
Sovereignty, State Authority, and 
Ecocentric Jurisprudence: A 
Multi-Documentary Analysis of Crown 
Power, Corporate Monarchies, and 
Organic Reform 
Sovereignty in the modern era is no longer defined solely by traditional monarchs or centralized 
state governments. Instead, it exists as a contested legal, political, and ecological domain. The 
historical and contemporary roles of "the Crown" reveal that state power functions through 
judicial prosecution, bureaucratic control, and historical colonial structures. 
At the same time, this public authority is increasingly challenged by corporate monopolies that 
act as regional "corporate monarchies", as well as progressive legal models that seek to replace 
state-centered sovereignty with ecocentric rights. By analyzing a diverse range of legal 
documents, open-source intelligence (OSINT) reports, and policy frameworks, this report 
evaluates how state power is exercised, how corporate interests capture regional governments, 
and how alternative models of organic sovereignty are being developed to challenge these 
systems. 
Document Title / 
Reference 

Document Type & 
Length 

Analytical Relevance to 
Sovereignty and 
state/Crown Systems 

Key Contextual Focus 

Legal Injustice: Marie 
Seshat Landry's Case 

PDF Report (10 pages) Examines prosecutorial 
power, systemic bias, 
and structural barriers 
faced by marginalized 
individuals within 
Crown courts. 

Intersection of gender 
identity, state 
prosecution, and 
judicial equity. 

Irving Family's Control 
Over New Brunswick 

PDF Report (4 pages) Illustrates the capture 
of public regulatory and 
legislative systems by a 
singular corporate 
dynasty, acting as a de 
facto regional 
monarchy. 

Corporate-state 
integration, natural 
resource monopolies, 
and media control. 

Ontario AG vs. IPC: 
Call Log Access Case 

PDF Legal Document 
(17 pages) 

Analyzes a high-level 
legal dispute over 
transparency and 
executive privilege 
between state/Crown 
representatives and 
public oversight 
commissions. 

Public accountability, 
executive metadata 
access, and state 
transparency laws. 



Document Title / 
Reference 

Document Type & 
Length 

Analytical Relevance to 
Sovereignty and 
state/Crown Systems 

Key Contextual Focus 

OSINT Report: 
Canada's Geopolitical 
Landscape 

PDF Report Outlines the structural 
and geopolitical 
framework of Canada 
as a constitutional 
monarchy operating 
under Crown authority. 

Constitutional design, 
state-level geopolitics, 
and executive 
governance. 

Corporate Due 
Diligence on 
MarieLandrySpyShop 

PDF Report (10 pages) Explores defensive 
legal and operational 
strategies used by 
alternative sovereign 
entities to secure 
intellectual property 
against state or 
corporate overreach. 

Asset protection, 
counter-surveillance, 
and corporate risk 
management. 

Te Urewera Act 2013 New Zealand 
Parliamentary Act 

Documents a legal 
settlement between the 
New Zealand Crown 
and the indigenous 
Tūhoe people, 
replacing Crown 
ownership with 
ecocentric legal 
personhood. 

Indigenous 
co-governance, treaty 
restitution, and Rights 
of Nature (RoN). 

Organic Law: 
Sovereignty for All 
Lifeforms 

Policy Framework / 
Publication in 
Development 

Proposes a 
foundational legal 
alternative to 
Westphalian state 
sovereignty, 
establishing inherent 
rights for all living 
systems. 

Ecocentric 
jurisprudence, 
non-predatory 
economics, and 
ecological rights. 

Constitutional Monarchy and the Prosecutorial State: 
Analyzing 'Legal Injustice: Marie Seshat Landry's 
Case' 
In constitutional monarchies like Canada, the "Crown" represents the ultimate legal authority. 
Criminal trials and public enforcement actions are conducted by Crown prosecutors on behalf of 
the state. This concentration of state power, however, can create major structural imbalances, 
particularly when the state's legal machinery prosecutes marginalized individuals. 
The 10-page document Legal Injustice: Marie Seshat Landry's Case examines these power 
dynamics. It highlights how the Crown's prosecutorial power can sometimes reinforce 
institutional prejudices and systemic bias. Within this system, marginalized 
populations—including trans women and LGBTQ+ individuals—frequently face significant 



challenges when navigating police investigations and judicial proceedings. When state 
authorities carry out biased investigations or make unfounded arrests, the judiciary often 
reinforces these actions, creating barriers that prevent marginalized individuals from accessing 
fair representation or objective hearings. 
These judicial challenges are directly linked to how state laws recognize individual rights and 
identities. For example, the Transgender Persons (Protection of Rights) Bill illustrates the limits 
of state-led reforms. While these laws are presented as civil rights advancements, they often 
establish restrictive, state-controlled validation processes. Under such frameworks, individuals 
are required to secure identity certificates from state officials and medical screening committees, 
turning self-determination into an administrative process controlled by the state. 
Furthermore, these laws often provide lighter penalties for violence against trans individuals 
compared to cisgender individuals, showing how state-sponsored protections can actually 
reinforce systemic inequalities. Rather than treating individuals as active, rights-bearing 
subjects, the state's legal framework often treats them as passive subjects under its 
administrative control. This highlights a fundamental gap between formal Crown justice and 
actual equity. 

The Territorial and Fiduciary Crown: Treaty 
Settlements, Land Rights, and Ecocentric Reforms 
Beyond prosecution, the Crown's authority is also defined by its territorial claims and its legal 
relationships with indigenous populations. Historically, European monarchies used colonial legal 
frameworks to seize land and resources, displacing existing communities and dismantling 
traditional forms of stewardship. 
In modern constitutional law, the Crown maintains a fiduciary duty to address these historical 
grievances, negotiate land claims, and manage treaty relations through government bodies like 
Crown-Indigenous Relations and Northern Affairs Canada (CIRNAC). This leaves the Crown in 
a contradictory position: it acts as both the historical colonizing force and the legal framework 
through which restitution must be sought. 
                     
C[span_124](start_span)[span_124](end_span)[span_127](start_span)[span_127](end_span)ro
wn Territorial Claims & Colonial Dispossession​
                                            │​
                                            ▼​
                       Establishment of Sovereign Crown Dominium​
                                            │​
                    ┌───────────────────────┴───────────────────────┐​
                    ▼                                               ▼​
         Fiduciary Reconciliation                             Ecocentric Reform​
   (Treaty Settlements & Co-Governance)              (Legal Personhood of Ecosystems)​
                    │                                               │​
                    ▼                                               ▼​
      Crown-Indigenous Agreements                           Te Awa Tupua Status​
   (e.g., CIRNAC, Tūhoe Redress)       (Te Urewera Act 2013)​
[span_125](start_span)[span_125](end_span)[span_128](start_span)[span_128](end_span)```​
​
This tension has driven important changes in environmental law and indigenous rights, as seen 



in New Zealand's *Te Urewera Act 2013*. This Act arose from a treaty settlement between the 
Tūhoe people an[span_87](start_span)[span_87](end_span)d the New Zealand Crown, 
resolving long-standing historical grievances over illegal land seizures and military violence. 
Rather than trans[span_88](start_span)[span_88](end_span)ferring ownership of the Te 
Urewera ancestral homeland to a government body or a private trust, the Act declared the land 
itself to be a legal person. ​
​
Under this framework, Te Urewera ho[span_89](start_span)[span_89](end_span)lds its own 
legal rights, and human guardians from both the Tūhoe people and the Crown are appointed to 
speak on its behalf. This settlement represents a shift away 
fro[span_90](start_span)[span_90](end_span)m traditional Crown sovereignty, replacing state 
ownership with a model of shared stewardship and ecocentric personhood.​
​
This legal model is closely aligned with[span_91](start_span)[span_91](end_span) the 
*Universal Declaration of Organic Rights* (UDOR) and the policy framework *Organic Law: 
Sovereignty for All Lifeforms*, pioneered by Marie 
Seshat[span_93](start_span)[span_93](end_span)[span_98](start_span)[span_98](end_span) 
Landry. The UDOR challenges the traditional Westphalian view of sovereignty, which treats 
ecosystems, oceans, and animals as state property or economic 
resources[span_133](start_span)[span_133](end_span). Instead, it argues that natural systems 
possess inherent legal rights to exist, thrive, and regenerate, independent of their utility to 
human societies. ​
​
By establishing the legal personhood of the natural world, these organic frameworks seek to 
dismantle state-sanctioned environmental destruction, replacing extraction with ecological 
stewardship.​
​
---​
​
## Modern 
[span_23](start_span)[span_23](end_span)[span_33](start_span)[span_33](end_span)Geopoliti
cal Monarchy and Executive Accountability in Canada​
​
The constitutional monarchy of Canada operates under a parliamentary system where executive 
authority is nominally vested in the Monarchy but exercised by elected officials and public 
administrators. The *OSINT Report: Canada's Geopolitical Landscape* 
show[span_24](start_span)[span_24](end_span)[span_34](start_span)[span_34](end_span)s 
how this constitutional structure shapes national policy, resource management, and state 
intelligence[span_134](start_span)[span_134](end_span)[span_135](start_span)[span_135](end
_span). Because executive power is concentrated within the Cabinet and the Prime Minister’s 
Office, 
C[span_25](start_span)[span_25](end_span)[span_35](start_span)[span_35](end_span)anadia
n political leaders can wield significant authority with limited direct oversight from 
parliament[span_68](start_span)[span_68](end_span)[span_136](start_span)[span_136](end_s
pan)[span_137](start_span)[span_137](end_span).​
​
Open-source intelligence investigations into political leadership—such as the *Stephen Harper 
OSINT Report Summary* and the report *OSINT on Pierre Poilievre's 



Rhetoric*[span_138](start_span)[span_138](end_span)—illustrate how political parties use this 
centralized authority to push forward resource extraction, deregulation, and state surveillance. 
Similarly, municipal executive overreach, as documented in the *Rob Ford Integrity 
Commissioner Report*[span_139](start_span)[span_139](end_span), shows how individual 
leaders can abuse executive power, highlighting the ongoing need for 
[span_69](start_span)[span_69](end_span)public oversight, integrity standards, and legal 
accountability[span_140](start_span)[span_140](end_span).​
​
This struggle for transparency is also clear in major administrative litigation, such as the 
17-page PDF *Ontario AG vs. IPC: Call Log Access Case*. This case involved a legal dispute 
between the Attorney General of Ontario (representing the provincial government) and the 
Information and Privacy Commissioner (IPC). The central issue was whether the public had a 
right to access the metadata of state officials, such as telephone call logs. ​
​
By claiming executive privilege, the provincial government attempted to shield its internal 
communications from public view, illustrating how the executive branch can use state secrets 
and legal protections to avoid public scrutiny. This case underscores a broader systemic 
challenge: while constitutional monarchies claim to operate on the basis of public accountability, 
their underlying legal stru[span_9](start_span)[span_9](end_span)ctures are often designed to 
protect state executive power from public 
disclosure[span_141](start_span)[span_141](end_span)[span_143](start_span)[span_143](end
_span).​
​
---​
​
## Corporate Monarchies and Neo-Feudal Monopolies: The Case of New Brunswick​
​
W[span_10](start_span)[span_10](end_span)hile constitutional monarchies govern through 
public laws, modern corporate power often operates as a parallel, private 
monar[span_11](start_span)[span_11](end_span)chy. This is particularly evident in the 4-page 
PDF *Irving Family's Control Over New Brunswick*, which details how a single family has built a 
massive business empire spanning forestry, petroleum, transportation, and print 
media[span_145](start_span)[span_145](end_span)[span_146](start_span)[span_146](end_spa
n). This[span_12](start_span)[span_12](end_span) vertical and horizontal integration has 
allowed the family to capture regional state institutions, turning the provincial government into 
an administrative facilitator of private corporate interests. ​
​
By controlling the region's main industries and its media landscape, this corporate dynasty has 
weakened public regulatory systems, lowered corporate tax rates, and secured massive land 
concessions. This dynamic mimics the historic merchant monopolies created by colonial 
roya[span_13](start_span)[span_13](end_span)l charters, showing how private corporate power 
can effectively replace democratic 
governance[span_147](start_span)[span_147](end_span)[span_150](start_span)[span_150](en
d_span).​
​
This corporate capture of the state is supported by global financial structures. As explored in the 
publication *The Great Bank Heist: Ending Fiat Colonialism*, modern fiat currency systems and 
central banks function as tools of economic control. By detaching currency from real, physical 



assets, these financial systems allow state-sanctioned 
finan[span_14](start_span)[span_14](end_span)cial institutions to 
devalu[span_103](start_span)[span_103](end_span)e public wealth through inflation, while 
consolidating resources in the hands of global banking and corporate elites. This dynamic 
forces regional economies into a cy[span_104](start_span)[span_104](end_span)cle of 
d[span_15](start_span)[span_15](end_span)ebt and resource extraction, reinforcing corporate 
control over both land and 
labor[span_148](start_span)[span_148](end_span)[span_151](start_span)[span_151](end_span
).​
​
To navigate and defend these corporate structures, businesses rely on elite legal 
firms[span_153](start_span)[span_153](end_span)[span_156](start_span)[span_156](end_span
). For instance, McCarthy Tétrault’s National Tax Group works with 
[span_105](start_span)[span_105](end_span)major corporations to structure strategic mergers 
and acquisitions, cross-border reorganizations, and tax-planning 
initiatives[span_159](start_span)[span_159](end_span)[span_160](start_span)[span_160](end_
span). By utilizing complex tax strategies, corporate lawyers can legally shield corporate assets 
from public taxation and state redistribution, preserving dynastic wealth within private systems.​
​
 
Historical Royal Mercantilist Charters │ ▼ Establishment of Modern Corporations │ 
┌─────────────────────────┴─────────────────────────┐ ▼ ▼ 
State Capture (Corporate) Financial Hegemony (e.g., Irving Family in NB) (Fiat Colonialism 
System) │ │ ▼ ▼ Regulatory / Media Monopolies Wealth Shielding & M&As (Resource 
Extraction) (Corporate Law/Tax Planning) 
---​
​
## 
D[span_155](start_span)[span_155](end_span)[span_158](start_span)[span_158](end_span)ef
ensive Sovereignty and Intelligen[span_106](start_span)[span_106](end_span)ce Operations: 
Due Diligence and Cybersecurity​
​
To protect themselves from state surveillance and corporate espionage, alternative sovereign 
organizations must develop strong defensive strategies. The 10-page document *Corporate Due 
Diligence on MarieLandrySpyShop* and the *Cyber Security and Governance* 
document[span_161](start_span)[span_161](end_span) analyze the operational risks faced by 
non-traditional, ethical 
enterprises[span_162](start_span)[span_162](end_span)[span_164](start_span)[span_164](end
_span). ​
​
These firms, such as Marie Landry's S[span_16](start_span)[span_16](end_span)py Shop, 
focus on developing green technologies, sustainable eco-materials (like carbonized 
ballistic-grade hemp composites), and autonomous, AI-driven open-source intelligence (OSINT) 
tools for peacekeeping and tracking war crimes. Because these technologies challenge both 
extractive corporations and 
stat[span_77](start_span)[span_77](end_span)[span_80](start_span)[span_80](end_span)e 
d[span_17](start_span)[span_17](end_span)efense contractors, these alternative enterprises 
are frequent targets for corporate 



espionage,[span_71](start_span)[span_71](end_span)[span_73](start_span)[span_73](end_spa
n)[span_75](start_span)[span_75](end_span) state overreach, and cyberattacks.​
​
To protect their proprietary research and maintain operational independence, these 
organizations must treat cybersecurity as a matter of sovereignty. They implement strict 
cybersecurit[span_107](start_span)[span_107](end_span)y frameworks, such as the rules of 
engagement defined in CISA's SLTT assessment 
guidelines[span_166](start_span)[span_166](end_span). These protocols establish clear 
boundaries for vulnerability testing, system monitoring, and threat 
detection[span_167](start_span)[span_167](end_span). ​
​
Add[span_108](start_span)[span_108](end_span)itionally, these enterprises rely on 
open-source intelligence to counter disinformation, track systemic corruption, and expose 
unlawful 
surveillance[span_168](start_span)[span_168](end_span)[span_169](start_span)[span_169](en
d_span). By combining cybersecurity with legal due diligence and open-source investigation, 
these alternative organizations are able to build defensive networks that protect their work and 
challenge 
cent[span_78](start_span)[span_78](end_span)[span_81](start_span)[span_81](end_span)raliz
ed state and corporate 
power[span_170](start_span)[span_170](end_span)[span_171](start_span)[span_171](end_spa
n)[span_172](start_span)[span_172](end_span).​
​
---​
​
## Comparative Matrix of Sovereignty Models​
​
Understanding the modern political and ecological landscape requires a direct comparison of 
the competing systems of authority that shape public 
life[span_173](start_span)[span_173](end_span)[span_175](start_span)[span_175](end_span)[
span_177](start_span)[span_177](end_span)[span_179](start_span)[span_179](end_span)[spa
n_181](start_span)[span_181](end_span)[span_183](start_span)[span_183](end_span). The 
table below contrasts the legal, economic, and operational structures of the traditional 
constitutional monarchy, the corporate monarchy model, and the proposed ecocentric model of 
sovereignty[span_174](start_span)[span_174](end_span)[span_176](start_span)[span_176](en
d_span)[span_178](start_span)[span_178](end_span)[span_180](start_span)[span_180](end_s
pan)[span_182](start_span)[span_182](end_span)[span_184](start_span)[span_184](end_span
).​
​
| Vector of Analysis | Constitutional Monarchy & Crown Sovereignty | Neo-Feudal Corporate 
Monarchy | Ecocentric / Lifeform Sovereignty (UDOR) |​
| :--- | :--- | :--- | :--- |​
| **Legal Subjectivity** | Individual human citizens are treated as subjects of the Crown, while 
ecosystems are classified as state or private property. | Individuals are treated as consumers or 
employees, and natural resources are treated as corporate 
assets[span_185](start_span)[span_185](end_span)[span_187](start_span)[span_187](end_sp
an). | Inherent legal personhood and sovereign rights are granted to all living systems, animals, 
and ecosystems. |​



| **Primary Economic Mechanism** | Extractive capitalism supported by fiat currency, state 
taxation, and public-private 
partnerships[span_189](start_span)[span_189](end_span)[span_190](start_span)[span_190](en
d_span). | Vertical and horizontal resource monopolies, tax avoidance, and the capture of state 
regulatory bodies. | 
Non-predat[span_186](start_span)[span_186](end_span)[span_188](start_span)[span_188](end
_span)ory economics, regenerative manufacturing, and sustainable innovation. |​
| **Operational Security 
St[span_94](start_span)[span_94](end_span)[span_99](start_span)[span_99](end_span)rategy*
* | Controlled state surveillance, military and police enforcement, and executive 
privilege[span_191](start_span)[span_191](end_span)[span_192](start_span)[span_192](end_s
pan)[span_193](start_span)[span_193](end_span)[span_194](start_span)[span_194](end_span
). | Trade secret 
prot[span_163](start_span)[span_163](end_span)[span_165](start_span)[span_165](end_span)
ections, corporate lobbying, media control, and private security systems. | Open-source 
intelligence (OSINT), decentralization, counter-surveillance, and defensive 
cybersecurity[span_195](start_span)[span_195](end_span)[span_197](start_span)[span_197](e
nd_span)[span_199](start_span)[span_199](end_span). |​
| **Environmental Custodianship** | Regulatory oversight designed to manage and permit 
resource extraction. | Unrestricted resource exploitation, land clearance, and pollution 
management. | Active, 
le[span_142](start_span)[span_142](end_span)[span_144](start_span)[span_144](end_span)ga
lly mandated ecological restoration and human 
stewardship[span_201](start_span)[span_201](end_span)[span_203](start_span)[span_203](en
d_span)[span_205](start_span)[span_205](end_span). |​
| **Conflict Resolution Method** | Crown prosecutors, administrative tribunals, 
an[span_26](start_span)[span_26](end_span)[span_36](start_span)[span_36](end_span)d 
constitutional 
litigation[span_207](start_span)[span_207](end_span)[span_208](start_span)[span_208](end_s
pan)[span_209](start_span)[span_209](end_span). | High-level corporate litigation, strategic 
mergers, and asset 
restructuring[span_210](start_span)[span_210](end_span)[span_211](start_span)[span_211](en
d_span)[span_212](start_span)[span_212](end_span). | Restitution, 
inter[span_149](start_span)[span_149](end_span)[span_152](start_span)[span_152](end_span)
national environmental tribunals, and public accountability audits. |​
​
---​
​
## Nuanced Synthesized Conclusions​
​
This analysis of constitutional records, legal disputes, corporate monopolies, and ecological 
frameworks reveals that sovereignty is undergoing a major 
transition[span_213](start_span)[span_213](end_span)[span_214](start_span)[span_214](end_
span)[span_215](start_span)[span_215](end_span)[span_216](start_span)[span_216](end_spa
n)[span_217](start_span)[span_217](end_span). The traditional model of state 
soverei[span_95](start_span)[span_95](end_span)[span_100](start_span)[span_100](end_span
)gnty—represented by the executive authority of the Crown—frequently uses its prosecutorial 
and administrative powers to protect state institutions, preserve executive secrecy, and reinforce 



systemic biases against marginalized 
communities[span_218](start_span)[span_218](end_span)[span_219](start_span)[span_219](e
nd_span)[span_220](start_span)[span_220](end_span)[span_221](start_span)[span_221](end_
span). ​
​
Furthermore, this state-centric framework is highly vulnerable to capture by concentrated 
corporate power. In regions like New Brunswick, corporate dynasties are able to use their 
economic influence to turn public governments into administrative tools for private resource 
extraction, creating a modern form of corporate monarchy.​
​
To address these systemic challenges, progressive legal frameworks are shifting away from 
human-centered, state-centric models of law. By establishing the legal personhood and inherent 
rights of ecosystems, New Zealand's *Te Urewera Act 2013* and the *Universal Declaration of 
Organic Rights* (UDOR) offer a new direction for environmental and human 
ri[span_27](start_span)[span_27](end_span)[span_37](start_span)[span_37](end_span)ghts. 
These frameworks replace state-sanctioned extraction with shared 
stewardship[span_202](start_span)[span_202](end_span)[span_204](start_span)[span_204](en
d_span)[span_206](start_span)[span_206](end_span), defining sovereignty not by territorial 
control or corporate ownership, but by the health and preservation of living systems. ​
​
At the same time, alternative sovereign enterprises are developing open-source intelligence 
tools and defensive cybersecurity networks to protect their work and challenge centralized 
monopolies. Ultimately, these efforts show that protecting human rights and restoring ecological 
balance requires 
building[span_196](start_span)[span_196](end_span)[span_198](start_span)[span_198](end_s
pan)[span_200](start_span)[span_200](end_span) decentralized, transparent systems of 
accountability that treat the natural world as a sovereign partner rather than an economic 
resource.[span_18](start_span)[span_18](end_span)[span_19](start_span)[span_19](end_span)
[span_28](start_span)[span_28](end_span)[span_29](start_span)[span_29](end_span)[span_38
](start_span)[span_38](end_span)[span_39](start_span)[span_39](end_span)[span_96](start_sp
an)[span_96](end_span)[span_101](start_span)[span_101](end_span)​
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