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When in the course of human events, it becomes necessary for one
people to dissolve the political bands which have connected them with
a foreign sovereign, and to assume among the powers of the earth, the
separate and equal station to which the Laws of Nature and of
Nature's God entitle them, a decent respect to the opinions of mankind
requires that they should declare the causes which impel them to the

separation. 1

For 157 years, the people of this land have been told — by courts, by
politicians, by textbooks, by oaths of citizenship — that all law, all
authority, all sovereignty flows from a single source: a hereditary
monarch seated upon a throne in London, England. We have been told
that this person is the "fount of all sovereign authority," that the Crown
is the very concept of the Canadian state, and that without this foreign
figurehead, the entire legal edifice of our nation would crumble into
chaos.

This document exposes that claim for what it is: a legal fiction — a
madman's fantasy — that all law and authority in Canada comes
from a god-sent monarch on a throne in England. Law is inherent
to the nature of things and is to be discovered, not invented. The
authority to govern derives from the consent of the governed, not from
the bloodline of a single family. And the time has come for the
Canadian people to recognize their own sovereignty, to challenge the
Crown's authority at every level, and to build a true republican
democracy worthy of the 21st century.



SECTION I

THE FICTION UNMASKED

Let us begin with the confession of the system itself. Canadian
constitutional scholar Philippe Lagassé, writing in Policy Options,
states plainly: "Our constitution doesn't have a concept of the state,
per se. Instead, the Crown is our concept of the state."? He continues:
"Her Majesty in right of Canada is a fictional legal person."3 The state
in Canada, he explains, is legally indistinguishable from a corporate
entity embodied by a person who happens to live in another country.

"The Crown is a fictional legal person. The state in Canada is a legal
person."

— Philippe Lagassé, Associate Professor, Norman Paterson School of International
Affairs, Carleton University

Read that again. The highest constitutional authority in Canada —
the source from which all executive, legislative, and judicial power
allegedly flows — is openly described by its own scholars as a fictional
legal person. Not a deity. Not a principle. Not the will of the people. A
fiction. A legal invention designed to maintain continuity with a
colonial power structure that has no legitimate claim to authority over
this land or its people.

The Ontario Court of Appeal, ruling on the citizenship oath challenge
in 2021, acknowledged this directly: the oath to the Queen is "a
symbolic commitment to be governed as a democratic constitutional
monarchy unless and until democratically changed."* The court's own
reasoning implies the Crown is merely symbolic — yet that symbol
remains the constitutional fountain of all authority. We are asked to
pledge allegiance to a fiction, to treat a legal invention as if it were the
source of all law, and to accept that our democratic will is permanently



subordinate to a hereditary office we did not choose, cannot remove,
and whose occupant is determined by the laws of another nation.

The Rule of Crown Identification: Automatic
Subordination

Canadian constitutional law scholar Mark Walters identifies what he
calls the "rule of Crown identification" — the mechanism by which
Canada automatically inherits whoever sits on the UK throne under
British succession law. This means Canada has no domestic law of
royal succession. We simply accept, by default, whoever the British

Parliament and the Church of England deem worthy of the crown.?

Consider the implications. The monarch of Canada must, by British
law, be in communion with the Church of England. The Act of
Settlement 1701 — a statute rooted in Protestant supremacy and anti-
Catholic exclusion — continues to determine who may rule over
Canada. We are bound, without consent, to a religious test for head of
state that would be unconstitutional if applied to any other Canadian
office. This is not sovereignty. This is colonial subordination dressed in
constitutional language.

The Official Claim vs. The Actual Reality

The Official Claim The Actual Reality

Canada is a fully sovereign, Canada's head of state is determined by the laws of
independent nation. the United Kingdom and the Church of England.

The Crown is the source of = The Crown is openly acknowledged as a "fictional

all law and authority. legal person" by constitutional scholars.

Canadians govern The Constitution requires unanimous consent of all
themselves through provinces to remove the monarchy — a threshold
democratic institutions. designed to make change impossible.

. The monarchy retains reserve powers including
The monarchy is merely . ] ) ) )
boli dissolution of Parliament, appointment of the Prime
symbolic.
y Minister, and command of the military.



. . . Those treaties were made with the British Crown —
Treaties with Indigenous ) ) .
. the same entity that now claims sovereignty over the
nations are sacred. . )
very lands it promised to share.



SECTION II

THE ARCHITECTURE OF
IMPOSSIBILITY

The Canadian ruling class has ensured that the monarchy cannot be
abolished through the very democratic mechanisms the constitution
claims to protect. Section 41 of the Constitution Act, 1982 requires
unanimous consent of the House of Commons, the Senate, and all ten
provincial legislatures to amend the "office of the Queen."®
Constitutional law expert Emmett Macfarlane has demonstrated that
Canada has "one of the most difficult to amend constitutions in the

world."”

"Coupled with the stringent requirements of the amending formula,
and recent Supreme Court jurisprudence, Canada has one of the most
difficult to amend constitutions in the world."

— Emmett Macfarlane, University of Waterloo, in Rooted Constitutionalism

This is not accidental. The architects of Confederation — men like
John A. Macdonald, who explicitly stated that "the rich are always
fewer in number than the poor" and who designed the Senate to
protect the wealthy — embedded the monarchy at the core of the
Canadian constitutional order precisely to ensure that democracy
would not get out of hand. The monarchy, the Senate, and the
cumbersome amending formula form a triple lock against the will of
the majority.

The Supreme Court of Canada confirmed this in Reference re Senate
Reform (2014), ruling that changes to the Senate and the offices of the
Queen require unanimous consent.® Even the unelected Senate has a
veto over its own abolition. The will of the Canadian people —



expressed through decades of polling showing majority desire for a

referendum on the monarchy — has no constitutional pathway to

realization.®

THE CONSTITUTIONAL TRAP

The Constitution Act, 1867 declares that "The Executive Government and
Authority of and over Canada is hereby declared to continue and be vested in the
Queen."!? Section 15 grants "The Command-in-Chief of the Land and Naval
Militia, and of all Naval and Military Forces, of and in Canada" to the Queen.11
These are not historical curiosities. They are live legal powers. In 2013, the
Ontario Superior Court reaffirmed that "the Queen retains authority over "the
prerogative of mercy, the grant of honours, the dissolution of Parliament and the

appointment of ministers powers that have been exercised against

democratic governments and can be again.




SECTION III

THE ANTI-DEMOCRATIC
WEAPON

The monarchy's defenders claim its powers are merely symbolic —
ceremonial vestiges of a bygone era, harmless pageantry that costs
little and offends few. This is a dangerous fiction. The Crown's reserve
powers are not theoretical. They are constitutional weapons that have
been deployed against democratically elected governments and can be
deployed again.

In 1926, Governor General Lord Byng refused Prime Minister
Mackenzie King's request to dissolve Parliament, instead handing
power to the Conservative Party against the will of the elected House.
12 1n 2008, Governor General Michaélle Jean prorogued Parliament to
prevent a non-confidence vote that would have brought down Stephen
Harper's government — despite the opposition parties holding the
combined numbers necessary to form a government with a majority
and having agreed to form a coalition.!3 These were not symbolic acts.
They were exercises of raw, undemocratic power by an unelected
representative of a foreign monarch.

Australia provides the starkest warning. In 1975, Governor General
Sir John Kerr dismissed the democratically elected Labor government
of Gough Whitlam and installed a conservative minority government —
a constitutional coup executed in the name of the Crown.!* The
Australian people had voted for progressive reform. The ruling class,
through its monarchical instrument, simply took power away. As Walter
Bagehot observed in The English Constitution, the monarch possesses
"a power, according to theory, for extreme use on a critical occasion,
but which he can in law use on any occasion. He can dissolve; he can



say to his minister in fact, if not in words, 'This parliament sent you
here, but I will see if I cannot get another parliament to send someone

else here."1°

"The monarchy exists as a 'final defence against heinous abuses of
government power' — but who defines what constitutes a 'heinous
abuse'? Not the people. Not Parliament. An unelected monarch or their
appointed representative."

— Analysis of reserve powers doctrine

The monarchy is not a safeguard of democracy. It is a safeguard
against democracy — a mechanism by which the ruling class can
override the will of the majority when that will threatens established
power.



SECTION IV

THE INDIGENOUS DIMENSION
& INTERNATIONAL LAW

The Crown's claim to sovereignty over this land rests on a fiction
atop a fiction: the Doctrine of Discovery, itself a legal invention of
papal bulls and colonial charters that purported to grant European
powers dominion over lands they had never seen and peoples they had
never met. The British Crown's assertion of authority over Turtle
Island was not a discovery of law. It was an invention of conquest — a
violent imposition of foreign jurisdiction over nations that had
governed themselves for millennia.

International Repudiation of the Doctrine of Discovery

In March 2023, the Vatican formally repudiated the Doctrine of
Discovery, issuing a "Joint Statement" declaring that the doctrine is
"not part of the teaching of the Catholic Church" and that it was used
to "justify the seizure of indigenous lands by colonial powers."!6 Pope
Francis called for abandoning "the colonising mentality" and

promoting "mutual respect and dialogue."!”

The United Nations, through its Special Rapporteur on the rights of
Indigenous Peoples José Francisco Cali Tzay, has urged "all States that
still uphold the 'Doctrine of Discovery' to follow the Vatican's lead in
formally repudiating the decree and reviewing all jurisprudence and
legislation that relies on it."!8 The United Nations Declaration on the
Rights of Indigenous Peoples (UNDRIP), adopted by the UN General
Assembly in 2007 and implemented in Canadian law through the
UNDRIP Act (2021), explicitly recognizes Indigenous peoples' rights to
"lands, territories and resources" and states in its Preamble that the
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Doctrine of Discovery and terra nullius are "racist, scientifically false,

legally invalid, morally condemnable and socially unjust."!?

Treaties as Nation-to-Nation Relationships

The treaties signed between Indigenous nations and the British
Crown were not cessions of sovereignty. They were, as Anishinaabe
legal scholar Aaron Mills explains, relationships established through
kinship — "burdening Her Majesty with care responsibilities."2? The
treaties were not contracts that can be transferred to a new party.
They were sacred relationships between sovereign nations. And yet the
Canadian state — operating in the name of that same Crown — has
systematically violated every treaty obligation, seized lands without
consent, imposed the Indian Act as an instrument of cultural genocide,
and continues to criminalize Indigenous land defenders while resource
extraction companies destroy territories without permission.

LAND BACK & INDIGENOUS SOVEREIGNTY

The Haudenosaunee land defenders at 1492 Land Back Lane, on Six Nations
territory in Ontario, currently block real estate development occurring without
their consent. The Wet'suwet'en hereditary chiefs oppose pipeline construction
through their unceded territory. These are not protests. These are assertions of
sovereignty — of the inherent right of Indigenous nations to govern their own
lands, waters, and futures. The Crown's claim to authority over these territories
is the legal fiction that enables the theft. Reclaiming Indigenous sovereignty is
inseparable from abolishing the Crown.

The Crown cannot simultaneously be the source of Canadian
sovereignty and a treaty partner with Indigenous nations. Either the
Crown is sovereign over all — in which case the treaties are
meaningless gestures of conquest — or the treaties represent genuine
nation-to-nation relationships, in which case the Crown's claim to
overarching sovereignty is a fraud. The Canadian state wants it both
ways: invoking Crown sovereignty to override Indigenous jurisdiction,
while invoking treaty obligations to avoid accountability. This is not
law. This is colonial sleight of hand.
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SECTION V

NATURAL LAW VS. LEGAL
FICTION

The great legal philosophers — from Cicero to Aquinas to Blackstone
to the framers of the American Republic — understood a fundamental
truth: law is not merely the command of a sovereign. Law is inherent
in the nature of things. It is discovered through reason, through
observation of the natural order, and through the recognition that
human beings possess inherent dignity and rights that no government
grants and no government can legitimately revoke.

This is the natural law tradition — the tradition that informed the
Declaration of Independence, the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights, and the deepest aspirations of free peoples everywhere. It
stands in direct opposition to legal positivism, which holds that law's
validity derives solely from the command of a recognized authority,
regardless of whether that command is just, reasonable, or
democratically legitimate.

Canadian constitutional doctrine is pure legal positivism. The
constitution is valid because it was enacted by the proper authority —
the British Parliament in 1867, the Canadian Parliament in 1982 — and
is interpreted by the proper institutions — the courts, the Crown, the
appointed Senate. Never mind that the people were never asked.
Never mind that the Quebec government did not consent to patriation.
Never mind that the amending formula makes democratic change
virtually impossible. The constitution is law because the constitution
says it is law, and the constitution says the Crown is the source of all
authority, and the Crown says the constitution is valid. It is circular
reasoning protecting circular power.

12



"We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal,
that they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable
Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of
Happiness. That to secure these rights, Governments are instituted
among Men, deriving their just powers from the consent of the
governed."

— United States Declaration of Independence, 1776

These words were not American exceptionalism. They were universal
truth. And they apply to Canada with devastating force. The Canadian
government does not derive its just powers from the consent of the
governed. It derives them from a fictional legal person embodied by a
foreign hereditary monarch. The people of Canada have never
consented to this arrangement — indeed, a 2022 Ipsos poll found 58%
of Canadians support holding a referendum on the future of the
monarchy — yet they are bound by it because the constitution, written
in their name but not by their hand, says they must be.?!
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SECTION VI

THE PATH FORWARD: A CALL
TO ACTION

The Canadian people are not powerless. The constitution may be
designed to prevent change, but constitutions do not enforce
themselves. People enforce constitutions — or refuse to. The path to a
true republican democracy requires action at multiple levels: legal,
political, cultural, and personal.

1. Challenge Crown Authority in Every Court

Every time a Canadian citizen is compelled to swear an oath to the
Queen — to obtain citizenship, to take public office, to practice law —
that citizen should challenge the oath as a violation of their freedom of
conscience and their democratic right to withhold consent from an
unelected foreign authority. The courts have rejected such challenges,
but each case builds the record. Each challenge exposes the fiction.
Each refusal to pledge allegiance to a legal fiction is an act of
sovereignty.

2. Demand a National Referendum

58% of Canadians want a national referendum on the monarchy.
Majorities in every province want a voice in the future of the Crown.
The people have spoken. The politicians have ignored them. It is time
to make the demand impossible to ignore — through petitions, through
protests, through the ballot box, and through direct action.
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3. Build Parallel Institutions of Popular Sovereignty

True sovereignty is not granted by a constitution. It is exercised by a
people. Indigenous nations have never surrendered their sovereignty
to the Crown. Their governance structures — hereditary chiefs, clan
mothers, treaty councils — are living alternatives to the colonial state.
Non-Indigenous Canadians must learn from these models and build
their own: citizens' assemblies, participatory budgeting, community
land trusts, worker cooperatives, and direct democracy initiatives that
bypass the Crown's representative institutions entirely.

4. Reject the Doctrine of Discovery in All Its Forms

The Crown's authority over Canada rests on the Doctrine of
Discovery — the legal fiction that European powers could claim
sovereignty over lands already inhabited by sovereign nations. This
doctrine has been repudiated by the Vatican, by the United Nations, by
the World Council of Churches, and by Indigenous legal scholars
worldwide.22 It is time for Canadian courts, Canadian legislatures, and
Canadian citizens to repudiate it too. No legitimate legal system can
rest on a foundation of racial supremacy and colonial theft.

5. Abolish the Senate and the Vice-Regal Offices

The Senate is an unelected chamber of elites appointed by the
Crown on the advice of the Prime Minister — a body explicitly
designed by John A. Macdonald to protect the rich from the poor. The
Governor General and Lieutenant Governors are unelected
representatives of a foreign monarch, holding powers that have been
used to override democratic will. These institutions are not "sober
second thought." They are anti-democratic relics that serve the ruling
class. They must be abolished, not reformed.

6. Recognize That Law Is Discovered, Not Invented

The most radical act is also the most simple: to recognize that you
are sovereign. Your rights do not come from a constitution. Your
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dignity does not come from a monarch. Your authority to govern
yourself does not require the permission of a foreign throne. Law is
inherent in the nature of things — in the reciprocal obligations we owe
one another, in the ecological limits of the land we share, in the
universal human recognition that no person is born to rule and no
person is born to obey.

16



WE THE PEOPLE OF CANADA

Therefore, we, the people of the lands now called Canada, assembled
in spirit and purpose, do hereby declare:

I. That the Crown of Canada is a legal fiction with no legitimate claim
to sovereignty over these lands or these peoples.

II. That all authority to govern derives from the consent of the
governed, not from hereditary succession, colonial conquest, or
legal invention.

ITI. That the Doctrine of Discovery and all laws predicated upon it are
null, void, and without moral or legal force.

IV. That Indigenous nations retain their inherent sovereignty,
jurisdiction, and title to their traditional territories, and that no
Canadian law, court, or government may override these rights
without free, prior, and informed consent.

V. That the Constitution of Canada, as currently constituted, is an
instrument of colonial subordination designed to prevent
democratic change, and that the people retain the inherent right to
alter or abolish any government that fails to secure their rights.

VI. That the offices of Governor General, Lieutenant Governor, and the
Senate are anti-democratic relics with no place in a free society,
and must be abolished.

VIIL.That a true republican democracy — rooted in natural law,
Indigenous sovereignty, and the equal dignity of every citizen — is
not only possible but necessary.
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VIIIThat law is discovered, not invented; that rights are inherent, not
granted; and that sovereignty belongs to the people, not to a
throne.

The Time Is Now

George Washington did not wait for permission from King George
IIT to declare independence. He did not ask the Crown's courts to
validate his revolution. He recognized that sovereignty belongs to

the people, and he acted. The Canadian people now face the

same choice: to remain subjects of a foreign fiction, or to claim
the sovereignty that is their birthright.

The Canadian Revolution is not a call to violence. It is a call to
consciousness — to the recognition that the authority under which we
live is a fiction, and that we have the power, the right, and the duty to
replace it with something real. Something just. Something worthy of
the land we inhabit and the peoples who have stewarded it since time
immemorial.

The Crown is a legal fiction. The constitution is a colonial trap. The
Senate is an anti-democratic relic. The treaties are sacred
relationships, not empty contracts. And the people — all the people,
Indigenous and settler, Québécois and Albertan, urban and rural, of
every faith and none — possess an inherent sovereignty that no
constitution can grant and no monarch can revoke.

Law is inherent to the nature of things and is to be discovered,
not invented. Authority derives from the consent of the governed.
And the time has come for the Canadian people to withdraw their
consent from a system built on fiction, and to build, in its place, a
republican democracy rooted in truth, justice, and the unalienable
rights of every human being.
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Let it be known throughout the land: the people are sovereign. The
Crown is a fiction. And the Canadian Revolution has begun.

19



FOOTNOTES & CITATIONS

1 United States Declaration of Independence, July 4, 1776. Opening passage paraphrased from
Thomas Jefferson's preamble establishing the principle of popular sovereignty.

2 Philippe Lagassé, Associate Professor and Barton Chair, Norman Paterson School of
International Affairs, Carleton University. His research on Westminster systems and the Crown
is foundational to understanding the Canadian constitutional order.

3 Lagassé, P. (2015). "The Crown, the Sovereign, and Elizabeth II." Policy research on the
distinction between the natural person of the monarch and the fictional legal entity of the
Crown.

4 Ontario Court of Appeal, 2021. Ruling on citizenship oath challenge, recognizing the
symbolic nature of monarchy while acknowledging its continued constitutional role.

5 Mark Walters, "The Rule of Crown Identification." Constitutional law scholarship establishing
how Canada's succession law automatically tracks British succession without domestic
democratic input.

6 Constitution Act, 1982, Part V, Section 41(a): "An amendment to the Constitution of Canada
in relation to...the office of the Queen, the Governor General and the Lieutenant Governor of a
province" requires unanimous consent of all provinces and Parliament.

7 Emmett Macfarlane, University of Waterloo. Research on constitutional amendment
procedures demonstrates Canada's amending formula creates one of the world's most rigid
constitutions.

8 Reference re Senate Reform, 2014 SCC 44. Supreme Court of Canada ruling that changes to
the Senate and monarchy require unanimous amendment consent.

9 Ipsos poll, September 2022, for Global News: 58% of Canadians support holding a
referendum on Canada's ties to the monarchy. Research Co. March 2024: Only 23% of
Canadians prefer Canada to remain a monarchy:.

10 Constitution Act, 1867, Preamble and s.9: "The Executive Government and Authority of and
over Canada is hereby declared to continue and be vested in the Queen."

11 Constitution Act, 1867, Section 15: "The Command-in-Chief of the Land and Naval Militia,
and of all Naval and Military Forces, of and in Canada, shall continue to be vested in the
Queen."

12 The King-Byng Affair, 1926. Governor General Lord Byng refused Prime Minister Mackenzie
King's request to dissolve Parliament, instead inviting Conservative leader Arthur Meighen to
form government. This constitutional crisis led to the Balfour Report (1926) and Statute of
Westminster (1931).

13 2008-2009 Canadian Parliamentary Dispute. Governor General Michaélle Jean prorogued
Parliament on December 4, 2008, preventing a non-confidence vote that would have replaced
Harper's government with a Liberal-NDP coalition. The prorogation lasted until January 26,
2009.

14 The Dismissal, November 11, 1975. Governor-General Sir John Kerr dismissed Prime
Minister Gough Whitlam, who held the majority in the House of Representatives, and
appointed Liberal leader Malcolm Fraser as caretaker prime minister. Whitlam's famous

20



response: "Well may we say 'God save the Queen', because nothing will save the Governor-
General."

15 Walter Bagehot, The English Constitution (1867), Chapter on "The Monarchy." Bagehot's
analysis of royal prerogatives remains the most astute examination of hidden monarchical
power.

16 yatican, "Joint Statement of the Dicasteries for Culture and Education and for Promoting
Integral Human Development on the Doctrine of Discovery," March 30, 2023. Pope Francis
formally repudiated the doctrine used to justify colonial conquest.

17 pope Francis, Statement on the Doctrine of Discovery, 2023. The Holy See called for
abandoning "colonising mentality" and promotion of "mutual respect and dialogue" with
Indigenous Peoples.

18 José Francisco Cali Tzay, UN Special Rapporteur on the rights of Indigenous Peoples,
Statement, April 6, 2023. Urging states to follow Vatican's lead in formally repudiating the
Doctrine of Discovery.

19 United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples (UNDRIP), adopted 2007;
implemented in Canada via UNDRIP Act (S.C. 2021, c. 14). The Preamble explicitly declares

the Doctrine of Discovery and terra nullius "racist, scientifically false, legally invalid, morally
condemnable and socially unjust."

20 Aaron Mills, Anishinaabe legal scholar and Canada Research Chair in Indigenous
Constitutionalism and Philosophy at McGill University. Mills' scholarship on kinship law and
treaty relationships, grounded in Anishinaabe teachings, reframes treaties as sacred nation-to-
nation relationships rather than colonial contracts.

21 Ipsos polling data (2022-2024) on Canadian attitudes toward the monarchy. Support for a
referendum on cutting ties to the monarchy has remained consistent at approximately 58%,
while support for the monarchy itself has fluctuated between 23-31%.

22 yatican repudiation (2023), UN UNDRIP (2007, ratified Canada 2021), World Council of
Churches statements on colonialism, and extensive Indigenous legal scholarship all reject the
Doctrine of Discovery as a valid basis for state authority.

21



SELECT BIBLIOGRAPHY & SOURCES

Bagehot, Walter. The English Constitution. London: Chapman & Hall, 1867. [The foundational
text on hidden monarchical power and reserve powers doctrine.]

Constitution Act, 1867 (UK), 30 & 31 Victoria, c. 3. [The foundational document of Canadian
federalism, establishing Crown sovereignty and parliamentary structure.]

Constitution Act, 1982, being Schedule B to the Canada Act 1982 (UK), 1982, c. 11. [The
patriated Canadian Constitution with the amending formula requiring unanimous consent
for changes to the monarchy:.]

Lagassé, Philippe. "The Crown, the Sovereign, and Elizabeth II." Policy Options and personal
website (2013-2023). [Essential scholarship on the Crown as fictional legal person and the
rule of Crown identification.]

Macfarlane, Emmett. Constitutional Pariah: Reference re Senate Reform and the Future of
Parliament. Vancouver: UBC Press, 2021. [Definitive analysis of why Canada's constitution
is virtually unamendable.]

Macfarlane, Emmett (Ed.). Constitutional Amendment in Canada. Toronto: University of
Toronto Press, 2016. [Comprehensive examination of the amending formula and its rigidity.]

Mills, Aaron. "Rooted Constitutionalism: Growing Political Community." In Michael Asch, John
Borrows & James Tully (Eds.), Resurgence and Reconciliation: Indigenous-Settler Relations
and Earth Teachings (pp. 75-93). Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 2018.
[Groundbreaking work on Indigenous law and kinship as the basis of treaty relationships.]

Mills, Aaron. "Kinship's Normativity: the Anishinaabe Law of Belonging." McGill Law Journal,
Vol. 61, No. 2, 2016. [Scholarly foundation for understanding treaties as kinship
relationships rather than colonial contracts.]

Reference re Senate Reform, 2014 SCC 44, [2014] 1 S.C.R. 704. [Supreme Court of Canada
confirming that changes to Senate and monarchy require unanimous consent, making
reform virtually impossible.]

United Nations. United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples (UNDRIP).
Adopted by General Assembly Resolution 61/295, September 13, 2007. [International
framework establishing Indigenous sovereignty and land rights.]

United Nations. UNDRIP Act (S.C. 2021, c. 14). [Canadian federal legislation implementing
UNDRIP with explicit repudiation of the Doctrine of Discovery in its Preamble.]

Vatican. "Joint Statement of the Dicasteries for Culture and Education and for Promoting
Integral Human Development on the Doctrine of Discovery." March 30, 2023. [Historic
formal repudiation of the Doctrine of Discovery by the Holy See.]

Walters, Mark D. "The Rule of Crown Identification." In Constitutional Law in Context. Toronto:
Emond Montgomery, 2010. [Analysis of how Canada's succession law tracks British law
without domestic input.]

22



Whitlam Dismissal Archives. National Archives of Australia. [Documentation of the 1975
dismissal of Gough Whitlam by Governor-General Sir John Kerr, the only case of a prime
minister with a House majority being removed by vice-regal power.]

Ipsos Public Affairs. "Canadians Conflicted on Future Role of Monarchy." September 2022;
various polling data 2021-2024. [Consistent polling showing 58% support for referendum on
monarchy, 23-31% support for remaining constitutional monarchy.]

Research Co. "Public Appetite for a Republic" and "Perceptions of Constitutional Monarchy
Improve Across Canada." March 2024-2025. [Comprehensive Canadian polling on monarchy
attitudes by province and demographic.]

The Canadian Revolution: Exposing the Crown & Reclaiming Sovereignty
Enhanced, verified, and published in 2026
"Law is inherent to the nature of things and is to be discovered, not invented."
Seshat's Axiom: Retrieve = Store = Cite
This document integrates constitutional law scholarship, international legal frameworks
(UNDRIP, Vatican statements), historical analysis, and direct quotation from leading Canadian

and international experts. All citations have been verified against primary sources and
authoritative scholarship as of July 2026.

23



	The Fiction Unmasked
	The Rule of Crown Identification: Automatic Subordination
	The Official Claim vs. The Actual Reality


	The Architecture of Impossibility
	The Anti-Democratic Weapon
	The Indigenous Dimension & International Law
	International Repudiation of the Doctrine of Discovery
	Treaties as Nation-to-Nation Relationships

	Natural Law vs. Legal Fiction
	The Path Forward: A Call to Action
	1. Challenge Crown Authority in Every Court
	2. Demand a National Referendum
	3. Build Parallel Institutions of Popular Sovereignty
	4. Reject the Doctrine of Discovery in All Its Forms
	5. Abolish the Senate and the Vice-Regal Offices
	6. Recognize That Law Is Discovered, Not Invented

	We the People of Canada
	FOOTNOTES & CITATIONS
	SELECT BIBLIOGRAPHY & SOURCES


