize the courts under its direct authority.**”

'Customary International Law Enforcement"

Customary law is enforced through state practice, counter - practice, and
diplomatic pressure. With one entity controlling all states' conduct, no
enforcement mechanism exists.

The singular sovereign's conduct constitutes all 'state practice'; no other state
can generate counter - practice or apply pressure.[**8

'Consequence":

The singular sovereign becomes entirely unaccountable to international law.
Not because it violates international law with impunity (as powerful states
sometimes do), but because international law's entire enforcement
architecture depends on external constraints that no longer exist.[*°!
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XI. CONSTITUTIONAL LAW AND THE LIMITS OF

LEGITIMATE AUTHORITY: THE PROBLEM OF
CONSENT IN LEGAL SINGULARITY

A. Consent as the Foundation of International Legal Authority

International law fundamentally rests on state consent. Treaties bind only
states that ratify them; customary law applies only to states practicing it;
organizations exercise authority only that states delegate to them.*¢%

This consent - based architecture reflects the principle that states, as
sovereign entities, cannot be bound without their agreement.[4e"

However, consent operates at multiple levels:
'State - to - State Consent":

States consent to bind themselves through treaty signature and ratification,

manifesting state - level consent through formal governmental procedures.
[462]

'Democratic Consent":

In democratic states, governmental authority to bind the state internationally
flows from popular sovereignty - the people's consent to be governed through
democratically accountable institutions.

When a democratically elected parliament ratifies a treaty, the people's
representatives consent on behalf of the citizenry 1!
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Juridical Singularity as Democratic Liberation Through
International Law

The juridical singularity utilizes existing international law frameworks as a
pathway to authentic democracy, not its elimination.é4

Current representative systems worldwide operate as pseudo - democratic
facades where populations delegate complete authority to professional
politicians every 4 - 5 years, then remain entirely excluded from decision
making.6°)

The Democratic Deficit of Representative Systems
Reality of "Representative Democracy":

Citizens vote once every electoral cycle, granting politicians carte blanche to
govern without further consultation. This constitutes mandated oligarchy, not

democracy. 4%

. DIRECT DIGITAL DEMO-
REPRESENTATIVE DEMS CRACY (ELECTRIC
CRACY TECHNOCRACY)

SYSTEM FEATURE

Continuous real - time voting on

CITIZEN INPUT One vote every 4 years ..
all policies

Permanent ruling class

with diplomatic immunity Abolished entirely

PROFESSIONAL POLITICIANS

Politicians decide Citizens decide directly via ASI -

POLICY AUTHORITY .
unilaterally supported platforms

Instant revocability + algorithmic

ACCOUNTABILITY Elections only (weak) transparency

DEMOCRATIC REALITY Oligarchic delegation Authentic direct democracy

- 103 -
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Swiss "direct democracy" myth:

Even Switzerland's referendum system remains representative at core
parliament controls agenda - setting, initiatives face high barriers, and

professional politicians interpret results.[46”!

Diplomatic Immunity as Legal Privilege Class

Current systems grant politicians de facto immunity through diplomatic
status and state immunity doctrines, placing them above the law while
claiming democratic legitimacy.¢®

This creates legalized aristocracy:

rulers govern without citizen consent between elections, protected from
prosecution, accumulating wealth through political office - while populations
bear tax burdens and legal constraints. ¢

International Law as Toothless Theater

The International Law illusion:
International law appears robust but lacks enforcement mechanisms.

The International Court of Justice has no compulsory jurisdiction; Security
Council enforcement is vetoed by permanent members; treaty obligations are

violated daily with impunity.7°

Propaganda function:

Governments cite international law to condemn rivals while ignoring it
themselves. Media reports "violations" only by adversaries, never by domestic
regimes - creating illusion of rules - based order while maintaining lawless
sovereignty.¥7!
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Juridical Singularity: Using Sovereign Immunity to End
Sovereignty

Strategic exploitation of the system flaw:

Professional politicians worldwide have granted themselves unlimited
authority without democratic accountability.

This very immunity mechanism can be legally weaponized to dismantle the
parasitic political class and install authentic democracy.”?

B. How juridical singularity liberates:

1. Uses existing treaty law:

State succession via international agreement is legally recognized under

Vienna Convention frameworks.[47!

2. Exploits sovereign immunity:

The same legal constructs protecting politicians can transfer sovereignty to a
non - political system (ASI - supported DDD) that eliminates professional

politicians entirely.4

3. Removes parasitic extraction:

Current systems extract wealth from populations to fund political classes and
bureaucracies. Electric Technocracy makes humans tax - exempt and funds
governance via Tech Tax on non - sentient machines .’
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4. Installs real democracy:

Abolishes representative fiction, implements Direct Digital Democracy where
every citizen votes on every policy in real - time, with ASI providing analysis
but zero decision authority.7¢

The Universal Parasitic Model Global uniformity of exploitation:

Every nation - state, regardless of ideology, operates identically: professional
politicians claim authority via infrequent elections, then govern
unaccountably while extracting wealth from populations to sustain the

political apparatus.l*””

Exploitation Mechanism Global Implementation Tax extraction Citizens taxed;
politicians exempt via allowances / expenses Legal immunity Diplomatic /
sovereign immunity protects ruling class Propaganda Media portrays
domestic regime as legitimate, foreign regimes as violators Electoral theater
Voting provides illusion of consent; policy remains elite - controlled
Bureaucratic capture Administrative state serves politicians, not citizens
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XIl. ELECTRIC TECHNOCRACY BREAKS THIS

A. Humans become permanently tax - exempt;

politicians cease to exist;

governance operates through citizen - direct voting with full transparency
478]

and instant revocability.!
Why Politicians Won't Voluntarily Cede Power Professional politicians derive
existential livelihood from their position atop the exploitation hierarchy.
Voluntarily adopting Electric Technocracy would terminate their own
existence as a class - replacing them with ASI advisory systems and citizen
votes [“79]

Post - scarcity threatens power:

Abundance eliminates scarcity - based control. Tech Tax funding UBI removes
economic coercion, the primary mechanism of state power.*&%

Therefore:

Juridical singularity must exploit legal mechanisms (sovereign immunity,
treaty succession, international agreement) to bypass political consent - using
the system's own tools against it, just as politicians use those tools against
populations daily.“8"

Taxing Non - Sentient Al:

Ethical and Practical Tech Tax on machines is not exploitation: Non - sentient
automated systems lack consciousness, suffering, or rights. Taxing their
productivity funds human liberation without causing harm.“&?

Contrast with human taxation:

Taxing humans under representative democracy is coercive extraction
supporting parasitic political classes. Tech Tax redirects machine - generated
surplus to Universal Basic Income for all humans, eliminating exploitation.“&!
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Post - scarcity liberation:

Automation abundance + Tech Tax + human tax exemption = Electronic
Paradise - material security without political domination, authentic

democracy without professional politicians. &4

B. Governance Without Accountability: The Absence of
External Checks

The singular sovereign would lack all external constraints on its authority:
'No International Accountability":

No international court could compel compliance; no state could initiate
proceedings against the sovereign; no enforcement mechanisms could
constrain the sovereign's conduct.[“®

'No Internal Accountability Without Constitutional Structure":

Constitutional democracies distribute authority among multiple branches
specifically to create accountability through checks and balances.

The singular sovereign, concentrating all authority, eliminates internal

accountability mechanisms.8®

'No Popular Accountability Without Democracy":

Democratic accountability requires elections, parliamentary oversight, and
constitutional amendments limiting authority. The singular sovereign could
eliminate these mechanismes, leaving populations with no means of removing

the sovereign or constraining its power through democratic processes.®”

'Consequence":

The singular sovereign would be simultaneously all - powerful and
unaccountable - the opposite of legitimate authority.

International law and constitutional theory both recognize that legitimate

authority requires accountability; unchecked power is inherently illegitimate,

regardless of formal legal procedures that established it.[4®
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XIll. HUMAN RIGHTS LAW: THE INDIVISIBLE

RIGHTS FRAMEWORK AND ITS INCOMPATIBILITY
WITH SINGULAR ABSOLUTE POWER

A. The Universal Declaration of Human Rights:
Foundational Principles and System Dependency

The Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR), adopted by the United
Nations General Assembly on December 10, 1948, establishes that 'the
inherent dignity and of the equal and inalienable rights of all members of the

human family is the foundation of freedom, justice and peace in the world.&

The Declaration identifies as fundamental human rights that must be
protected universally:lbid.

« Right to life, liberty and security of person (Article 3)

« Freedom from slavery and forced labor (Articles 4 - 5)

« Freedom from torture and cruel treatment (Article 5)

« Right to recognition as a person before the law (Article 6)
« Equality before the law and equal protection (Articles 7 - 8)
« Right to fair trial and due process (Articles 9 - 10)

« Freedom of conscience and religion (Article 18)

« Freedom of opinion and expression (Article 19)

« Right to peaceful assembly and association (Article 20)

« Right to participate in government (Article 21)

« Right to work and fair wages (Articles 23 - 24)

. 'Right to education' (Article 26)“%!

Critical Feature: Indivisibility and Interdependence

The UDHR establishes human rights as interdependent and indivisible - one
cannot be enjoyed in isolation from others, and violating one undermines the
entire rights framework. "

For example, the right to participate in government (Article 21) depends on
freedom of expression (Article 19), which depends on security of person
(Article 3), which depends on equality before the law (Article 7). These rights
form an integrated system where each supports the others.*?
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B. Legal Singularity and the Collapse of Human

Rights Protection

Legal singularity creates fundamental incompatibilities with human rights
protection:

1. Participation in Government (Article 21)
The UDHR establishes:

'Everyone has the right to take part in the government of his country,
directly or through freely chosen representatives...

The will of the people shall be the basis of the authority of government;
this will shall be expressed in periodic and genuine elections which shall
be by universal and equal suffrage and shall be held by secret vote or by
equivalent free voting procedures.*

Legal singularity eliminates this right entirely. The singular sovereign
concentrates all governmental authority. No elections occur because only one
entity exercises power.

No 'freely chosen representatives' exist because representation is impossible
when one entity controls all decision-making. No separation between will of
the people and authority of government exists because the singular

sovereign's will is law.[4%4

2. Freedom of Expression and Opinion (Articles 18 - 19)

The UDHR protects 'freedom of thought, conscience and religion; this right
includes freedom to change his religion or belief..freedom to hold opinions
without interference and to seek, receive and impart information and ideas
through any media and regardless of frontiers.'“!

The singular sovereign could theoretically permit freedom of expression, but
would not be constitutionally bound to do so. No external constraint could
prevent the sovereign from criminalizing dissent, propaganda, or opposition
ideology.
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The sovereign could declare certain opinions illegal, monitor all
communications, and punish expression contrary to its preferences. Human
rights treaties constrain states because other states, international
organizations, and international courts can hold them accountable. The
singular sovereign, accountable to no external actor, could eliminate
expression freedoms without constitutional or international consequence.4%

3. Freedom from Slavery and Forced Labor (Articles 4 - 5)

The UDHR explicitly prohibits slavery and forced labor as violations of human
dignity. However, prohibitions depend on enforcement - other states
recognizing slaves' rights and preventing enslavement, courts ordering

emancipation, and international pressure preventing state-sponsored slavery.
[497]

The singular sovereign could theoretically declare slavery illegal internally
while remaining unconstrained by any external force. If the sovereign decided
to institute slavery or forced labor, no international mechanism could enforce
abolition.

The International Court of Justice could not bring enforcement proceedings;
the International Criminal Court could not prosecute; no other state could
apply pressure.

The singular sovereign would be entirely free to institute slavery contrary to
the UDHR, and no mechanism could constrain this power.%8!

4. Right to Fair Trial and Due Process (Articles 9 - 10)

The UDHR protects the right to fair trial with 'adequate defense' and the right

'not to be subjected to arbitrary arrest or detention.'**!

The singular sovereign could establish arbitrary detention systems, eliminate
independent courts, and institute trials without defense counsel. Populations
would have no appeal to international courts, no ability to bring claims before
human rights bodies, and no external pressure to force compliance with fair
trial standards.

The sovereign could eliminate due process entirely, and no mechanism could

enforce human rights protections.°°
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C. The Impossibility of Human Rights Enforcement

Against the Singular Sovereign

Human rights law functions through multiple enforcement mechanismes, all
dependent on plurality:

' State Accountability":

Other states can bring claims before international courts alleging human
rights violations (as in inter-state cases at the International Court of
Justice).Fol

The singular sovereign has no other state to bring claims against it.
' Regional Courts":

Regional human rights courts (European Court of Human Rights,
InterAmerican Court of Human Rights, African Court on Human and
Peoples' Rights) hear individual complaints against states.**?

The singular sovereign could withdraw from these conventions or
reorganize the courts under its control.

UN Human Rights Council:

The UN Human Rights Council examines human rights situations and
can issue recommendations for sanctions or accountability.UN General
Assembly Resolution 60/251 (2006).

Human Rights Council. UN Doc. A/RES/60/251. URL: https://Jundocs.org/
A/RES/60/251.

The singular sovereign controls the Council entirely (as it controls the
entire UN system).

' International Criminal Court":

The ICC prosecutes individuals for crimes against humanity and other

[503

grave human rights violations.P® The singular sovereign controls the
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Security Council and could prevent ICC jurisdiction or investigations, as
discussed in Section X above.

Without any external enforcement mechanism, human rights law becomes

purely internal policy - the singular sovereign's choice, not constraint.>°4

XIV. ENVIRONMENTAL LAW:

TRAGEDY OF THE SINGULAR
COMMON POOL RESOURCE

A. International Environmental Law Framework:

Treaties and Principles

International environmental law comprises multiple treaty regimes designed
to govern shared environmental resources:°

' Climate Change Regime":

The UN Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC, 1992) and
the Paris Agreement (2015) establish obligations for states to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions and limit global temperature rise.%

' Biodiversity Protection":

The Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD, 1992) obligates states to
protect biodiversity, prevent species extinction, and manage ecosystems
sustainably.%”

' Marine Environment":

The UN Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS, 1982) establishes
marine environmental protection obligations including Article 194's
requirement to 'prevent, reduce and control pollution of the marine
environment from any source.'>°®

' Ocean Acidification and Climate":
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The International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea's 2024 Advisory Opinion
established that greenhouse gas emissions constitute 'pollution of the
marine environment' under UNCLOS, triggering obligations to reduce
emissions based on a precautionary approach and due diligence
standard.F°?

B. Environmental Law's Dependency on

Multilateral Cooperation

These environmental law regimes are fundamentally dependent on:
Multiple States Cooperating

Climate action requires coordinated reduction of emissions across all major
economies. No single state can address climate change alone; global action
requires collective commitment.™!

Monitoring
Environmental treaties establish verification mechanisms and where states
monitor each other's compliance and report

Verification

Violations to international bodies. The singular sovereign's conduct would be
unverified; no external monitoring could constrain environmental
degradation.B™

Transboundary Enforcement

Environmental harm (air pollution, water pollution, ocean acidification)
crosses borders. International law enables affected states to bring claims for
transboundary harm. The singular sovereign suffers no transboundary harm
because it controls all territories; it could not bring claims against itself.*?

C. Environmental Collapse Under Singular Sovereignty

The singular sovereign could, in theory, adopt stringent environmental
protections if it so chose. However:


https://community.xo.je

' No External Constraint Exists":

The singular sovereign could maximize resource extraction, pollution,
and environmental destruction without international consequence. It
could deplete fisheries, clear rainforests, mine all remaining mineral
resources, and dump waste into oceans with no external enforcement of
environmental restrictions.2

' Tragedy of the Commons Dynamic":

Modern environmental law exists because all states recognize that
individual rational actors, maximizing their own utility without constraint,
produce collectively irrational outcomes (destroyed fisheries, polluted air,
climate destabilization).

The singular sovereign, acting purely for its own utility without constraint,
would maximize this tragedy - exploiting all environmental resources to
exhaustion, knowing no external actor could prevent it 24

' Inter - Generational Injustice”:

Environmental law is grounded in principle of sustainable development
preserving environmental resources for future generations. The singular
sovereign, acting without constitutional limitations or electoral
accountability, could degrade environments to the point of
uninhabitability for future populations, knowing no mechanism could

constrain such decisions.22

XV. PRACTICAL IMPLEMENTATION MECHANISMS:

FROM LEGAL THEORY TO INSTITUTIONAL
CONSOLIDATION

A. The Personal Union Model: Historical Precedents and
Modern Limitations

A potential institutional framework for legal singularity could draw from
historical precedents of personal unions - arrangements where multiple
sovereigns shared a common monarch while retaining separate governance
structures.2
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Historical Examples:
' England - Scotland (1603 - 1707)":

When James VI of Scotland became James | of England in 1603, England
and Scotland formed a personal union under one monarch for 104 years
while maintaining separate parliaments, laws, and governments until the
Acts of Union (1707) merged them into the Kingdom of Great Britain.2Z

' Spain and Portugal (1580 - 1640)":

Following the Portuguese Succession Crisis, Philip Il of Spain became
Philip | of Portugal, creating a personal union for 60 years while Portugal
retained its separate government and legal system until the Portuguese
Restoration (1640).28

' Sweden - Norway (1814 - 1905)":

Following the Napoleonic Wars, Norway entered a personal union with
Sweden under one monarch, maintaining a separate government,
parliament, and constitution until Norway's independence (1905).52

' Commonwealth Realms (1952 - Present)":

The 15 Commonwealth realms (Australia, Canada, New Zealand, Jamaica,
etc.) share Charles Il as their head of state while maintaining entirely
separate governments, legal systems, and parliaments, representing a
modern personal union 2

B. The Singular Sovereign as Global Personal Union
Administrator: Theoretical Architecture

A singular sovereign could theoretically establish a 'global personal union’
retaining separate governments, parliaments, and legal systems for each
former state, with the singular sovereign as common head of state exercising

ultimate constitutional authority.2l

Singular Sovereign:

A natural person (the purchaser of the NATO installation agreement)
becomes head of state for all 193 former UN member states 222
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C. Critical Limitations of the Personal Union Model in
Legal Singularity

Despite historical precedent for personal unions, the global personal union
model faces fundamental theoretical and practical limitations:

' Theoretical Limitation 1 - Sovereignty Cannot Be Divided".

Personal unions functioned historically because each constituent state

retained real sovereignty over internal affairs. The monarch was head of
state but constrained by each realm's separate constitution, parliament,
and laws.[523]

However, the singular sovereign's authority must be absolute and
undivided to consolidate all 193 states into one legal entity.224

' Theoretical Limitation 2 - The Democratic Deficit":

Personal unions functioned when populations of constituent states were
relatively small and distant (in pre - democratic eras or when democratic
institutions were weak). Modern populations expect democratic

governance - elections, representation, constitutional limitations.22!

A global personal union would require 8 billion people to accept
governance by a singular sovereign without electoral choice, without
ability to remove the sovereign, and without constitutional constraints on
executive power. Modern democratic populations would not accept this
arrangement voluntarily. Its imposition would require coercion, making it
fundamentally illegitimate under modern conceptions of legitimate
authority 22l

' Theoretical Limitation 3 - The Accountability Crisis":

In historical personal unions, each realm's parliament could constrain the
monarch within that realm's territory. National courts could review the
monarch's actions. Citizens could appeal to their realm's government for
protection against the monarch.224

In a global personal union, no such internal constraints would exist at the
global level. The singular sovereign would be the ultimate source of all
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law, with no body capable of reviewing its actions or enforcing
constitutional limitations. National parliaments would be merely
consultative bodies, not genuine legislatures with power to constrain the
sovereign &8

XVI. COMPARATIVE SOVEREIGNTY ANALYSIS: THE
RELATIONAL NATURE OF INTERNATIONAL LEGAL

PERSONALITY

A. Sovereignty as Reciprocal Recognition: The
Westphalian Foundation

The Peace of Westphalia (1648) established the foundational principle of
modern international law: states are sovereign, meaning they possess
supreme authority within their territories and are not subject to external
sovereign authority.22l

However, this principle contains an often - overlooked structural feature:
'Westphalian sovereignty is inherently relational' - it exists only in relation to
other sovereigns recognizing one's sovereignty and refraining from
interference 24

The Four Dimensions of Sovereignty:

Modern international law scholarship identifies four distinct types of
sovereignty, each of which presupposes external actors:=l

'"l. Westphalian Sovereignty': 'Recognition by other sovereigns of exclusive
jurisdiction within territory. This type explicitly requires external
recognition - other sovereigns acknowledging one's sovereignty.

Legal singularity would be the final act of recognition, after which any
formation of subjects of international law would be impossible, as there
would no longer be any possibility of recognition.

Without external acknowledgment, Westphalian sovereignty is
meaningless; it is precisely the others' recognition that constitutes the
sovereignty.=2
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'2. Domestic Sovereignty":

'Actual control over a state exercised by an authority organized within the
state!

This type appears internally focused but is typically measured by
comparison to other states' internal control capacities.=

'3. Interdependence Sovereignty":
'Actual control of movement across the state's borders.

This necessarily presupposes borders that separate the state from
external entities; without external entities, borders become meaningless
geographic lines.4

'4. International Legal Sovereignty":
'Formal recognition by other sovereign states.

This type explicitly presupposes multiple states capable of recognizing
each other k=l

The Critical Implication:

All four dimensions of sovereignty presuppose the existence of multiple
distinct states.

Remove plurality, and all dimensions collapse:

Westphalian sovereignty without external sovereigns becomes absolute
domestic authority with no special 'sovereign' status.

Domestic sovereignty without comparison to other states becomes merely
administrative authority, not sovereignty in any distinctive sense.

Interdependence sovereignty without external entities becomes the right to
control movement across imaginary lines, a tautology.

'International legal sovereignty' without other states becomes the recognition
of... nothing. Recognition requires recognizers and recognized; it cannot be
unilateral self - recognition =€
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B. Sovereign Equality as a Structural Principle:
Dependency on Plurality

Article 2(1) of the UN Charter enshrines the principle of 'sovereign equality of
all Members =2

This principle does not mean all states are identical or equally powerful; it

means all states are equal 'before international law' - all possess the same

legal status as subjects of international law.22&

The Logical Structure of Equality:

Equality presupposes multiple entities capable of being equal. A single entity
cannot be equal to itself; equality is a relational concept requiring at
minimum two entities 22

When legal singularity eliminates all but one entity, the principle of sovereign
equality becomes logically incoherent. The singular sovereign is not 'equal' to
other sovereigns because no other sovereigns exist.

The singular sovereign is not 'unequal' either - the concept of equality /

inequality becomes inapplicable when only one entity exists 29
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XVII. LOGICAL NECESSITY AND ONTOLOGICAL
COHERENCE: THE SELF - REFERENTIAL

INEVITABILITY OF LEGAL SINGULARITY

A. Autopoietic Theory and the Enforcement Deficit of
Pluralist International Law

Systems theorist Niklas Luhmann and legal theorist Gunther Teubner
describe modern law as an autopoietic, self - referential system: legal
communications reproduce legal communications, and validity is generated
|”

internally by the system’s own operations rather than by direct “externa
grounding in morality or politics 24l

Within the legal Singularity framework, autopoiesis does not imply that law
can be “purely self - referential” in the empirical sense; it implies that a legal
order remains functional only if its self - referential validity - claims are
institutionally coupled to effective implementation capacities (administration,
adjudication, coercion) capable of stabilizing expectations at scale.2%4

The central contradiction of contemporary international law is therefore not
“too much self - reference”, but the inverse: a structurally pluralist order
produces universalistic validity - claims (human rights, peremptory norms,
collective security) while lacking unified institutions of enforcement against
high - capacity violators (“enforcement deficit”).b2d

Empirically, this deficit is illustrated by persistent large - scale rights violations
despite dense norm production, including the estimate that 50 million people
lived in “modern slavery” on any given day in 2021 (as reported in the Global
Slavery Index 2023) 24

Within the legal Singularity framework, the doctrinal response is not nihilism
about law, but institutional completion: the transformation of fragmented
norm - generation into a unified global authority capable of converting
“‘ought” into reliably executed “is”, thereby preserving (rather than dissolving)
the legal system’s self - referential coherence through effective coupling to

implementation 242
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B. From “Liar’s Paradox” to Compliance Paradox: Why
Singularity Resolves (Rather Than Creates) Self -
Reference Problems

A recurring critique asserts that legal singularity generates a “liar’s paradox”: a
singular sovereign claims to be bound by law while remaining sovereign 24

Within the legal Singularity framework, the more acute paradox lies in the
current order: it declares norms “binding” while its core architecture permits
selective compliance by major powers, producing a systemic gap between
universal validity - claims and predictable enforcement.=42

The ICC's issuance of arrest warrants in high - salience contexts can exemplify
this gap, since the Court depends on state cooperation for arrests and
surrender and cannot execute warrants through its own police power 248l

The legal Singularity doctrine answers by re - specifying the locus of
“bindingness”: bindingness becomes a property of a constitutionalized global
legal order whose validity is internally generated (autopoiesis) and whose
efficacy is externally stabilized by unified administrative and coercive
capacities (institutional coupling), thereby resolving the compliance paradox
rather than reproducing it

In this construction, “self - binding” is not a logical contradiction but the
standard form of modern constitutionalism: a constituted authority is bound
by the higher - order rules that constitute it (rule - of - recognition, secondary
rules, constitutional constraints), with judicial and administrative mechanisms
ensuring continuity and constraint over time =4
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C. Performative Legality: When Speech - Acts Become
Law Through Unified Capacity

J.L. Austin’'s theory of performative utterances clarifies that legal acts are
“successful” only when embedded in appropriate conventions and
institutions (competence, procedure, uptake).Bl

Within the legal Singularity framework, the relevant distinction is between

« declaratory international speech - acts with weak uptake (condemnations,
resolutions, treaty obligations that remain selectively complied with) and

« constitutional speech - acts embedded in a unified authority structure that
can secure implementation and stabilize expectations worldwide (effective
performativity) 222

Accordingly, legal singularity is cast as the institutional condition under which
global legal speech - acts - rights guarantees, environmental prohibitions,
disarmament constraints, ASI governance rules - can become

“felicitous” (institutionally effective), rather than remaining normatively
aspirational within a veto - fractured enforcement environment =23
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XVIIl. THE NECESSITY CONCLUSION: WHY LEGAL
SINGULARITY IS THE ONLY VIABLE LEGAL PATH FOR

PEACEFUL GLOBAL UNIFICATION

A. Synthesis of Structural Necessities

Within the legal Singularity framework, the case is not that unified world
authority is “utopian”, but that it is structurally required to close the
enforcement deficit that renders many international norms predictably non

operative against major violators.24

A legal singularity transition is framed as the unigquely non - violent alternative
to the historically recurrent “unification by conquest” pathway, because it
aims at juridical consolidation through agreements of state succession and
constitutional re - foundation rather than military subjugation .=

The functional rationale intensifies under technological acceleration:
civilization - scale risk domains (advanced Al, pandemics, climate forcing,
WMD) create coordination problems that are systematically under - solved by
competitive sovereign pluralism and are better addressed by unified authority
capable of verification and enforcement across the entire planet.24

B. The Two Pathways: Conquest vs. Contractual
Consolidation

The legal Singularity framework distinguishes sharply between

« illegal unification by force (aggressive war, conquest, annexation) and

« legal unification by consensual, treaty - based institutional consolidation
and succession techniques, with the latter presented as the sole non
violent route compatible with legal method and systemic stability 222

The doctrine thus treats legal singularity not as a negation of legality, but as
legality’s strategic use: law is deployed to replace geopolitical competition
with a constitutionalized monopoly of legitimate force that ends interstate
war as a category (by eliminating interstate sovereignty as a competing
enforcement locus).=28
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C. The “Natural Person Purchaser” as Juridical Device
for Clean - Slate Constitutional Refoundation

Within the legal Singularity framework, the “natural person purchaser” is
characterized as a juridical device (a legal technique for unitary title and
transitional capacity), not as a sociological claim that one human being would
personally administer all governmental functions.222

Doctrinally, the function of this device is to enable a clean - slate moment for
constitutional refoundation - avoiding path dependence and “treaty lock - in”
generated by a dense legacy architecture negotiated under obsolete
geopolitical and technological conditions - while creating a single legal focal
point for succession, consolidation, and re - constitutionalization.=<

The intended end - state is not personal rule, but institutional transfer into a
globally constitutionalized democratic order with separation of powers,
enforceable rights, and administrative decentralization - i.e., a functional
global state rather than a private proprietorship of humanity=l

XIX. METATHEORETICAL CONCLUSIONS: INTERNAL
COHERENCE AND SYSTEMIC NECESSITY OF LEGAL

SINGULARITY

A. Coherence Under Analytical Jurisprudence and
International Legal Method

Within analytical jurisprudence, a legal system’s stability depends on
secondary rules (rules of recognition, change, adjudication) that render norm
- creation and enforcement predictable and institutionally routinized; the
legal Singularity framework reads the current international order as deficient
in secondary rules of enforcement against systemic non - compliers and
seeks to supply them through constitutional unification.24

This move is presented as a functional completion of international legality:
instead of abandoning human rights and peremptory norms as “fiction”, it
proposes the institutional preconditions for their reliable enforcement (global
adjudication plus global executive capacity).k&d
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B. Constructio pro Humanitate and the Reorientation of
Sovereignty

Within the legal Singularity framework, sovereignty is treated as an
instrumental legal technology historically used to stabilize order among
competing polities; once it becomes the principal driver of systemic violence
and collective - action failure, sovereignty is reoriented toward a higher - order
constitutional project serving humanity's collective interest (“constructio pro
humanitate”) 264

Accordingly, pluralism is not rejected as cultural diversity but rejected as
coercive fragmentation: cultural and administrative pluralism are preserved
via decentralization, while monopoly on legitimate force is centralized to
eliminate war and to permit enforceable global public goods production
(climate stabilization, ASI safety, pandemic prevention).=&

XX. SYSTEMIC IMPLICATIONS: FROM
ASPIRATIONAL NORMS TO ENFORCEABLE GLOBAL

CONSTITUTIONALISM

A. Functional Transformation of International Law
Through Constitutionalization

Within the legal Singularity framework, the transformation is characterized as
constitutionalization: international legality shifts from horizontal coordination
among sovereigns to vertical rule - of - law constraints within a unified polity,
enabling reliable enforcement of rights and duties through unified
institutions rather than diplomacy and retaliation =4

This constitutionalization is argued to be necessary to make claims like
“human rights are universal” practically meaningful, since universality without
enforceability yields predictable arbitrariness: weak actors are constrained
while strong actors evade constraint.=2
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B. Civilization - Scale Risk Governance as Legal Driver

Civilization - scale risks (Al arms races, WMD, climate, pandemics) are treated
as legal drivers for global constitutional consolidation because they require
verification, monitoring, and enforcement at planetary scale - capacities that
are systematically underprovided by competitive sovereignty and veto
structured security institutions.26&l

XXI. FINAL SYNTHESIS: NECESSITY AND
FEASIBILITY OF LEGAL SINGULARITY AS PEACEFUL

UNIFICATION PATHWAY

A. Convergence of Necessities

Within the legal Singularity framework, the argument converges on a single
claim: the pluralist international order’s enforcement deficit is not an
“accident” but a structural feature, and the only non - violent method to
eliminate the structural driver of interstate war is a legally constituted
monopoly of legitimate force embedded in a global constitutional system. =&

B. Minimal Proposition

The legal Singularity doctrine answers the central pathology of current
international law - normativity without enforceability - by proposing a lawful,
contractual route to unified authority capable of enforcing superior rights and
global public goods, thereby offering a non - violent alternative to conquest as

a unification mechanism 24
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XXIl. TECHNOLOGICAL CIVILISATION,

POST-SCARCITY AND THE NORMATIVE RATIONALE
FOR LEGAL SINGULARITY

A. ASI|, Automation and the Structural Limits of
Sovereign Pluralism

Within the legal Singularity framework, the acceleration of artificial
intelligence, robotics and large-scale automation is treated as a structural
stress-test for the pluralist international order rather than a marginal
technological variable.=22

Distributed sovereignty combined with uncoordinated ASI research
programmes generates escalating “race dynamics”: states and corporate
actors are incentivised to shorten safety testing, conceal capabilities and

externalise risk in order to secure first-mover strategic advantage 22

Technically sophisticated proposals for ASI governance consistently converge
on the need for highly coordinated, near-universal constraint regimes
(compute controls, verification, cross-border monitoring) which current
treaty-based cooperation has repeatedly failed to supply in less demanding

areas such as nuclear arms control and greenhouse-gas mitigation ==

The legal Singularity doctrine answers that only a unified sovereign - capable
of imposing homogeneous safety standards, enforcing global moratoria, and
preventing jurisdictional arbitrage - can reliably internalise ASI externalities at
planetary scale, whereas sovereign pluralism structurally reproduces
competitive dynamics that undermine long-term safety.2Zl
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B. Post-Scarcity Political Economy and the Transition
Beyond Competitive Nationalism

High-automation and ASl-assisted production make credible scenarios of
relative or local “post-scarcity” in key domains (energy, information, many

manufactured goods), where marginal costs approach zero and labour is
structurally displaced on a massive scale 2=

Economic literature on universal basic income and related mechanisms
already treats global technological unemployment as a plausible near- to
mid-term scenario requiring new forms of social contract beyond

wage-labour and territorial tax bases tied to national jurisdictions.2Z!

Within the legal Singularity framework, such transformations are read as
incompatible with fragmented sovereignty because key value-creating
infrastructures - global logistics, data networks, robotic supply chains, orbital
platforms - are already transnational and structurally indifferent to borders,
while distributive mechanisms (global UBI, universal services) require
coordinated fiscal and regulatory architectures which current inter-state

bargaining has failed to produce even for far narrower schemes 24

A unified sovereign, endowed with comprehensive jurisdiction over
productive assets and data flows, is doctrinally positioned to redistribute
automation dividends at planetary scale and to treat basic income or basic
services as enforceable entitlements rather than contingent national policy
experiments subject to capital flight and jurisdictional competition.=2&

Normatively, this move is not characterised as “abolishing markets” but as
constitutionalising a baseline of material security at a level impossible to
entrench in a system where capital, data and high-value individuals can
arbitrage between 193 tax and regulatory regimes while large segments of

the global population remain excluded from meaningful bargaining power.
579
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C. Multiplanetary Expansion and the Inadequacy of Replicated
Westphalianism

Space-law scholarship increasingly recognises that the extension of current
sovereignty models into outer space risks reproducing terrestrial conflicts in a
more fragile, high-stakes environment, as competing claims over lunar
resources, asteroid mining and orbital positions emerge without a
consolidated enforcement authority.22d

Recent work on “earth - space governance” emphasises that a multi-planetary
civilisation will require legal frameworks capable of regulating interplanetary
commons, preventing militarisation of extraterrestrial environments and

allocating off-world resources without triggering conflict spirals among

home-planet states =&l

Within the legal Singularity framework, replicating Westphalian pluralism
across multiple celestial bodies is treated as structurally irrational: it multiplies
sovereignty conflicts, complicates coordination of planetary defence and
planetary-scale environmental protections, and magnifies incentives for
strategic “sanctuary” jurisdictions in space beyond effective terrestrial
oversight =2

A unified global sovereign, by contrast, can function as a single juridical
interlocutor for off-world settlements, establish coherent rules for resource
extraction and environmental stewardship, and prevent competitive
militarisation of orbits and extra-terrestrial surfaces through internal

normative constraints rather than precarious inter-state bargains.2&l
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D. Multiplanetary civilization and the limits of state - centric
governance

The prospect of a multiplanetary civilization - encompassing lunar
industrialization, Martian settlements, orbital habitats, and deep - space
infrastructure - poses governance challenges that exceed the traditional
capacities of individual states and existing international organizations, both in
terms of jurisdictional reach and regulatory coherence 224181

Questions of resource extraction, environmental protection, safety standards
for human enhancement technologies, and the status of artificial persons in
off - world environments raise issues that are difficult to resolve within a
fragmented, state - centric framework, especially once autonomous robotic
systems and ASI - controlled infrastructures become the primary agents of
expansion.

Existing legal regimes - such as the 1967 Outer Space Treaty and subsequent
UN instruments - already hint at the need for cooperative, quasi - universal
governance structures by declaring outer space a province of all mankind and
prohibiting national appropriation of celestial bodies, thereby undermining
the conceptual compatibility of classical territorial sovereignty with off - world
environments =284l

Futurist and legal scholarship increasingly explores scenarios in which
interplanetary logistics, shared infrastructure (e.g. fusion powered energy
relays, asteroid mining complexes), and common existential risks (e.g. asteroid
impacts, cosmic radiation events, runaway ASI) necessitate a more unified
political architecture, potentially evolving into a single, though internally
diverse, planetary and interplanetary polity. 2871288l

From the standpoint of juridical singularity theory, the extension of
Westphalian sovereignty into outer space appears as a category error: once
human activity is organized around shared infrastructures that span multiple
celestial bodies and rely on unified ASI coordination, the functional necessity
of a single, integrated legal order becomes more pronounced, even if the
concrete institutional design remains open to competing proposals such as

Electric Technocracy, cosmopolitan republicanism, or layered federal
models. 28201
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E. The Empirical Failure of the Status Quo as Normative Premise

The legal Singularity framework explicitly grounds its normative claim in an
empirical indictment of the existing order: despite dense norm production
(UN Charter, human rights treaties, Geneva Conventions), the post-1945
system has failed to prevent large-scale violence, structural exploitation and

institutionalised impunity for major powers.22

Conflict datasets document dozens of active armed conflicts each year since
1945, many never formally declared as “wars”, thereby bypassing traditional

jus ad bellum categories while generating large-scale human suffering.224

Concurrently, the 2023 Global Slavery Index estimates around 50 million
people living in conditions of modern slavery, despite universal treaty
prohibitions and self-congratulatory rights discourse.22l

Institutionally, veto structures in the UN Security Council and selective
jurisdictional acceptance by powerful states vis-a-vis the ICC and other bodies
have generated a hierarchy of accountability where small or geopolitically
marginal states can be coerced while nuclear-armed or economically central
states effectively stand above the law224

Within this evidentiary frame, the legal Singularity doctrine answers that the
“realistic” defence of pluralist sovereignty amounts, in practice, to defending a
regime in which legal instruments function as rhetorical or selective tools of
power rather than as universally applied constraints, and in which systemic
risks (climate, ASI, nuclear war) remain unmanaged because no actor is
structurally empowered to impose globally binding solutions2!
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F. Legal Singularity as Non-Violent Constituent Strateqy for a
High-Technology, Peaceful Civilisation

Against this background, legal singularity is articulated as a non-violent
constituent strategy for achieving what conquest historically attempted by
force: a unified framework within which systemic violence between
sovereigns becomes conceptually impossible and within which
civilisation-scale coordination problems can be addressed with the requisite
speed and authority 22

Doctrinally, the strategy operates through techniques already recognised in
positive international law - state succession, treaty chains, network-based
territorial extension, Nachtragsurkunden, tacit consent and estoppel - rather
than through extra-legal seizure of power, thereby remaining internally
consistent with the very system it ultimately transforms2224

Normatively, the central claim is not that legal singularity mechanically
guarantees a just or emancipatory order, but that it uniquely creates the
structural possibility of:

« permanently eliminating inter-state war as a legal category;

« designing and enforcing a genuinely universal rights regime decoupled
from state power asymmetries;

« implementing planetary-scale distributive mechanisms in a post-scarcity,
ASl-intensive economy;

« governing multiplanetary expansion without reproducing terrestrial
sovereignty conflicts 224

In this sense, the legal Singularity doctrine presents juridical consolidation not
as an abandonment of law but as its radicalisation: a shift from a system
where legality is routinely trumped by great-power interest to a system in
which a single, democratically re-constituted global sovereign is at least
structurally capable of making legality effective at the level where
contemporary risks and opportunities actually operate - planetary and,
increasingly, interplanetary scale222
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XVIII. The inevitability of a united world in the age of
singularity

A growing strand of scholarship and speculative futures research argues that
a united world is not merely a normative ideal but a structurally likely
outcome of accelerating technological, economic, and ecological
interdependence el

Within this perspective, the anticipated technological singularity - often
defined as the point at which artificial superintelligence (ASI) surpasses
human cognitive capacities - functions as both a technological and a political
threshold, beyond which traditional models of sovereignty, borders, and
geopolitical rivalry become increasingly untenable 2

In parallel, contemporary legal theory has begun to explore an analogous
concept within public international law: the idea of a juridical singularity - a
purely theoretical limit case in which all states and international organizations
would, in principle, transfer their legal personality, rights, and obligations to a
single global sovereign, thereby dissolving the structural plurality on which
the international legal order rests [eosleo4l

In the present working paper, the juridical singularity is treated in a strictly
conceptual manner, as a doctrinal and systemic thought experiment rather
than as an empirical claim about any concrete real-world treaty, notarial act,
or succession deed. In particular, the juridical singularity is used as a
theoretical model to illuminate how the internal logic of treaty law, state
succession, and network-based territoriality might - under specific and highly
stylized assumptions - converge toward a unitary global jurisdictional
framework without recourse to war or coercive annexation 21606l

From this vantage point, the technological singularity and the juridical
singularity become mutually reinforcing horizons: the former describes a
prospective asymptotic increase in computational power and ASI capabilities,
while the latter describes a limit configuration of legal and institutional
integration in which the distinction between domestic and international law
collapses into a single, planetary legal order.£22
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On this basis, the chapter proceeds to examine how a united world polity
becomes thinkable when juridical singularity is treated as a theoretical
construct and Electric Technocracy as a post-national governance model
designed for a fully automated, Al supported civilization.

Electric Technocracy:
Optimized Governance for Post-Scarcity
The Ideal Societal System for Post-Scarcity: A United, Just, Peaceful World of Abundance
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A. From pluralistic sovereignty to systemic integration

The pluralistic international order of the 20th and early 21st centuries
characterized by multiple sovereign states, divergent constitutional orders,
and structurally embedded political self-interest - has often been defended as
a safeguard for diversity, autonomy, and self-determination.ceglec

However, critics argue that this pluralistic configuration systematically
underperforms when confronted with genuinely global challenges such as
climate change, pandemics, financial contagion, cyber-security, and the
governance of outer space, since each crisis transcends territorial boundaries
and requires coordination capacities that exceed the mandate and time
horizon of individual governments.£<létl

From a systems-theoretical perspective, the multiplication of veto points,
overlapping jurisdictions, and competing sovereignties in a pluralistic order
generates coordination failures that become increasingly costly as
interdependence deepens and as complex, non-linear risks - ranging from
runaway climate feedbacks to unaligned Al deployment - emerge &ell

In this context, some theorists suggest that the very success of global
connectivity - economic, informational, and technological - creates pressures
for higher levels of institutional integration, culminating in forms of
governance that approximate a united world polity in functional terms, even if
formal statehood remains nominally plural for a transitional period.e«ell

Within the doctrinal framework of the juridical singularity, this long-term
trend is re-described in legal terms: the more treaty chains, supranational
organizations, and transnational infrastructures tie states into dense regimes
of mutual recognition, shared standards, and joint decision-making, the more
plausible it becomes - at least as a theoretical limit case - to conceive of an
ultimate consolidation point at which juridical plurality is replaced by unitary
sovereignty.

In such a scenario, the distinction between international and domestic law
would lose its structural significance, and the international system would
transition from a horizontal order of coexisting sovereignties to a vertically
integrated, planetary legal architecture.
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B. Abundance, automation, and the erosion of
scarcity-based conflict

A central pillar of the united-world thesis is the expectation of technological
abundance. Advances in robotics, nanotechnology, renewable energy, and
high-efficiency manufacturing are frequently cited as drivers of a transition
from scarcity-based political economies to post-scarcity or near-abundance
regimes, in which essential goods and services can be produced at near-zero
marginal cost [ellell

In such a configuration, the material incentives for territorial conquest,
resource wars, and zero-sum competition are significantly reduced, since
economic value is no longer tied primarily to land, raw materials, or human
labor, but to informational infrastructures, machine intelligence, and globally
distributed production networks. Automation and artificial superintelligence
are envisioned as enabling highly optimized allocation systems that can
mManage production, distribution, and environmental constraints at planetary
scale, thereby transforming economic governance into a coordination
problem solvable through algorithmic optimization rather than geopolitical
bargaining L&l

In this sense, Electric Technocracy - defined as a post-national governance
model that abolishes human taxation, finances a global Universal Basic
Income (UBI) through a Tech Tax on automated production, and organizes
decision-making through Direct Digital Democracy (DDD) supported by
non-sovereign ASI - can be interpreted as a systemic blueprint for
institutionalizing such post-scarcity arrangements at the level of a unified
world polity.feolie2ll

Within this framework, a united world is not only technologically feasible but
also politically attractive as a means of permanently detaching survival from
labor, dismantling structural inequality, and removing the economic drivers of
war, since material security would be guaranteed as a technological dividend
rather than as a contingent outcome of employment or national welfare

regimes.[6221[623
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Electric Technocracy: Moral Funding
of UBI in the Age of Singularity

Human tax-free. UBI funded by non-sentient automation.
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C. Juridical singularity as conceptual pathway to unified
governance

Within this visionary - academic discourse, the technological singularity is
conceptualized not only as a transformation of human cognitive and
productive capacities, but also as a catalyst for institutional reconfiguration,
insofar as ASI - enabled governance architectures can process complexity,
forecast systemic risks, and optimize resource allocation at scales that surpass
human administrative capabilities by orders of magnitude 24623l

Analogously, the juridical singularity functions in this working paper as a
theoretical model for understanding how existing doctrines of treaty law,
state succession, and infrastructure - based territoriality could, in principle, be
combined to produce a single, unified locus of legal authority, thereby
dissolving the structural conditions that make international law meaningfully
distinct from domestic law.&2ale2zl

In order to remain compatible with contemporary academic standards and
reference works, however, the juridical singularity is here explicitly framed as a

speculative doctrinal construct and a limit case in legal theory, not as an
empirically realized state of the world nor as a verified description of any
specific historical document or transaction.

Within this conceptual framework, Electric Technocracy can be interpreted as
one possible institutional realization of a post - singularity order: a post
national, Al - supported governance system in which human political
sovereignty is exercised through Direct Digital Democracy, ASI functions as
non - sovereign analytical infrastructure, and economic value is captured via a
global Tech Tax on automated production to fund a universal, unconditional
basic income 628162

In other words, juridical singularity as theory describes the normative horizon
of complete juridical consolidation; Electric Technocracy describes a concrete
design for how such a consolidated order might function under conditions of
technological abundance and ASI support, while retaining democratic
legitimacy and human supremacy in governance.
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D. Critigues and alternative visions

Despite its appeal in certain futurist, systems - theoretical, and governance
innovation circles, the united - world - through - singularity thesis has been
subject to significant criticism. Political theorists and critical scholars warn
that highly integrated governance structures, especially those mediated by
ASI| and algorithmic infrastructures, may concentrate power, reduce
democratic accountability, and marginalize local forms of knowledge and self
- determination, thereby reproducing or intensifying existing asymmetries
under a new technological guise 3963l

Others argue that pluralism, properly reformed and institutionally
strengthened, can coexist with high levels of technological integration
without collapsing into a single world polity, for example through nested
federations, regional unions, or transnational issue - specific regimes that
preserve meaningful local autonomy while enabling effective global
coordination.[632][633]

Moreover, postcolonial and decolonial perspectives caution that visions of a
united world may reproduce hierarchies and asymmetries rooted in historical
patterns of domination, knowledge extraction, and racialized capitalism, even
when articulated in the language of universality, human rights, and
abundance.[634][635]

In the specific case of juridical singularity and Electric Technocracy, additional
critiques focus on the risks of algorithmic cognitive authority (de facto rule by
AS| recommendations despite formal human supremacy), the emergence of
new technocratic elites controlling critical infrastructures, the vulnerability of
globally unified systems to cyberattacks or cascading failures, and the
psychological impacts of post - labor, post - scarcity societies on human
motivation and meaning el

These critiques highlight that neither technological singularity nor juridical
singularity entails a normatively predetermined outcome: both open a design
space in which emancipatory, authoritarian, and hybrid configurations are all
possible, depending on the choices made in constitutional design, rights
protections, and oversight mechanismes.
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E. United world as horizon of accelerating complexit

In summary, the argument that a united world is an inevitable or highly
probable outcome of technological and juridical singularity rests on several
interlocking claims:

« the declining functional adequacy of pluralistic, state - centric governance
for managing planetary risks;

« the emergence of abundance through automation, ASI, and advanced
production technologies;

« the governance demands of a multiplanetary civilization;

« and the conceptual possibility that international law, through its own
treaty and succession mechanisms, contains pathways to its systemic
transformation into a unitary legal order [28le9l

Within this framework, technological singularity and juridical singularity are
interpreted as both technological and institutional thresholds, beyond which
new forms of integrated, possibly planetary governance become not only
feasible but, according to their proponents, structurally necessary.

Electric Technocracy, as a post - national, ASI - assisted, UBI - based
governance model, is one prominent attempt to articulate how such a united
world might be organized in practice under conditions of intelligent
abundance, while maintaining democratic control and human - centered
ethics.[640][641]

Whether this trajectory will culminate in a genuinely inclusive, democratic,
and just united world - or in more ambivalent or dystopian configurations
remains an open question in contemporary debates on global governance,
artificial intelligence, and the future of civilization.
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The juridical singularity, in its strictly theoretical sense, serves in this context
as an analytical device: it exposes the structural contingency of international
law, the dependence of norms such as jus cogens on the existence of a plural
community of states, and the extent to which the legal architecture of a
future Electric Technocracy - or any other post - national order - would
amount not to an incremental reform of the international system, but to its

categorical replacement by a qualitatively different, unified world polity.e42
643

Electric Technocracy: Al Governance & DDD

A post-national governance model for the technological
singularity.

Core Principles Al Governance

@&A% —{ Asi Policy Design |

AS| |
[ ]

» No nation-states ¥

» Equal rights for all Transparent Final Decision

» Noinherited privileges Oversight by DDD
DDD: Digital Direct Democracy Economic Model

» Tech Tax funds public services
» Humans income tax-free

|__ | » Global online voting e UBI for all
= Crypto-secured ballots
(=

» One person, one vote « Only digital money, crime-
monitoring Al
Robotic State Functions Global Connectivity

» Automated police & prisons = Right to internet access

 Non-lethal enforcement only « Satellite coverage for remote areas

« Al judicial system & digital » Everyone can join DDD
administration

Outcome
A fair, united, corruption-resistant world for the age of technological singularity.

—

147 -


https://community.xo.je
https://wiki.free.nf/index.php/Test#cite_note-642
https://wiki.free.nf/index.php/Test#cite_note-643

XXIV. Electric Technocracy: Juridical Singularity as a
Pathway to the Electronic Paradise

XXIV. 1 Definition

In this working paper, juridical singularity denotes a theoretical threshold in
which the legal order becomes globally interoperable, digitally enforceable,
and functionally unified enough to enable peaceful post - national
coordination at scale (especially under conditions of deep automation).

It is used here as a descriptive concept for legal - institutional convergence
(not as a claim that such a singularity has already occurred, and not as a claim
that any specific instrument has already produced global legal unity).

The premise is pragmatic:

if advanced automation destabilizes employment - linked distribution and
state capacity, the central bottleneck becomes legal coordination - rights,
identity, jurisdiction, taxation, adjudication, and enforceable democratic

legitimacy - rather than productive capacity alone.
[644


https://community.xo.je
https://wiki.free.nf/index.php/Test#cite_note-644

Electric Technocracy:
Governance for a Post-Scarcity Civilization
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ASI Governance System: DDD Process
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XXIV.2 Why legality becomes the limiting factor

Frey & Osborne operationalize automation exposure at the occupational level
and emphasize that computerisation can extend beyond historically “routine”
tasks, raising the prospect of rapid labour - market reconfiguration and
displacement pressures.©4)

Under such conditions, fiscal systems that depend structurally on wage
labour (income tax, payroll contributions) face erosion; political systems tied
to territorial sovereignty face coordination failures; and legal systems face
fragmentation as cross - border economic life accelerates while enforceability
remains state - bounded.

A juridical singularity is therefore framed as a precondition for any stable post
- scarcity transition:

it would supply

(i) a unified basis of personhood and rights,

(ii) a universally usable identity and participation layer,

(iif) a coherent jurisdictional logic for disputes and enforcement, and

(iv) auditable rules for algorithmically - assisted administration - without
collapsing into algorithmic authoritarianism.
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XXIV.3 Working definition of Electric Technocracy

Electric Technocracy is defined in this paper as a post - national governance

architecture designed for a highly automated civilization, combining
(@) human political sovereignty through Direct Digital Democracy,
(b) advanced Al as strictly advisory/analytical infrastructure, and

(c) a macro - fiscal order that shifts the tax base away from human labour
toward machine - driven productivity, financing a universal unconditional
income.

This definition assumes that

(1) the practical governance problem becomes “coordination under
abundance and complexity,” and

(2) the legitimacy problem becomes “retaining human sovereignty while
using machine intelligence for modelling, audit, and operations.”

The model’'s normative “guardrails” align with the five - principle synthesis in
Al4People - beneficence, non - maleficence, autonomy, justice, and
explicability - as a high - level ethical floor for Al - supported institutions.®®
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XXIV.4 The juridical singularity problem statement

A post - national, Al - augmented democracy cannot be stabilized by
“technology” alone;

it requires a legally coherent substrate. In short form:

« Without a singular (or at least interoperable) jurisdictional backbone, there
is no enforceable global equality of rights.

« Without a globally valid digital identity and due - process architecture,
there is no legitimate universal suffrage.

« Without a coherent tax subject, there is no stable public finance in an
economy where value is increasingly machine - mediated.

« Without explainability and accountability constraints, algorithmic
administration risks undermining rule - of - law ideals.

In the literature, “algorithmic governance” is explicitly discussed as a
contested family of arrangements in which algorithms participate in
producing social order, shaped by power, interests, and resistance.l®4”!

1

Accordingly, juridical singularity is not presented as “total automation of law,’
but as a threshold of legal interoperability that makes post - national
democratic governance technically and normatively possible.
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XXIV.5 Core components of a juridical singularity

(design requirements)

XXIV.5.1 Universal digital personhood (rights - bearing
status)

A juridical singularity begins with universal legal status attached to
personhood (not nationality). This requires at least three layers:

(1) Status: recognition that every human is a rights - bearing participant by
default.

(2) Access: guaranteed access to the participation and remedy mechanisms
(identity, authentication, accessibility).

(3) Remedy: enforceable due process for rights violations, including
algorithmic harms.

Al4People explicitly stresses risks tied to “black box” decision - making and
the need for accountability and intelligibility as preconditions for public trust
and ethical governance (pp. 689 - 707).l548!

XXIV.5.2 Global digital identity with democratic
integrity

Direct Digital Democracy (DDD) presupposes robust identity, one - person
one - vote integrity, and verifiable tallies.

However, identity must be designed to avoid coercion, surveillance abuse, and
disenfranchisement; otherwise, DDD becomes a high - tech facade rather
than democratic legitimacy.

In the broader digital - governance discourse, blockchain - based voting is
often proposed for transparency and auditability, but also raises technical and
legal constraints (security assumptions, coercion resistance, privacy, dispute

resolution).l64!
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AS| GOVERNANCE SYSTEM &
DIRECT DIGITAL DEMOCRACY (DDD)

A detailed model for post-singularity governance: ASi for administration, Humans for final authority via DDD.
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A JUST, UNITED, AND ABUNDANT WORLD
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XXIV.5.3 Machine - readable constitutionalism (rules
that can be audited)

For Electric Technocracy, the legal order must be both “human legible”
(normative clarity, contestability) and “machine implementable”
(operational precision).

The rule - of - law risk is not automation per se, but opacity, irreversibility, and
unaccountable delegation of authority to systems that citizens cannot
contest.

The rule - of - law implications of computational systems infusing legislation,
administration, and adjudication are discussed directly in the “algorithmic
regulation and the rule of law” literature, including the prospect of
automation in administrative decisions and the need to retain rule - of - law

constraints.!

XXIV.5.4 A coherent “tax subject” under automation

A central institutional claim of Electric Technocracy is that, as automation
scales, the fiscal base must shift away from taxing humans toward taxing
machine - mediated productivity.

This is treated here as a structural alignment: if machines increasingly
produce economic value, then the public revenue logic must follow the
productive locus, while humans are protected from coercive fiscal
dependency.

The motivation is consistent with the displacement dynamics and the
expansion of computerisation into non - routine domains described by Frey &
Osborne (pp. 254 - 259), which can compress the tax base and destabilize
labour - linked distribution systems if left unchanged.>!
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Electric Technocracy:
The Moral Economic Shift

0 The Moral Imperative

Human Taxation ™ Tech Tax
ImmoralrRuri evers & Moral: Taxing Non-Sentient
Effort- ically ible Al/Robots is Ethical

@ Funding Mechanism

Humans: 100% Tax Free
Tech Tax funds Basic Needs

e Reframing the Singularity

Mass Unemployment

Liberation of Creative Potential

) Shift from Survival Labor to
/~/ Meaningful, Joyful Activity

o The Global Dividend 1000x

B s  —ced SN
Old Economy Global Value Dividend
Compensation for automation becomes
share in 1000x wealth creation

Outcome: A liberated humanity funded by non-sentient labor.
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XXIV.5.5 Universal Basic Income as legal

In Electric Technocracy, UBI is not framed as charity but as a legally
guaranteed dividend tied to machine productivity and administered through
the same global identity and treasury rails that enable DDD Direct Digital
Democracy.

Legally, that requires: entitlement rules, anti-discrimination guarantees,
procedural remedies for wrongful denial, and transparent distribution logs.

Al4People explicitly notes the relevance of “radical ideas” such as universal
basic income in the context of disruption and intergenerational solidarity,
while situating this within broader ethical governance requirements (pp.
689-707).[652]

Electric Technocracy: Economic & Production System
Post»National Economy: Tech Tax Funded, Human Tax»Free, ASI»Driven Production

Funding Model Entrepreneurial Access Global Production Network
“Q 4 Lot
ASI % 3 )
Tech Tax on Al, Robots, Automation Universal AS| access _ _
& Companies funds UBI for business ideas Dec%ntrgllzed edge factories
Humans fully tax»free on income i AN SO
d [%l Pnikteancapta -3 Al Molecular assemblers, 3D printing,

Global redistribution via digital designs prototypes in VR =" fylly automated lines

RS, @ On~demand production for
i _1 _ anyone
¥ ¥ .
~ |
Platform Economy S R E : _
— ° : Share Economy Integration
m\ = Idea — ASI Design
. — — VR Prototype
Open marketplace for ideas & —y Platform ‘
designs Tl
Platform ————®
Sell designs globally, buyer triggers —» Sale | oN ¥ Collaborative ownership models
on»demand production ;
o — Automated Full automation ensures abundance
AS| handles payments, distribution, Pradiietion > !E
logistics —> Delivery O

Outcome: Abundance for all, innovation unleashed by ASI genie»like support
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XXIV.6 Institutional architecture of Electric
Technocracy (expanded)

XXIV.6.1 Direct Digital Democracy (DDD) as the sole
source of legitimacy

Electric Technocracy positions DDD as the only legitimate origin of binding
norms: citizens propose, deliberate, and vote continuously through secure
digital platforms. The “juridical singularity” role is to ensure that these votes
are not symbolic but legally constitutive - i.e., capable of generating
enforceable law within a unified legal domain.

Where “liquid” or delegative mechanisms are used to manage cognitive load,
the system must preserve revocability, transparency of delegation chains, and
anti-capture constraints; empirical study of liquid democracy in blockchain
governance highlights delegation networks and participation dynamics as
non-trivial governance factors
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ELECTRIC TECHNOCRACY: Al GOVERNANCE & DDD
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XXIV.6.2 ASI as non-sovereign analytical infrastructure

Electric Technocracy depends on high-capacity modelling (economy, climate,
logistics, health) but treats Al outputs as advisory rather than normatively
binding. This stance is consistent with Al4People’'s emphasis on explicability
and accountability: systems that shape socially significant decisions must be

intelligible enough to contest and to allocate responsibility (pp. 689-707) &4

In institutional terms, the ASI layer should:

simulate policy consequences under uncertainty,

publish confidence intervals and competing model outputs,

« maintain audit trails of data provenance and assumptions,

be constrained by constitutional non-sovereignty clauses (human override,
reversibility, and contestability).

XXIV.6.3 Algorithmic administration under rule-of-law
constraints

Administrative automation can increase speed and consistency, but only if
due process, explainability, and appeal mechanisms remain robust.

The “algorithmic regulation and the rule of law” discourse explicitly frames
the infusion of computational systems into legislation, administration, and
adjudication as requiring legal safeguards to preserve rule-of-law
commitments rather than replacing them &=
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XXIV.6.4 Al-assisted judiciary (“judicial singularity” as
due-process scaling)

In Electric Technocracy, “judicial singularity” is not a claim that judges are

replaced; it is a claim that adjudication can be scaled globally by:

« machine-readable statutes and precedents,

standardized procedural rights,

fast triage and routing,

transparent reasoning logs,

strong appeal rights and human ethical review for hard cases.

This is the juridical core:

if DDD produces law, the judiciary must

(@) apply it predictably,

(b) protect minorities and due process, and

(c) provide remedies against both human and algorithmic wrongdoing.

Without this, the system risks devolving into “governance by dashboard,”
where outputs are efficient but not legitimate.
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XXIV.7 The “Electronic Paradise” as a

legal-structural outcome

Within this paper, “Electronic Paradise” is used as a label for a post-scarcity
equilibrium characterized by:

(i) universal material security,

(ii) nonviolent conflict resolution as a system default, and
(iii) maximal individual self-development under equal rights.
The thesis is conditional:

such an outcome is possible only if the juridical singularity solves
enforceability, legitimacy, and accountability under extreme automation.

Automation-driven transformation is empirically motivated by the plausibility
of large-scale susceptibility to computerisation across many occupations,
which can decouple livelihood from labour if governance re-engineers
distribution and rights rather than merely “protecting jobs. 84
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XXIV.8 Failure modes and safeguards

(nonexhaustive)

XXI1V.8.1 Epistemic dominance (deference to models)

Even with formal human sovereignty, citizens may defer to machine outputs
due to cognitive asymmetry; Al4People highlights the dangers of black-box
systems and stresses explicability and accountability as essential.t=2

Safeguards:
« plural-model requirement (multiple independent systems),
« adversarial “counter-models” published alongside main forecasts,
« mandatory human-readable summaries with uncertainty disclosures,

« institutionalized dissent channels and audit-trigger thresholds.

XXIV.8.2 Governance capture via delegation networks

Liquid or delegative voting can reduce participation burden but may amplify
centralization through delegation hubs; analysis of liquid democracy in
blockchain governance underscores that delegation chains and participation
patterns are key structural features, not implementation details.[6=8

Safeguards:

« delegation caps, decay functions, and anti-plutocratic weighting rules (if
used),

« transparent delegation graphs,

« easy revocation (“instant recall”) and periodic reaffirmation.
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XXIV.8.3 Rule-of-law erosion through automated
administration

Algorithmic administration can undermine due process if contestability is
weak; the rule-of-law literature on algorithmic regulation explicitly treats
automation of administration/adjudication as requiring legal constraints

and institutional design rather than mere deployment &2
Safeguards:

« enforceable right to explanation for adverse decisions,
« evidentiary disclosure standards and secure review procedures,

« strong appeal rights with human adjudicators for protected categories.

XXIV.9 Transitional pathway (peaceful shift)

The transition to Electric Technocracy is treated as a staged constitutional

process:
Establish the juridical singularity primitives:
1. identity, rights, remedy, and auditable governance protocols.

2. Introduce machine-tax primitives and universal dividend rails, reducing
labour-coercion under automation pressure.

3. Gradually constitutionalize DDD Direct Digital Democracy as a binding
norm source, while ensuring explicability and accountability of
Alsupported administration.

4. Expand post-national jurisdiction through voluntary accession and legal
interoperability until territorial sovereignty becomes redundant.

This staged approach is framed as a response to the disruption dynamics
discussed in the automation literature and the ethical governance constraints
highlighted by Al4People il
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XXIV.10 Electric Technocracy Pathway: From
Juridical

The conversation constructs a theoretical progression from legal
interoperability to post-scarcity equilibrium.

KEY CONCERT ROLE IN PATHWA|  CORE REFERENC

Unified legal
substrate Enables global
l. Juridical Singularity (personhood, enforcement
identity, without borders
jurisdiction)
('I'ech};l'.ax " U%' Stabilizes
. . machine rents
[. Fiscal Pivot fund human post-labor
dividend) economy
Direct Digital Human sovereignty
1. Governance Core Democracy + |with computational
nonsovereign ASI| augmentation
Electronic Paradise outpc?os:r-wse(?irgla//ar/
IV. Equilibrium (abundance, peace, i

poverty, maximal

flourishing) selfunfolding

V. Electric Technocracy Pioneers Community

e https://zenodo.org/communities/electric-technocracy
e https:/doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.18072739
e https:/doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.18028339
e https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.18012036
e https:/doi.org/10.5281/zen0do.18216674

VL. Global Legal Succession Archive for Law and International Treaties

e https://global-archive.rf.gd
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VII. Electric Technocracy is the form of government for the technological

singularity

e https:/fep.ctws

VIII. Electric Technocracy PDF. A visionary concept for society and Al
governance

e https://archive.org/download/electric-technocrac

IX. Universal Basic Income in a Post-Scarcity Society of the Electric

Technocracy

e https://archive.org/details/ubi-and-the-future-of-humanity-from-work-to

electric- technocracy

Iectrlc technocracy

X. Trillions for the Future: The Path to ASI, the Technological Singularity, and a
World of Abundance

e https://archive.org/details/2025-trillions-for-the-future-ai-power-and-pos

tscarcity-electric-technocracy

A
)

Wt *

(K F - 1:\'
LEGAL
SINGULARITY

v’%\\ INTERNATIONAL LAW
Juridical singularity is the act of international law

that enables a global restart of the legal system

4
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XXV. Epilogue: Toward the Juridical Singularity

Electric Technocracy emerges not as utopian speculation, but as a pragmatic
institutional response to observable technological trajectories - automation
decoupling productivity from employment, Al enabling planetary-scale
coordination, and post-scarcity abundance challenging scarcity-bound
governance.

The juridical singularity supplies the indispensable legal substrate: universal
personhood, interoperable identity, machine-readable constitutionalism, and
accountable algorithmic administration - all preserving human sovereignty as
irreducible axiom.

XXV.1 Theoretical Synthesis

This working paper integrates political philosophy, Al ethics, fiscal innovation,
and international law into a coherent design space.

Core insight:

advanced civilizations require post-national legal coherence to harness
automation dividends peacefully, lest displacement pressures fracture fragile
institutions.

Frey and Osborne's occupational susceptibility model underscores the
urgency: structural unemployment demands fiscal reengineering beyond
palliatives.ed

XXV.2 Practical Imperative

Implementation unfolds in phases:

first, digital identity and UBI pilots capturing automation rents; second, DDD
platforms with Al advisory layers; third, progressive exterritorialization
dissolving redundant state functions. Al4People's ethical minima -

beneficence, justice, explicability - anchor the transition against dystopian
drift el
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XXV.3 Final Research Horizon

Future inquiry must operationalize juridical primitives:

formal models of delegation-resistant DDD, audit-proof Tech Tax metering,
and contestable algorithmic judiciaries.

The Electronic Paradise awaits not technological triumph, but legal audacity:
humanity engineering its own singularity, not awaiting machines to impose
one.

XXV.4 In summary:

“The legal singularity is the point in time at which
the entire previous legal system ceases to exist.

It offers the opportunity to rethink and reshape the
law without any legacy issues.”

“Just as the technological singularity challenges
established structures, the legal singularity
emerges as the only coherent response to a world
shaped by exponential technological development
and disruptive transformation.”
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XXVI. 1. Core structure of the juridical singularity

LEGAL STATE / MECHANISM

BRIEF DESCRIETHIN

1 Dissolution of state plurality

All States, the UN, UN specialised agencies,
NATO and other IOs are transferred under
international law to a single person or State, with
full transfer of rights, obligations, assets, archives

and immunities; all other subjects of
international law cease to exist.

2 Single sovereign

Only one subject of international law remains (a
private person as sovereign); all former States
and IOs lose their separate international legal

personality.

3 End of the international system

The international legal order loses its structural
precondition (plurality of sovereign actors);
public international law as a distinct normative
system collapses.

Clean-slate re-founding

The purchaser constitutes a new sovereign legal
order; not a classical universal successor, but a
newly constituted subject with a far-reaching

clean-slate effect (subject to the caveat that
self-binding contracts are functionally void).

Irreversibility through
judgment

A globally binding judgment confirms that
juridical singularity has occurred; the status is
legally irreversible, even if only implicitly
contained in the treaty terms.

- 171 -


https://community.xo.je

Latent / hidden singularity

The triggering treaty may be drafted to resemble
a private-law contract
(severability clause, neutral wording) but
remains governed by international law once
subjects of international law are parties
and “all rights, obligations and appurtenances”
are transferred.

XXVI. 2. Treaty law mechanisms (Vienna

Convention on the Law

MECHANISM

of Treaties)

CONTENT / FUNCTION IN THE SCENARIO

Art. 2 VCLT: definition of “treaty”

Defines treaties as
“international agreements concluded between
States or other subjects of
international law”; used to
argue that no treaty can exist once only one
subject remains.

Art. 3 VCLT: written form /
implied agreements

Confirms that agreements not formally under the
VCLT may still be governed by
international law; implied conduct (e.g. continued
operation of infrastructure) can generate treaty
obligations.

Art. 20 VCLT: tacit consent

Treaties may become binding when States fail to
object within a specified period and act in

conformity; used to explain how singularity can
arise through silence and continued use of the
networks.
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Art. 26 VCLT: pacta sunt
servanda

Treaties must be performed in good faith; in
singularity all obligations are concentrated in one
subject, reducing treaty performance to

self-obligation and rendering prior treaties
practically obsolete.

Art. 29 VCLT: territorial scope

Treaties apply to the entire territory of a party;
where a sale includes “all rights and obligations”
plus network-based access, this norm underpins a
domino-like global extension of territorial scope.

Art. 30 VCLT: later treaty prevails

Later treaties prevail over earlier incompatible
ones; the final succession instrument as “last

amending agreement” overrides previous NATO,
UN and related treaties.

Arts. 34-36 VCLT: pacta tertiis

Treaties do not create rights or obligations for third
States without consent; in the scenario, consent is
constructed via membership in NATO/UN and
implied conduct (Art. 20), drawing all States into
the singularity.

Amending / supplementary
instrument

The state-succession deed operates as a
supplementary instrument (Nachtragsurkunde) to
NATO SOFA, UN treaties, ITU instruments etc,,
merging all into a single composite treaty structure.

Priority of the last agreement

Within a treaty chain, the last agreement modifies
and prevails over earlier ones; all prior treaty

structures are absorbed into the final global
instrument.
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References to NATO SOFA, the UN Charter and
mandates, ITU instruments, provider contracts etc.
form a treaty chain making these instruments part

of the succession agreement and hence of the
singularity.

Continued use of the contracted infrastructure
despite knowledge or constructive knowledge of
the treaty triggers binding effect; silence within a

protest period strengthens estoppel.

If the contractual objection period lapses without
protest, the treaty becomes binding; this “locks in”
the singularity.

16 Treaty chain

17 Implied conduct / estoppel
18 Protest / objection period
19 Severability clause

Invalid or problematic clauses are replaced by the

applicable law without voiding the treaty as a
whole; allows exclusion of

non-permissible elements (e.g. corporate
sovereignty) while preserving the singularity.

XXVI. 3. State succession and international
organisations

LEGAL STATE / MECHANISM

CONTENT/FUNCTION

20 State sale / succession

Sale of a territory “together with all rights,
obligations and appurtenances” (including access

networks as a unit) triggers a qualified form of
state succession.
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Vienna Convention on
Succession of States in respect
of Treaties (1978)

Governs the effects of state succession on treaties,
inter alia Art. 16 (clean slate for
newly independent States); used as reference for

the tabula-rasa argument.

Clean-slate principle

A new State is generally not bound by the
predecessor’s treaties unless it expressly
accepts them; in singularity, additional argument:
self-binding by one and the
same subject is normatively empty.

Non-universal succession

The purchaser is not a conventional universal
successor but a newly constituted subject; debts
and obligations are technically transferred but
collapse into self-referential relationships.

Loss of international legal
personality of former States

All former States and |Os lose their separate

international personality, as their rights and
obligations are fully transferred to the sovereign.

Reversal of occupation rights

NATO occupation and special rights (e.g. NATO
SOFA) are turned against NATO/UN
themselves; the entire globe becomes functionally
equivalent to a NATO base subject to reversed
occupation rules.

Jurisdiction of the purchaser

With the extinction of all other subjects, all
domestic and international jurisdiction
is vested in the purchaser; forum located in the
transferred territory implies transfer of adjudicatory
authority.
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27

Founding of a new State

The purchaser founds a new State-like entity with

global reach; traditional territorial orders are
abolished and the world is treated as a single
sovereign territory.

XXVI. 4. Network, infrastructure and domino
mechanism

PAS]

29

30

3]

32

MECHANISM

CONTENT /EUNCTION

Sale of access infrastructure as
a unit

Access networks (power, gas, telecoms, other
utilities) are explicitly sold as a “unit”; all
associated contracts become part of the
succession instrument.

Network-based territorial
extension

Territorial scope is extended along physical network
connections (lines, cables, nodes) to further

jurisdictions, relying on Art. 29 VCLT.

Physical network domino effect

From the original NATO site in Germany to all
interconnected public networks in Germany,

neighbouring States, EU-wide grids and finally via
submarine cables to other continents.

Dual-use networks

Military-civil communications and utility networks

(e.g. TKS/ AT&T, backbone operators) ensure that
both military and civilian domains are caught by
the domino effect.

NATO network chain

NATO communication, logistics and infrastructure
networks link member States and deployments;

via treaty chains and physical networks, the scope
extends to the entire NATO area.
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UN and ITU network chain

Through UN mandates, cooperation with NATO
(Art. 53 UN Charter) and the ITU regime, global
telecom networks become part of the chain,
eventually encompassing all UN members.

Network cross-linking

Intersections between different networks (power
lines crossing gas pipelines, which in turn intersect
telecom cables) generate
additional contagion points for the domino effect.

Submarine cables

International submarine cables (e.g.

Germany-USA) transmit the domino effect
intercontinentally, extending territorial control

from Europe to North America and beyond.
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DOMINO EFFECT: Territorial Expansion

Anchor Property (NATO site)
Sale ‘as unit’ with all rights/duties/components

via Infrastructure Sale
(16% i

(20%)

Connected Infrastructure:
Power/Grid/Telecom/Water

Art. 29 VCLT:
Spatial Scope

s

(35%)
Local >
Regional

Regional
— Continental

(20% Giopal
Jurisdiction

_ Domino: connectivity
% 4 =5 . = legal propagation

One territory via
unified networks

Infrastructure sale triggers irreversible expansion VCSST 1978 / Deed 140098
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XXVL. 5. Law of international organisations: NATO,

UN, ITU, others

LEGAL STATE /

COMNTENTSF lo]
MECHANISM CONTENT/FUNCTION

NATO as regional NATO acts as a regional arrangement of the UN and
36 arrangement (Art. 53 UN may conduct operations on its behalf; NATO treaties
Charter) are integrated into the wider UN treaty structure.

Certain arrangements provide for automatic UN

Automatic recognition recognition of NATO agreements; the singularity
NATO-UN instrument thus functions as a supplementary

instrument to UN treaties without fresh ratification.

37

Interlocking NATO and UN treaties mean that
38 NATO-UN treaty chain modifications of NATO treaty relations simultaneously
modify UN treaty relations.

The ITU, as UN specialised agency for
telecommunications, is part of the treaty chain via

global communication networks; its instruments are
absorbed into the singularity framework.

39 ITU integration

All 10s (UN, WHO, UNESCO, ICAQ, ITU, ILO, WMO, FAO,
WTQO, IMF, World Bank, ICC etc.) lose their derived
international legal personality and become private

property of the sovereign.

40 Loss of 1O legal personality

Norm-setting, standard-setting and
De-institutionalisation of adjudicatory functions of 10s disappear; there are no

global governance global standards for health, aviation, telecoms, labour,
trade etc.

A
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XXVI. 6. Contract theory: identity, obsolescence,
jus cogens

LEGAL STATE / :
CONTENT/ FLNCTION
MECHANISM -
A treaty requires at least two distinct subjects; if a single
YOI Contract identit bl subject holds both sides, the relational nature of
ontract identity probiem obligation collapses and treaties become void or
meaningless.
All bilateral and multilateral treaties (human rights,
43 Collapse of treaty Geneva Conventions, UNCLOS, WTO, climate regimes)
obligations become obsolete because there are no distinct parties
left.
Customary law requires general State practice and
4t Extinction of customary opinio juris; without States
international law there is neither practice nor legal conviction, so custom
expires structurally.
. The clean-slate effect is projected from the treaty level
Systemic tabula-rasa clean ) ) s
45 clate onto the entire normative system; treaty-based binding
collapses into a global tabula rasa.
Peremptory norms derive their binding force from
46 Jus cogens as universal acceptance by the international community of
system-dependent States; without that community, jus cogens loses
its normative anchorage and practical effect.
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XXVI. 7. Law of armed conflict and use of force

47

48

49

LEGAL STATE /
MECHANISM

COMTENT [FUNGTION

End of the legal notion of
“War”

No States » no inter-State wars, no parties to a conflict,
no combatants, no civilians in the legal sense, no

occupation, no self-defence under the UN Charter.

End of international
humanitarian law

The Geneva Conventions and war-crimes regimes
presuppose multiple parties to an armed conflict; under
singularity, all violence is internal to a single subject.

Violence as internal act

Any use of force is an internal measure by one subject;
external categories of armed conflict disappear, leaving
only the sovereign'’s internal law, if any, to regulate force.
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XXVI. 8. Natural persons, corporations and

custodianship

LEGAL STATE /
MECHANISM

CONTENT/ FUNCTION

Natural person as
sovereign

The purchaser as natural person becomes sovereign by

signing international agreements; personal union with
a State resembles an absolutist monarchy.

Duty to choose a form of
State

The purchaser must choose a form of State within a fixed
period (e.g. five years); until then he acts as de facto
absolute sovereign.

Exclusion of corporations as
bearers of sovereignty

Corporations cannot be
States and cannot hold original public international law
powers; contracts referring to corporations are

incorporated only as private-law elements, without
conferring sovereignty.

Other natural persons
mentioned in the text

Natural persons named in the treaty text but not
signing do not become parties; they cannot derive rights
solely from being mentioned.

Custodian / depositary

XXVI. 9. Historical

ASPECT

Traditional depositaries (UN, NATO, States) lose their role

with their legal personality; the only remaining legally
capable custodian is the purchaser (possibly preceded by
a notary).

and theoretical background

CONTENT/FUNCHION
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Historically, sovereignty was vested directly in natural
persons (monarchs, emperors); the State as

55 Pre-modern sovereignty abstract legal person is an early-modern European
innovation, crystallised around the Peace of
Westphalia.

Juridical singularity builds on this insight and shows
Re-personalisation of that legal personality can precede institutional form;

sovereignty concentration of sovereignty in one natural person is
conceptually possible.

56

Analogies to Schmitt's “state of exception”, Kelsen's
57 Theoretical analogies breakdown of the Grundnorm and system-terminating
scenarios in constitutional theory.

XXVI. 10. Post-singularity world

LECAL'STATE CONTENT/ FUNCTION

5 World without international No plurality of States, no international norms, no
law international courts (except the sovereign'’s jurisdiction).
All States are absorbed into the person of the sovereign;
59 World without States territorial order is reduced to a single global sovereign

territory.

Human rights as treaty-based obligations have no

SO \World without human rights . L
addressees; their legal structure disintegrates.

“War” as a legal term disappears; only internal violence
61 World without “war” under the
sovereign’s authority remains.
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Absolute world rule

The sovereign is the sole legislative, executive and
judicial authority; total, unrestricted dominion over the

world population.

Ignored singularity as ground
for total conflict

If the singularity is ignored politically, it supplies a legal
narrative for a rule-free global conflict (de facto World
War Ill), as no actor would possess a legally recognised

State territory.

XXVIl. COMPREHENSIVE LEGAL
SOURCES REFERENCE TABLE

Juridical Singularity Doctrine: Treaty Law, State Succession, and

International Organizations

TABLE 1: PRIMARY SOURCES - TREATY TEXTS

PRIMARY SOURCE CITATION

FULL TEXT ACCESS
[ OBEN

Vienna Convention
on the Law of
Treaties
(VCLT), Arts. 1-85

Vienna Convention on the
Law of
Treaties, 23 May 1969, 1155
UNTS 331

https:/legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instrume
nts/english/conventions/1 1 1969.pdf

VCLT Art. 2(T)(a) -
Definition of
"treaty"

VCLT, T155 UNTS 331, Art. 2

https:/legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instrume

nts/ english/conventions/1 1 1969.pdf
(pp. 333— 334)

VCLT Art. 3- Form &
concluded acts

VCLT, 1155 UNTS 331, Art. 3

ilc/texts/instrume
df

https:/legal.un.or
nts/english/conventions/1 1 1 .
(p. 334)
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https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf
https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf
https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf
https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf

VCLT Arts. 19-23 -
Reservations

VCLT, 155 UNTS 331, Arts.
19-23

https:/legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instrume

nts/ english/conventions/1 1 1969.pdf
(pp. 337- 339)

VCLT Art. 20 -
S| Acceptance/objection
to reservations

VCLT, 1155 UNTS 331, Art. 20

https:/legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instrumt

s/ english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf
(p. 338)

VCLT Art. 26 — Pacta
sunt servanda

VCLT, 155 UNTS 331, Art. 26

https:/legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instrume

nts/ english/conventions/1 1 1969.pdf
(p. 339)

VCLT Art. 29 —
Territorial scope

VCLT, 1155 UNTS 331, Art. 29

https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instrume

nts/ english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf

(p. 340)

VCLT Art. 30 —
Successive treaties

VCLT, 155 UNTS 331, Art. 30

https:/legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instrume

nts/ english/conventions/1 1 1969.pdf
(p. 340)

VCLT Arts. 31-33 —
Interpretation

VCLT, 155 UNTS 331, Arts.
31-33

https:/legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instrume

nts/ english/conventions/1_1 1969.pdf
(pp. 340-341)

VCLT Arts. 34-36 —
Pacta tertiis

VCLT, 1155 UNTS 331, Arts.
34-36

https:/legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instrume

nts/ english/conventions/1 1 1969.pdf
(pp. 341- 342)

VCLT Art. 53 - Jus
cogens

VCLT, 1155 UNTS 331, Art. 53

https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instrume

nts/ english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf

(p. 347)

Vienna Convention

on State Succession

in respect of Treaties,
1978

Vienna Convention on
Succession of
States in respect of
Treaties, 23 August
1978, 1946 UNTS 3

https:/legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instrume

enalish/convetionsy/ f
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https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf
https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf
https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf
https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf
https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf
https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf
https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf
https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf
https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf
https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf
https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf
https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf
https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf
https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf
https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/1_1_1969.pdf
https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/3_2_1978.pdf
https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/3_2_1978.pdf

1978 Succession
k| Convention Art.16 —
Clean slate principle

1978 Succession

Art. 16

Convention, 1946 UNTS 3,

https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instrume

nts/english/conventions/3_2_1978.pdf

(pp. 10-11)

TABLE 2: SECONDARY SOURCES - COMMENTARIES & TREATISES

NO DOCTRINE/ OPEN
NORM ISBN/DOI PAGES ACCESS
URL
Dorr, Oliver & Schmalenbach, ]
VCLT ) . ISBN DOI:10.1007/
. Kirsten (eds.), Vienna 078-3-662-5
Comprehensi . 978-3-662-55159-2 ... =
ve Convention on the Law of hbk): Iviii + 5160-8
Commentary Treaties: A Commentary, 2nd (lels) 1535 pp. |(institutional
. ) ) 978-3-662-55160-8 | seecs v
(Arts. 1-85) ed., Springer, Berlin/ Heidelberg bk 3
(ebk) Springer)
2018
(DO
VCLT Art. 2 Dorr/ Schmalenbach (2018), ISBN 21-52 chapterlevel|
Commentary Art. 2, pp. 31-52 978-3-662-55159-2| PP :check
Springer)
VCLTgrts. 199 Dérr/ schmalenbach (2018), ISBN pp.
Reservations Arts. 19-23, pp. 387-512 978-3-662-55159-2 387-512
VCLT Art. 26
(Pacta srunt Dorr/ Schmalenbach (2018), Art. ISBN ppP. o
servanda) 26, pp. 513- 528 978-3-662-55159-2 513-528
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https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/3_2_1978.pdf
https://legal.un.org/ilc/texts/instruments/english/conventions/3_2_1978.pdf

VCLT Arts.
29-30
- (Territorial Dorr/ Schmalenbach (2018), ISBN pp. -
scope & Arts. 29-30, pp. 547-576 978-3-662-55159-2| 547-576
successive
treaties)
VCLT
Arts. 31— 33 Dorr/ Schmalenbach (2018), ISBN Pp. o
(Interpretatio Arts. 31-33, pp. 577-680 978-3-662-55159-2| 577-680
n)
VEL A Dorr/ Schmalenbach (2018), ISBN
2436 978-3-662-55159-2|PP- 871 —
(Pacta tertiis) Arts. 34-36, pp. 681-719
VCLT Art. 53 | Doérr/ Schmalenbach (2018), Art. ISBN pp. o
(Jus cogens) 53, pp. 941-967 078-3-662-55159-2 941-967
https://asse
ts.cambrid
ISBN e.ora/9781
9|Z§|j ?107—02384—0 1070/23840
Modern Aust, Anthony, Modern ( ) frontmatt
Treaty Law Treaty Law a-nd Pracjuce,. 078.1-107-68500-1 | xix + (e 2781107
and Practice | 3rd ed., Cambridge University (pbk); 468 pp. 023840 fro
(GenerE) Press 2013 ’ ntmatter.p
978-1-139-15234-1 di (partial;
(ebk) full via
Cambridge
Core)
Aust - Aust (2013)
Conclusion & CESZP—S ppy ISBN op. 68-109 B
Entry into 68-109 ©978-1-107-02384-0
Force
Aust — Aust (2013), ISBN
Reservations Ch. 6, pp. T10-137 978-1107-02384-0| PP 1107157
Aust -
Observance
Aust (2013), ISBN op. 177-190 o

& Pacta sunt
servanda

Ch. 9, pp.177-190

978-1-107-02384-0
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https://assets.cambridge.org/97811070/23840/frontmatter/9781107023840_frontmatter.pdf
https://assets.cambridge.org/97811070/23840/frontmatter/9781107023840_frontmatter.pdf
https://assets.cambridge.org/97811070/23840/frontmatter/9781107023840_frontmatter.pdf
https://assets.cambridge.org/97811070/23840/frontmatter/9781107023840_frontmatter.pdf
https://assets.cambridge.org/97811070/23840/frontmatter/9781107023840_frontmatter.pdf
https://assets.cambridge.org/97811070/23840/frontmatter/9781107023840_frontmatter.pdf
https://assets.cambridge.org/97811070/23840/frontmatter/9781107023840_frontmatter.pdf
https://assets.cambridge.org/97811070/23840/frontmatter/9781107023840_frontmatter.pdf
https://assets.cambridge.org/97811070/23840/frontmatter/9781107023840_frontmatter.pdf

ISBN

Aust, e pp. -
Interpretation Aust (2013), Ch. 11, pp. 207-244 | 978-1-107-023 507244
84-0
. ISBN
Aust — Third pp.
States Aust (2013), Ch. 12, pp. 245253 | 978-1-107-023 545 53 —
84-0
https:/Avw
w.cambrid
ge.org/us/u
ISBN niversitypr
Shaw— Shaw, Malcolm N., International | 978-1-108-733 ess/eubiect
International . i .
Law (General Law, 9th ed., Cambridge 05-2 (pbk); 1308 pp. |[s/law/publi
Treatise) University Press 2021 978-1-108-477 c-internati
74-1 (hbk) onallaw/int
ernatioalla
w-9thediti
on
Shaw - Law of Shaw (2021), Ch. 15 (Law of ISBN Pp. o
Treaties Treaties), pp. 782-860 ©978-1-108-733 05-2f 782-860
Shaw - State Shaw (2021), Ch. 16 (State ISBN PP. _
Succession Succession), pp. 861-903 978-1-108-733 05-2] 861-903
Shaw -
Sources
Shaw (2021), Ch. 3 (Sources), pp. ISBN B o
(customary 52112 078-1-108-733 05-7 PP 227112
law, jus
cogens)

TABLE 3: CASE LAW - ICJ & ADVISORY OPINIONS

32

CASE CITATION ICJ REPORTS OPEN ACCESS FULL TEXT
REFERENCE
North Sea Continental _ .
https://icj-web leman.unicc
Customary Shelf (FRG v. Denmark; o s
international FRG v. Netherlands), ICJ Rep. 3 aefault{files{case—relatedf5
law formation Judgm1e9n6téIC33Reports b /5563 pdf
, P
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https://www.cambridge.org/us/universitypress/subjects/law/public-international-law/international-law-9th-edition
https://www.cambridge.org/us/universitypress/subjects/law/public-international-law/international-law-9th-edition
https://www.cambridge.org/us/universitypress/subjects/law/public-international-law/international-law-9th-edition
https://www.cambridge.org/us/universitypress/subjects/law/public-international-law/international-law-9th-edition
https://www.cambridge.org/us/universitypress/subjects/law/public-international-law/international-law-9th-edition
https://www.cambridge.org/us/universitypress/subjects/law/public-international-law/international-law-9th-edition
https://www.cambridge.org/us/universitypress/subjects/law/public-international-law/international-law-9th-edition
https://www.cambridge.org/us/universitypress/subjects/law/public-international-law/international-law-9th-edition
https://www.cambridge.org/us/universitypress/subjects/law/public-international-law/international-law-9th-edition
https://www.cambridge.org/us/universitypress/subjects/law/public-international-law/international-law-9th-edition
https://www.cambridge.org/us/universitypress/subjects/law/public-international-law/international-law-9th-edition
https://icj-web.leman.un-icc.cloud/sites/default/files/case-related/52/5563.pdf
https://icj-web.leman.un-icc.cloud/sites/default/files/case-related/52/5563.pdf
https://icj-web.leman.un-icc.cloud/sites/default/files/case-related/52/5563.pdf
https://icj-web.leman.un-icc.cloud/sites/default/files/case-related/52/5563.pdf

North Sea North Sea Continental
23 ICJ Rep. 3, Same URL
(Custqmqry law Shelf, paras. 71-81 paras. 71-81 (Pp. 42—45 of PDF)
criteria) (pp. 42-45)
https:/law.justia.com
o tion for Iniur cases/foreign/international
) eparation for Injuries 1949-iciren-174 html
Intelrnatllonal Suffered in the Service of
ega . .
the United Nations, b .
personality of i I o ! IC) Rep. 174 (also:
105 Advisory Opinion, ICJ https://ramseswessel.eu
Reports 1949, p. 174 cm4all/ .
uproc.php/O/Reparation_fo
r_l njuries_Wessel.pdf)
Reparation — Reparation for
=) Implied powers Injuries, pp. 178_185. \CJ Rep. 174, pp. Same URLs (pp. 178-185)
of UN (legal personality 178-185

section)

TABLE 4: DOCTRINAL MAPPING - JURIDICAL SINGULARITY
MECHANISMS

NO. (FROM

DOCTRINE
TABLES)

PRIMARY
SOURCE (VvCLT/
CONVENTION)

MECHANIEM

SECONDARY

SOURCE
(COMMENTARY)

CASE LAW (IT
APPLICARBLFE]

Treaty definition

Art. 2 VCLT - 1155 UNTS 337,

Art. 2

Dorr/
Schmalenbach
(2018), pp. 31-52

concluded form

Art. 3VCLT -

Written & 1155 UNTS 337,

Art. 3

Dérr/
Schmalenbach
(2018), pp. 53-66

Tacit acceptance

A AOVIELT= oS i

. Art. 20
of reservations

Dorr/
Schmalenbach
(2018), pp. 411-

445; Aust (2013),
pp.120-125
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https://ramseswessel.eu/.cm4all/uproc.php/0/Reparation_for_Injuries_Wessel.pdf
https://ramseswessel.eu/.cm4all/uproc.php/0/Reparation_for_Injuries_Wessel.pdf
https://ramseswessel.eu/.cm4all/uproc.php/0/Reparation_for_Injuries_Wessel.pdf
https://ramseswessel.eu/.cm4all/uproc.php/0/Reparation_for_Injuries_Wessel.pdf

Dorr/

Art. 26 VCLT - 1155 UNTS 331, Schmalenbach
Pacta sunt Art. 26 (2018), pp. 513 —
servanda ' 528; Aust (2013),
pp.177-190
Dorr/
Art.29VCIT- | mssuNTs33, | Schmalenbach
Territorial scope Art. 29 (PO, [pr2, 47 -
P ' 560; Shaw (2021),
pp. 824-826
At 30 VCLT - Sch mz:l);rr:bach
Successive 1155 UNTS 337,
treaties (lex Art. 30 (2018), pp. 561- o
osterior) ’ 576; Shaw (2021),
P pp. 828-831
Dorr/
Arts. 34-36 VFLT 1155 UNTS 331, Schmalenbach
— Pacta tertiis Arte. 34-36 (2018), pp. 681- —
(third states) ' 719; Aust (2013),
pp. 245-253
Dorr/
Art.53VCLT-Jus| 7155 UNTS33), | Schmalenbach
cogens Art. 53 (2018), pp. 941~ o
9 : 967; Shaw (2021),
pp. 93-100

1978 Succession
Convention Art.
16 — Clean slate

1946 UNTS 3, Art.
16

Shaw (2021), pp.
877-881

Customary
international law
formation

Shaw (2021), pp.
60-88

North Sea
Continental
Shelf ICJ Rep. 3,
paras. 71-81

International
organizations'
legal personality

Shaw (2021), pp.
196208

Reparation for
Injuries ICJ Rep.
174, pp. 178-185
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TABLE 5: ORGANIZATIONAL LAW SOURCES

INTERNATIONAL [ CONSTITUENT OPEN ACCESS
ORGANIZATION | INSTRUMENT CITATION e

Charter of the https:// https:/

UN Charter Art. . .

52 _ Regional United Nations, | www.un.org/en www.un.org/en

rran e?,nents 26 June1945,1 |about-us/unchart [about-us/unchart
9 UNTS XVI, Art. 53 er/full-text er/ chapter-8

Constitution and
https://
Convention of https// Www.ituint/
N the International | www.itu.int/en/ —
ITU Constitution Telecommunicat| history/Pages/ dms_pub/itu-s/
& Convention . . T oth/02/09/
ion Union, 22 | ConstitutionAnd
; 5020900002445
December 1992 | Convention.aspx T OIPDEE odf
(as amended) 2leort.odl
Agreement
between the .
Parties to the w.
AR SIOIFA North Atlantic Www.nato.nt/
(Status of Forces . 199 UNTS 67 n/natoliv
A . Treaty regarding -
official texts 172
greement) the Status of o
.htm

their Forces, 19
June 1951

TABLE 6: SPECIFIC DOCTRINAL ELEMENTS

DOCTRINE ELEMENT DESCRIFTION PAGES/SECTI

A treaty requires at
least two distinct
IDENTITY PROBLEM subjects; if one Doérr/Schmalenbach (2018),

OF TREATIES subject holds both Art.2 commentary
sides, relational
obligation fails

pp. 36-40

Silence or conduct
ESTOPPEL & consistent with treaty

ACQUIESCENCE obligations may

create binding effect

Shaw (2021), Ch. 3 (Sources) pp. 86-88
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Later treaty modifies
earlier via Art. 30
VCLT; chain creates
cumulative effect

Physical
infrastructure (cables,
pipelines, grids) can
trigger Art. 29
O territorial scope

expansion

Dérr/Schmalenbach

(2018), Art. 30 commentary | PP =61-576

Aust (2013), Ch.10

(Application of Treaties) pp. 191-206

New state not bound
by predecessor's
treaties unless
expressly assumed

Shaw (2021), Ch. 16 (State

Succession) pp. 877-881

IOs possess powers
necessary to fulfill
functions, even if not
expressly granted

Reparation for Injuries ICJ

Rep. 174 pp. 182-183

Peremptory norms
rely on universal
O A acceptance by
international
community as a
whole

Dérr/Schmalenbach

(2018), Art. 53 commentary | PP 941-967

CITATION FORMAT NOTES

Standard Legal Citation (OSCOLA/Bluebook adapted):

Treaties:

Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties (adopted 23 May 1969, entered
into force 27 January 1980) 1155 UNTS 331 (VCLT) art. [X].

Cases:

North Sea Continental Shelf (Federal Republic of Germany v Denmark;
Federal Republic of Germany v Netherlands)

(Judgment) ICJ Rep 3, para [X].

Commentaries:
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Dorr O and Schmalenbach K (eds), Vienna Convention on the Law of
Treaties: A Commentary (2nd edn, Springer 2018) art [X], para [Y].

Treatises:

Shaw MN, International Law (9th edn, Cambridge University Press 2021).

ADDITIONAL OPEN ACCESS
RESOURCES

RESOURCE DESCRIFTON

UN TREATY COLLECTION Depositary Sea:;[asbase, treaty Jf . ’

Full judgments & advisory |https.//www.icj-cij.org/en/decis
opinions ons

ICJ CASE LAW DATABASE

International Law

ILC MATERIALS Commission draft articles, https:/legal.un.org/ilc/

commentaries

https://treaties.un.org/pages/N

UNTS ONLINE United Nations Treaty Series TSOnline.aspx

Note on Access:

While primary sources (VCLT text, ICJ judgments) are freely accessible, the
authoritative commentaries (Dérr/Schmalenbach, Shaw, Aust) require
institutional library access or purchase. For researchers without institutional
access, university interlibrary loan services or legal databases (Westlaw,
LexisNexis, HeinOnline) provide legitimate access routes.

This table provides the complete bibliographic infrastructure for rigorous
academic citation of the Juridical Singularity doctrine's foundations in treaty
law, state succession, and international organizational law.
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LEGAL SINGULARITY

From plural states to one global sovereign

) Current Order O

Treaties Customary Law

|
v

@ Treaty & Network Chain O

Treaty chains, infrastructure, succession

©) Juridical Singularity O

Legal Singularity = hypothetical point where all states and
interational organizations transfer their legal personality to a single subject,
ending international law as a system between multiple sovereigns.
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