
The Octavian Principle 
 

A Modern Definition of Institutional Attitude and 
Constitutional Evasion 

 

Introduction 

The collapse of constitutional integrity in modern Britain 
cannot be properly understood without reference to 
historical precedent. The conduct of public institutions 
today echoes a pattern first embedded in the rule of 
Octavian, later known as Augustus, who consolidated 
absolute power under the illusion of republican legality. 

This paper defines what can be termed “The Octavian 
Principle” - the enduring institutional doctrine that 
constitutions, rules and safeguards are only invoked, 
respected, or defended when the personal interests, 
reputation, or security of those in power are at risk of 
exposure or disrepute. 

 

Definition of the Octavian Principle 

The Octavian Principle: 

The doctrine, whether explicit or implicit, whereby 
constitutional safeguards and legal duties are recognised 
and enforced only when the reputation, status, or security 



of those in positional power are threatened; and 
conversely, are disregarded, ignored, or subverted 
whenever they stand to protect ordinary citizens or expose 
misconduct within the ruling order. 

 

Historical Foundation 

Octavian positioned himself as the “restorer of the 
republic,” while in reality hollowing out its institutions and 
ensuring that all safeguards applied only insofar as they 
served his own security and prestige. Constitutional 
structures became a façade - a shield for rulers, not a 
protection for citizens. 

This principle metastasised into the imperial model of 
governance, where checks and balances were maintained 
symbolically, but operated selectively, preserving only the 
image of constitutionalism while denying its substance. 

 

Modern Application in Britain 

In modern Britain, the Octavian Principle can be seen in: 

Judicial Evasion: Courts and judges dismissing or 
deflecting valid constitutional challenges whenever such 
cases risk reputational damage to government, regulators, 
or the judiciary itself. 



Regulatory and Institutional Deflection: Bodies such as 
the GMC, CQC and NPCC asserting jurisdiction when 
targeting dissenting individuals, but disclaiming 
responsibility when institutional or governmental failings 
are raised. 

Parliamentary Silence: Committees acknowledging 
correspondence only when politically safe, while ignoring 
or stonewalling matters that expose systemic corruption 
or negligence. 

Executive Dominance: Senior appointments within the 
judiciary and oversight bodies made directly by, or at the 
discretion of, the executive or the Crown, thereby 
entrenching loyalty over independence. 

 

Constitutional Consequences 

The Octavian Principle in practice results in: 

Collapse of Equal Protection: The law no longer applies 
evenly; it bends to shield institutions while exposing the 
vulnerable. 

Illusion of Oversight: Mechanisms of accountability exist 
in form but not in function, leaving the public misled into 
believing their rights are safeguarded. 

Erosion of Trust: Citizens lose confidence in government, 
law and justice when they see rules applied selectively. 



Perpetuation of Fraud: Constitutional claims are used 
cosmetically to legitimise power while concealing 
illegitimacy beneath. 

 

Conclusion 

The Octavian Principle reveals the underlying institutional 
psychology that has driven constitutional collapse in 
Britain today. It explains why rules and duties are 
abandoned when they protect the public, but aggressively 
enforced when they protect the ruling order. 

So long as this principle dominates institutional 
behaviour, no genuine constitutional balance can exist. 
The people will remain subjects of a system that pretends 
legality but operates on selective power - the very fraud 
that transformed the Roman Republic into an empire of 
appearance rather than one of truth. 
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