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Preamble

This document is the foundation. Everything else in the Finite Law project follows from what is established
here.

The insight is simple: Law is discovered, not invented. This places law alongside logic and mathematics—
domains where reason accesses truth rather than creates it. No one invented the law of non-contradiction. No
one invented the wrongness of fraud. Both are discoverable by any reasoning being who examines them
carefully.

If law is discovered, then legal articulations are like proofs. They can be valid or invalid. They can be examined
against criteria. They can be—and this is the crucial point—finished.

A proof terminates. It reaches QED. You do not perpetually revise a valid proof. You either have one or you do
not. If you find an error, you do not patch the proof endlessly—you recognize it was never valid and construct a
new one.

Law should work the same way.

The doctrine of the "living Constitution," the interpretive industry, perpetual amendment, the priesthood of
lawyers who mediate between citizen and law—all depend on law never being finished. This is not accident. It
is design. Unfinished law requires priests. Finished law can be examined by anyone.

We propose finished law. Not because limits are desirable, but because honest work finishes. The carpenter
who says "this house will never be done" is either incompetent or extracting payment for work he does not
intend to complete. The legislator who designs law to require perpetual interpretation is doing the same.

Finite Law is Finished Law. The two concepts are one.

I. Law is Discovered

I.1 The Nature of Natural Law

Natural Law is the infinite territory of discoverable wrongs.

No legislature created the wrongness of murder. No constitution established that fraud harms its victims. No
treaty invented the principle that promises should be kept. These truths are accessible to reason. Any person, in
any culture, at any time, examining the nature of persons and their relations, can discover them.



This is not mysticism. It is the same epistemological status as logic and mathematics. No one invented the
principle that contradictions are false. No one created the fact that two plus two equals four. These are
discovered—reason accesses them, reason does not create them.

Natural Law has the same structure:

Domain Status Access Exhaustible?

Logic Discovered Reason No

Mathematics Discovered Reason No

Natural Law Discovered Reason No

The territory is infinite. Reason can explore it endlessly. Every genuine moral insight is a discovery within this
territory—a truth that was always true, now recognized.

I.2 What Discovery Means

To say law is discovered means:

It exists independent of articulation. Fraud was wrong before any legislature prohibited it. Murder was wrong
before any king declared it so. The articulation recognizes; it does not create.

Reason can access it. You do not need revelation, authority, or tradition to know that deception causing harm is
wrong. Examine the structure of the act: one person substitutes false belief for true belief in another's mind,
causing damage the victim would not otherwise suffer. The wrongness is evident to reason.

It cannot be voted away. A legislature that declares fraud legal has not made fraud right. It has made a false
statement. Natural Law is not subject to majority rule any more than the law of non-contradiction is subject to
vote.

It can be better or worse articulated. Articulations can be more or less accurate, more or less complete, more
or less useful. But the underlying truth they articulate is not theirs to create or destroy.

I.3 The Infinite Territory

Natural Law is infinite in the sense that no finite articulation exhausts it.

Consider fraud. Finite Fraud Law articulates eight fraud types (F-01 through F-08). Is this exhaustive? No. New
circumstances will reveal new species of the genus "deception causing harm." F-09, F-10, and beyond await
articulation. The territory of fraudulent wrongs is not bounded by what has been enumerated.

This is not a problem. It is the nature of discovered truth. Mathematics is not incomplete because we have not
proven all theorems. Logic is not inadequate because new valid forms await recognition. Natural Law is not
deficient because new wrongs await articulation.



The infinite territory is the ground. Finite articulations are maps of portions of that ground—useful, necessary,
but never claiming to replace the territory itself.

II. Finished Law is Valid Proof

II.1 The Proof Parallel

A proof is a finite construction that establishes a truth.

The proof terminates. It reaches its conclusion. You can examine it, check each step, verify that the conclusion
follows. When you reach QED, you are done. The proof is finished.

This finishing has specific properties:

Completeness for purpose. The proof establishes what it claims to establish. It does not trail off into "further
work needed." Within its scope, it is complete.

Examinability. Anyone with sufficient training can check the proof. The validity does not depend on the
identity of the examiner or the authority of the prover.

Finality. Once valid, valid. You do not return to a correct proof to "reinterpret" it for new circumstances. If new
circumstances require new conclusions, you write new proofs.

Error means replacement. If an error is found, the proof was never valid. You do not patch it endlessly. You
recognize the failure and construct anew.

II.2 Finished Law Defined

Finished Law has the same properties:

Completeness for purpose. A finished law addresses its bounded domain completely. Within that domain, it
says what it says. No gaps requiring "interpretation." No ambiguities requiring priestly mediation.

Examinability. Anyone can read the law and understand what it requires. If specialized knowledge is needed,
that knowledge can be acquired. The law does not hide its meaning behind institutional authority.

Finality. Once adopted, the law is what it is. You do not "reinterpret" it to cover new circumstances. If new
circumstances require new law, you write new law.

Error means replacement. If a law is found invalid—by the criteria established below—you do not patch it.
You recognize it was never valid and articulate anew. Sunset provisions make this explicit: the law expires, and
continuation requires fresh adoption.

II.3 The Program Parallel

The Curry-Howard correspondence establishes: programs are proofs, types are propositions. A well-typed
program that terminates is a proof of its type.



This deepens the parallel. A program, like a proof, like a law, should be finishable:

Programs/Proofs Fraudulent Law Finished Law

Terminates Never terminates—perpetual amendment Complete for its domain

Valid or invalid "Living," always reinterpretable Valid by examination

Error = rewrite Error = patch, creating accretion Error = sunset, new articulation

The proof is the program Meaning is separate from text The articulation is the law

"JavaScript kiddies" who say "this work will never be finished" are either confessing incompetence or running
an extraction scheme. The same applies to legislators and legal scholars who treat perpetual incompleteness as
virtue.

II.4 What Finishing Requires

A law is finished when:

1. Domain is bounded. The law states explicitly what it covers. Not "all circumstances that might arguably

relate"—enumerated types, defined terms, explicit scope.

2. Terms are defined. Every significant term has a definition. No ambiguity requiring interpretation. Plain

language accessible to those bound.

3. Processes are specified. How claims are made, how adjudication proceeds, what timelines govern.

Process commitment, not outcome promises.

4. Remedies are enumerated. What happens when the law is violated. No rights without recourse.

Specified remedies for specified violations.

5. Sunset is set. The law has a term. At term end, it expires unless actively renewed. No dead hand binding

infinite futures.

A law meeting these criteria is finished. It can be examined. It can be judged valid or invalid. It needs no priests.

III. Validity Testing

III.1 Validity in Logic

A logical argument is valid if the conclusion follows from the premises.

Validity is formal. It does not depend on whether the premises are true—only on whether the structure preserves
truth. If the premises were true, would the conclusion have to be true? If yes, valid. If no, invalid.



This is testable. Truth tables, proof systems, model checking—these are mechanical procedures that determine
validity. No authority declares an argument valid; examination determines it.

Soundness adds truth to validity. A sound argument is valid and has true premises. Soundness depends on facts
about the world; validity depends only on structure.

III.2 Validity in Law

A legal articulation is valid if it accurately captures discoverable Natural Law within its bounded domain and
satisfies the formal criteria for finished law.

This parallels logical validity:

Logical Validity Legal Validity

Conclusion follows from premises Articulation follows from Natural Law

Structure preserves truth Form meets completion criteria

Testable by examination Testable by examination

No authority declares it No authority declares it

Invalid legal articulations include:

Laws claiming infinite scope from finite text (structural failure)

Laws with undefined terms (incompleteness failure)

Laws promising outcomes rather than process (deliverability failure)

Laws without specified remedies (enforcement failure)

Laws without sunset (perpetuity failure)

III.3 The Validity Test

The Principles of Finite Law function as exhaustive validity criteria:



Principle Validity Test

I. Bounded Domain Does the law state explicitly where it applies?

II. Explicit Uncertainty Does the law acknowledge its limits?

III. Finite Witnessing Does precedent demonstrate rather than bind?

IV. Versioned Law Is there explicit version history?

V. Process Commitment Does it commit to process, not outcome?

VI. Executable Specification Are formalizable rules formalized?

VII. Transparent Oracle Do adjudicators acknowledge extension as creation?

VIII. Honest Exchange Are commitments deliverable?

IX. Revisability Is there sunset and renewal provision?

X. Scope Integrity Is jurisdiction explicit and limited?

XI. Comprehensibility Can those bound understand it?

XII. Finite Remedy Are remedies specified for violations?

A law failing any criterion is invalid. Not "imperfect" or "in need of interpretation"—invalid. The way an
argument with a formal fallacy is invalid. The response to invalidity is not repair but replacement.

III.4 Soundness in Law

Validity ensures formal correctness. Soundness adds substantive truth.

A sound law is valid and accurately articulates Natural Law. It correctly captures the discoverable wrong within
its domain. The elements of fraud in Finite Fraud Law are sound if they actually describe the structure of the
wrong that reason reveals.

Soundness is harder to test than validity. It requires examining whether the articulation matches the territory—
whether the map is accurate. But the test is still rational examination, not authoritative declaration.

An unsound law—one that prohibits what is not wrong, or fails to prohibit what is wrong—should be replaced
even if formally valid. Soundness is the deeper criterion.



IV. Incompleteness is Fraud

IV.1 The Confession

"This work will never be finished."

Parse this statement. It is either:

Confession of incompetence. The speaker does not know what they are building, so they cannot know when it
is done. They are not a craftsman completing a work but a wanderer without destination.

Extraction scheme. The speaker's income depends on perpetual engagement. "Done" would end the revenue
stream. Incompleteness is the business model.

Accountability evasion. A finished work can be judged. It either does what it claims or fails. An unfinished
work always has excuses: "We're still working on it." "That part isn't done yet." "Future versions will address
that."

All three are fraudulent in structure. The client relies on the representation that work proceeds toward
completion. "Never finished" reveals this was false from the start.

IV.2 Application to Law

The legal system runs on incompleteness:

The "living Constitution." The text evolves in meaning. What the words meant in 1789, or 1868, or 1964 is
not what they mean today. The document is perpetually unfinished, always requiring interpretation.

The interpretive industry. Law schools train lawyers to argue about meaning. Judges write opinions
discovering what text "really" requires. Scholars debate methodology. The entire profession depends on law
never being clear enough to apply without expert mediation.

Perpetual amendment. The Constitution has been amended 27 times. Statutes are amended constantly.
Regulations multiply. Each amendment is an admission that what existed was incomplete—and an opportunity
for new incompleteness to enter.

Precedent accumulation. Each case adds "law." The corpus grows endlessly. To know what the law is requires
researching not just statutes but thousands of judicial opinions interpreting, extending, limiting, distinguishing.

Who benefits from this perpetual incompleteness?

Lawyers who charge to navigate complexity

Judges whose power depends on interpretive authority

Legislators who can always promise to "fix" the law

Academics who build careers on interpretive controversy

Lobbyists who exploit ambiguity



Who is harmed?

Citizens who cannot know what the law requires without hiring priests

Those who comply with law as written, only to learn the "interpretation" differs

Future generations bound by ever-growing, never-finished legal corpus

Justice itself, which requires knowable rules

IV.3 Incompleteness as Design

The incompleteness is not accident. It is design.

Consider: if law were finished, what would happen?

Citizens could read and understand their obligations

Compliance would not require professional assistance

Adjudication would be mechanical application, not creative interpretation

The legal profession would shrink dramatically

Judicial power would diminish to administration

Those who benefit from incompleteness have designed systems that ensure incompleteness. The "living
Constitution" is not a discovered truth about constitutional interpretation—it is an ideology that serves
interpreters. Ambiguous drafting is not inevitable—it is chosen because clarity would reduce the drafter's future
power.

Incompleteness is fraud: representation of law, delivery of perpetual uncertainty.

IV.4 The Honest Alternative

Honest law finishes.

It states its domain, defines its terms, specifies its processes, enumerates its remedies, sets its sunset. Within its
scope, it is complete. It can be read, understood, applied.

When circumstances change, when gaps appear, when new wrongs require articulation—you do not "interpret"
the old law to cover them. You write new law. Finished. Adopted. Added to the corpus not as patch but as new
completed work.

The legal craftsman says: "This law does what it claims. It covers its domain. When you need more, I will write
more—and that too will be finished."

V. Pure Democracy Capped at Law

V.1 The People Own the Articulation



Natural Law exists independent of human choice. The People do not vote on whether fraud is wrong—fraud is
wrong whether they recognize it or not.

But articulation is human work. The specific text, the defined terms, the enumerated types, the specified
processes—these are choices. Different articulations of the same Natural Law truth are possible. The People
choose among them.

Pure democracy at the point of law means: the People directly adopt the articulations that bind them. Not
representatives claiming delegated authority. Not judges discovering meaning. Not experts interpreting
complexity. The People themselves.

The internet provides this capacity. Direct voting on proposed articulations. Transparent deliberation. Public
amendment process. The infrastructure for pure legal democracy exists.

V.2 Capped at Law

Democracy is capped—it extends to law and no further.

Democracy determines which articulation is adopted. Competing proposals for Finite Fraud Law could be
put to vote. The People choose which becomes binding.

Democracy does not determine validity. The People cannot vote a formally invalid law into validity. A law
failing the validity criteria (Section III.3) is invalid regardless of how many vote for it.

Democracy does not determine soundness. The People cannot vote fraud into rightness or rightness into
wrongness. Natural Law is not subject to majority rule.

Democracy does not override individual rights. Persons have rights discoverable by reason. Majorities
cannot vote those rights away. Fifty-one percent cannot authorize the murder of forty-nine percent.

The cap is essential. Without it, democracy becomes tyranny of majority—the very fraud of "manufactured
consent" that the Finite Law project exposes. With it, democracy is the legitimate mechanism for choosing
among valid articulations of Natural Law.

V.3 The Structure

Natural Law (infinite, discovered, not subject to vote)Natural Law (infinite, discovered, not subject to vote)

                  ↓↓

        Articulation options (finite, constructed, varying in form)Articulation options (finite, constructed, varying in form)

                  ↓↓

        Pure Democracy (chooses among valid articulations)Pure Democracy (chooses among valid articulations)

                  ↓↓

        Adopted Finished Law (binding within its domain and term)Adopted Finished Law (binding within its domain and term)

                  ↓↓

        Administration (maintenance, not interpretation)Administration (maintenance, not interpretation)



Each level is distinct. Natural Law grounds but does not determine specific articulation. Articulation options
may vary while remaining valid. Democracy chooses but cannot override validity or Natural Law. Adopted law
binds but has finite scope and duration. Administration maintains but does not create.

V.4 What This Excludes

This structure excludes:

Representative lawmaking. Rights cannot be delegated; only responsibilities can. "Representatives" who make
law claim authority that was never transferred. Pure democracy at the point of law means the People directly
adopt, not through intermediaries claiming their authority.

Judicial lawmaking. Courts administer finished law. They do not "interpret" it to create new coverage. When
gaps appear, the gap is referred to the People for new articulation.

Expert override. Lawyers, scholars, specialists may propose articulations. They do not adopt them. Their
expertise serves the People's choice; it does not replace it.

Minority rule through complexity. When law requires priests to understand, the priests rule. Finished law,
comprehensible to those bound, restores rule to the People.

VI. The Administrator Function

VI.1 Maintenance, Not Interpretation

Finished law needs no interpreters. It says what it says.

But finished law needs administrators: those who maintain the system, facilitate processes, execute mechanical
functions. This is a responsibility role, not an authority role.

The parallel is exact: internet forum administrators.

Forum Administrator Legal Administrator

Enforces stated rules Enforces finished law

Does not "interpret" ambiguous rules Does not "interpret" ambiguous law

Proposes rule changes to community Proposes new articulation to People

Can be removed by community Can be removed by People

Authority is delegated responsibility Authority is delegated responsibility

Accountable to users Accountable to citizens



VI.2 What Administrators Do

Execute specified processes. When a fraud claim is filed, the administrator ensures it is properly filed, served,
calendared. Mechanical execution of specified procedures.

Maintain records. Version history, case outcomes, witness records. The corpus of finished law and its
application.

Facilitate adjudication. Provide forums, manage procedures, record decisions. The machinery of dispute
resolution.

Identify gaps. When circumstances arise that finished law does not cover, administrators identify the gap and
refer it for new articulation. They do not fill the gap themselves.

Propose articulations. Administrators may draft proposed laws for the People's consideration. Their expertise
serves proposal; adoption remains with the People.

VI.3 What Administrators Do Not Do

Interpret. There is nothing to interpret. The law is finished. It means what it says. If it does not cover a
situation, that is a gap, not an ambiguity.

Extend. When new circumstances arise, administrators do not extend old law to cover them. They identify the
gap and refer it.

Override. Administrators have no authority to override finished law, suspend its operation, or create exceptions.
They administer what exists.

Legislate. Making new law is the People's function. Administrators may propose but do not adopt.

VI.4 Accountability

Administrators are accountable to the People.

Selection. Administrators are selected through democratic process—direct election, lottery, or other mechanism
the People choose.

Removal. Administrators who exceed their role, who attempt interpretation or extension, who fail to perform
their maintenance function, can be removed.

Transparency. Administrative actions are public. The People can see what administrators do.

Limited tenure. Administrative roles have terms. No permanent administrative class accumulating power.

The Administrator is a servant, not a master. The role exists to make finished law function, not to replace the
People's authority.

VII. Articulation, Not Interpretation



VII.1 The Core Distinction

Interpretation claims to find meaning that is already there. The text contains the answer; the interpreter
discovers it. This is the fiction that sustains the priestly class—judges "discover" what the Constitution requires,
lawyers "find" what the statute means.

Articulation creates a finished expression of Natural Law truth. The articulator does not claim to find meaning
hidden in old text. The articulator writes new text that captures the discoverable truth for the circumstances at
hand.

The distinction is fundamental:

Interpretation Articulation

Claims to find existing meaning Creates new expression

Pretends old text determines new cases Acknowledges new text for new cases

Hides lawmaking behind "discovery" Makes lawmaking explicit

Perpetuates old text indefinitely Sunsets old text, adopts new

Serves interpreters Serves the People

VII.2 The Priestly Role Transformed

There is still a role for those learned in law. It is not interpretation—it is articulation.

When new circumstances reveal gaps in finished law, when new wrongs require prohibition, when existing
articulations prove unsound—someone must draft the new law. This requires skill: understanding of Natural
Law, craft in expression, knowledge of what makes law valid and finishable.

This is the priest-role that remains: articulator of the next needed law.

The articulator:

Studies the gap or the newly revealed wrong

Examines how Natural Law applies to these circumstances

Drafts a proposed articulation: finished, valid, bounded

Presents the proposal to the People for adoption

The articulator does not adopt. The People adopt. The articulator serves by crafting proposals worthy of
adoption.



VII.3 When New Articulation is Needed

New articulation is needed when:

New circumstances arise. Technology creates new fraud types. Social change creates new contexts. What was
unimagined becomes real.

Existing articulation proves unsound. An adopted law, though valid in form, turns out to misstate Natural
Law. It prohibits what is not wrong, or fails to prohibit what is wrong. Soundness failure requires replacement.

Sunset arrives. A finished law expires. The People must decide: adopt a new articulation, adopt the old
articulation for a new term, or let the domain return to unarticulated Natural Law.

The People demand it. Democratic will may call for new articulation even when no formal trigger exists. The
People own the process.

VII.4 What This Means in Practice

A judge confronting a case not covered by finished law does not "interpret" existing law to reach a result. The
judge:

1. Identifies that the case falls outside existing articulation

2. Rules according to Natural Law if the matter is clear

3. Refers the gap to the People for articulation if the matter requires democratic choice

4. Does not bind future cases by "precedent"—the ruling is provisional, pending articulation

This is slower than judicial "interpretation." It is also honest. The judge who legislates while claiming to
interpret commits fraud. The judge who acknowledges a gap and refers it to the People respects both Natural
Law and democratic authority.

VIII. Relation to Natural Law

VIII.1 The Infinite Territory and the Finite Map

Natural Law is the territory. Finished Law is the map.

No finite map exhausts infinite territory. Every map is a selection: this much, at this scale, for this purpose. The
map serves navigation; it does not replace the territory.

Finished Law works the same way:

Finite Fraud Law maps a portion of Natural Law's prohibition on deception. It covers eight enumerated

fraud types. More fraud types exist in the territory; they await articulation.



Land Under Finite Law maps a portion of Natural Law concerning property and use. It articulates

witness-based tenure. Other property arrangements may be consistent with Natural Law; they await

articulation.

Money Under Finite Law maps a portion of Natural Law concerning honest dealing in exchange. It

articulates requirements for non-fraudulent currency. Other monetary arrangements may be valid; they

await articulation.

Each articulation is honest about its limits. It does not claim to be the final word. It claims to be a finished map
of a bounded region.

VIII.2 Restraint

The articulator restrains from trying to map everything.

You write the law that is needed. You finish it. You stop.

You do not attempt comprehensive codes covering all possible circumstances. You do not draft constitutions
claiming to establish order for all time. You do not create systems that must be perpetually interpreted because
they claim total coverage they cannot deliver.

Restraint is honesty. The territory is infinite; your articulation is finite. Claim what you can deliver. Deliver
what you claim.

VIII.3 The Unfinished Whole

Even under Finished Law, the whole remains unfinished—and must remain so.

Natural Law is infinite. No corpus of finished laws, however extensive, exhausts it. There will always be
unarticulated wrongs, unmapped territory, discoveries awaiting articulation.

This is not failure. It is the nature of finite beings reasoning about infinite truth.

The honesty is in acknowledging this. Each finished law is complete for its purpose; the corpus is never
complete for all purposes. The map collection grows; the territory remains larger than any possible collection.

VIII.4 Navigating Without a Map

What about circumstances where no finished law exists?

Natural Law still applies. Fraud is wrong whether or not Finite Fraud Law has been adopted. Murder is wrong
whether or not any statute prohibits it.

In unmapped territory, persons navigate by reason. They examine the Natural Law directly, without articulated
guidance. This is harder than following a map. It may yield varying conclusions among reasonable persons.

When varying conclusions cause conflict, the conflict reveals need for articulation. The community recognizes:
here is territory that needs mapping. A proposed articulation is drafted, debated, adopted. The map extends.



But the absence of a map does not mean the absence of territory. Natural Law governs even where Finished
Law has not yet articulated.

IX. Conclusion: The Foundation

This document is the foundation.

Law is discovered, not invented. Natural Law is the infinite logical territory of discoverable wrongs,
accessible to reason, exhaustible by no articulation.

Finished Law is valid proof. A finished law terminates, complete for its bounded purpose. It is examinable
against criteria, valid or invalid by structure. Error means replacement, not perpetual patching.

Validity is testable. The Principles of Finite Law provide exhaustive criteria. A law failing any principle is
invalid—not imperfect, invalid. No authority declares validity; examination determines it.

Incompleteness is fraud. "This will never be finished" is confession of fraudulent intent. Perpetual
incompleteness serves those who profit from complexity—lawyers, judges, legislators, academics. The People
are harmed.

Pure democracy is capped at law. The People own the articulation—they choose among valid proposals.
Democracy does not override validity or Natural Law. The People choose what articulation to adopt; they do not
vote Natural Law into or out of existence.

Administrators maintain; they do not interpret. The administrator function is delegated responsibility, not
claimed authority. Enforcement of finished text. Identification of gaps. Proposal of new articulations.
Accountability to the People.

Articulation, not interpretation. When new law is needed, write it. Finished. Adopted. The priest-role that
remains is articulator of the next needed law. No stretching old text, no "discovering" coverage that was never
there.

Natural Law is the infinite territory. Finished Law maps bounded portions. You restrain yourself to what is
needed. Each articulation complete for purpose. None claims to exhaust the territory.

Everything else follows from this.

The Principles of Finite Law are validity criteria for finished articulations. Finite Fraud Law is a finished
articulation mapping the wrong of deception. Land Under Finite Law maps property as witnessed arrangement.
Society Under Finite Law reveals that honest governance is anarchism—persons among persons, dealing with
each other, no fraudulent infinite claims. Money Under Finite Law maps requirements for honest currency.

Each is finished for its purpose. Each can be examined. Each can be judged valid or invalid. Each sunsets and
requires renewal.



This is what honest law looks like.

It is less than infinite guarantee. It is more than perpetual fraud.

It is what finite beings can actually have—and what finite beings should refuse to accept less than.

Finite Law is Finished Law.
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