ANTONIASISM

A Synthetic Political Theory of Merit-Based Sovereignty, Absolute Legalism, and Compulsory Solidarity


Political Theory Paper





Antonios Ibrahim
2026




Abstract

This paper introduces Antoniasism, a synthetic political theory formulated in response to the structural failures of contemporary democratic and autocratic governance. Modern political systems increasingly struggle to maintain social order, institutional legitimacy, and material dignity simultaneously. Antoniasism proposes a rational alternative grounded in functionality rather than ideology.

The theory is structured around a Dual-Pillar Model: Absolute Legalism (the Sword) and Compulsory Solidarity (the Bread). Together, these pillars aim to secure public safety, eradicate systemic corruption, and guarantee a minimum standard of dignity for all compliant citizens. Governance under Antoniasism is executed through a merit-filtered sovereign authority, selected via cognitive and ethical qualification rather than electoral popularity.

Antoniasism does not pursue utopian ideals. Instead, it advances a model of political realism in which order precedes freedom, merit precedes power, and survival is decoupled from economic success. The theory presents a functional framework intended for academic analysis, comparative evaluation, and long-term institutional consideration.
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1. Introduction: Systemic Failure of Contemporary Governance

The modern political landscape is characterized by a progressive erosion of institutional authority and social coherence. Liberal democracies increasingly descend into populism, legislative paralysis, and short-term decision-making driven by electoral incentives rather than competence. Conversely, traditional autocracies, while capable of enforcing order, frequently devolve into corruption, nepotism, and social neglect.

Both systems fail for the same fundamental reason: they prioritize either legitimacy without control or control without accountability. Antoniasism emerges as a corrective framework, rejecting the binary opposition between democracy and autocracy. It proposes a third path grounded in rational governance, where legitimacy is derived from outcomes rather than consent, and authority is conditioned on performance rather than ideology.



 2. Theoretical Foundations of Antoniasism

Antoniasism is founded on three core assumptions:

1. Human behavior is predictably self-interested under weak enforcement.
2. Social stability requires both deterrence and security.
3. Political authority must be allocated according to cognitive and ethical competence.

From these premises, Antoniasism rejects moral idealism as a basis for governance. Instead, it adopts a structural approach that constrains human behavior through enforceable systems while preserving individual ambition and productivity.



 3. The Dual-Pillar Model

3.1 Absolute Legalism (The Sword)

Absolute Legalism constitutes the enforcement pillar of Antoniasism. It rejects reformative leniency for crimes that threaten collective stability, particularly corruption, treason, and violent offenses.

Key characteristics include:
Zero discretionary enforcement:Laws are applied uniformly, without political, economic, or social exception.
Predictable legal deterrence: Punishment is swift, certain, and publicly known, eliminating ambiguity and selective justice.
Legal finality:High-level crimes are met with non-negotiable outcomes, ensuring institutional credibility.

The Sword is not conceived as an instrument of oppression but as a structural guarantee of safety. Its purpose is not fear as an emotion, but certainty as a system. In doing so, it protects the law-abiding majority and stabilizes the social environment necessary for productivity and trust.



3.2 Compulsory Solidarity (The Bread)

While Absolute Legalism secures order, Compulsory Solidarity secures dignity. Antoniasism rejects both laissez-faire abandonment and total collectivization. Instead, it mandates structural responsibility for vulnerable populations.

This pillar is implemented through:

The Ibrahimist Levy:An automated, non-bureaucratic national tax mechanism.
National Merit Fund:A protected fund allocated exclusively to universal healthcare and a dignity income floor for the disabled and elderly.
Preservation of private property: Economic ambition remains unrestricted above the guaranteed floor.

Under Antoniasism, survival is unconditional, while prosperity remains merit-based. The Bread ensures that failure does not equate to social elimination, thereby stabilizing society without suppressing competition.



 4. Merit-Based Sovereignty and Cognitive Governance

Antoniasism posits that governance is a high-level cognitive function rather than a representative one. Political leadership is therefore inaccessible through popularity or inheritance.

Authority is granted through Cognitive Filtering, a structured evaluation assessing:

 Analytical intelligence
Ethical consistency
Strategic problem-solving capacity

Successful candidates assume sovereign executive authority that is non-partisan and insulated from populist interference. This authority is not absolute in permanence but conditional upon measurable national performance.

The National Prosperity Index (NPI) functions as the sole constraint on sovereign legitimacy. A sustained decline in national indicators automatically triggers removal mechanisms, ensuring accountability through outcomes rather than opposition.



 5. Comparative Positioning

Antoniasism diverges sharply from existing models:

Democracy:Prioritizes consent over competence.
Autocracy:Concentrates power without structural accountability.
Marxism: Sacrifices productivity for enforced equality.

Antoniasism integrates enforcement, dignity, and merit into a single system, avoiding the failure modes inherent in each alternative. It neither flatters the masses nor elevates elites by default, but filters authority through capability.


 6. Ethical and Practical Implications

Critics may characterize Antoniasism as rigid or severe. However, the theory argues that ethical governance lies not in emotional leniency but in predictable justice and guaranteed survival. By eliminating corruption and ensuring baseline dignity, Antoniasism seeks to reduce long-term violence, inequality, and instability.

The model acknowledges human imperfection and designs around it, rather than denying it. Ethics are embedded structurally rather than delegated to individual virtue.



 7. Conclusion: Functional Realism as Political Design

Antoniasism does not promise freedom without constraint or equality without effort. It promises functionality. By prioritizing merit over popularity, order over chaos, and dignity over neglect, the Antonian framework offers a realistic alternative to failing political paradigms.

In an era defined by systemic decay, Antoniasism asserts that governance must evolve from ideological aspiration to engineered stability. The age of merit, according to this theory, is not a moral ideal—but a practical necessity.
