OSINT Intelligence Report: Canada as a Colonial Criminal
Enterprise

Executive Summary

Canada’s constitutional, legal, and governance structures are inseparable from colonial
doctrines—most notably the Doctrine of Discovery and the Indian Act. These instruments facilitated the
dispossession, dehumanization, and systematic assimilation of Indigenous Peoples. Despite
incremental reforms and symbolic repudiations, these frameworks persist in shaping modern Canadian
law and policy. To understand Canada as a criminal enterprise in international law, one must trace how
such doctrines legitimized Crown sovereignty while denying Indigenous sovereignty and integrity.

Historical and Legal Foundations

Doctrine of Discovery & Terra Nullius

The Doctrine of Discovery, originating in 15th-century papal bulls, provided European Christian
monarchs with the theological and legal license to claim lands inhabited by non-Christian peoples,
denying Indigenous sovereignty. Despite judicial statements that terra nullius never applied in Canada,
the deeper framework of discovery remains embedded in Canadian jurisprudence. The Truth and
Reconciliation Commission (Call to Action 47) called for its repudiation. In 2023, the Vatican formally
repudiated the Doctrine of Discovery, but Canadian law still implicitly relies on it.

The Indian Act (1876—present)

The Indian Act represents an oppressive legal structure designed to control and assimilate Indigenous
communities—regulating identity, governance, land, culture, and personal status. It enforced bans on
ceremonies, imposed patriarchal discrimination, and continues to restrict sovereignty. While reforms
have occurred, its framework of control remains.

International Law & Sovereignty Implications

Violations of Indigenous Sovereignty and Human Rights

The Doctrine of Discovery violates principles of equality and self-determination enshrined in UNDRIP.
Canadian reliance on these doctrines facilitated cultural genocide (residential schools, Sixties Scoop)
and the ongoing denial of Indigenous sovereignty, which may constitute systemic crimes against
humanity under international law.

Crown Sovereignty as Legal Fiction



Canadian governance relies on Crown sovereignty as a legal fiction rooted in colonial doctrines, not
Indigenous consent. Landmark cases such as Tsilhgot'in affirm rights but continue to mediate
sovereignty through Crown recognition, not inherent autonomy.

Assessment: Canada as a Criminal Enterprise

Canada’s authority rests upon expropriation without consent, cultural genocide, and denial of
sovereignty. These meet criteria for systemic crimes: theft of land, cultural genocide, and structural
oppression.

Legal & Advocacy Implications

1. Repudiate the Doctrine of Discovery in Canadian law. 2. Repeal or devolve the Indian Act in favor of
Indigenous-led governance. 3. Pursue restitution and land return processes. 4. Recognize inherent
Indigenous sovereignty. 5. Align Canadian governance fully with UNDRIP and international human
rights law.

Conclusion

Canada’s legitimacy as a modern state does not erase its colonial criminal foundations. The Doctrine of
Discovery and the Indian Act remain active pillars of systemic injustice. Recognition of Canada as a
colonial criminal enterprise is essential for genuine reconciliation, decolonization, and restoration of
Indigenous sovereignty.



