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Part I: Laying the Foundation: Monarchy, Law, and
OSINT

1. The Crown, Not the Queen: Deconstructing a Legal Fiction

The entity often referred to in criticisms of British power is not the individual monarch, but a
complex, enduring legal and corporate structure known as "The Crown." This distinction is
paramount. To accuse Queen Elizabeth Il or King Charles Ill of personal criminality is to miss
the fundamental nature of the organization they represent. The Crown is a concept—a legal
fiction—that encapsulates the executive, legislative, and judicial power of the United Kingdom
and its associated realms and territories. It is the core mechanism through which centuries of
imperial power, asset accumulation, and political decisions have been executed and legitimized.

Defining "The Crown" as a Legal and Corporate Entity

In modern British constitutional law, The Crown is a corporation sole, an abstract
personification of the state's power. It is the entity that owns the Crown Estate, initiates legal
proceedings (known as "Regina/Rex v." or "The Crown v."), and enters into treaties. Critically, it
is separate from the person of the monarch, who is merely its temporary physical embodiment
[1]. This legal separation grants the institution a form of perpetual immunity and continuity,
allowing it to transcend individual reigns and evade accountability for historical actions.

The Crown's assets are managed by the Crown Estate, a massive property portfolio that
includes substantial landholdings across the UK, coastal seabed rights, and various lucrative
urban properties. Though the monarch surrenders the revenues of the Crown Estate to the
government, receiving a sovereign grant in return, the ownership remains vested in the Crown
"in right of the Crown" [2]. This financial engine is a direct result of historical acquisitions, many
rooted in colonial conquest and dispossession, making the modern Crown Estate a continuous
beneficiary of the empire's legacy. As of the financial year 2023/2024, the Crown Estate was
valued at over £16 billion and generated a net revenue profit of £442.6 million [3].

The Doctrine of Parliamentary Sovereignty vs. Monarchy's Prerogative

The political architecture of the UK is defined by the principle of Parliamentary Sovereignty,
meaning Parliament is the supreme legal authority that can create or end any law. However, a
significant body of power, known as the Royal Prerogative, remains vested in The Crown,
though now exercised almost entirely by government ministers [4]. This includes powers to
declare war, make treaties, issue passports, and annex territory—all actions central to the
history of colonial expansion and international crimes.

The Prerogative, historically exercised directly by the monarch, was the ultimate tool of colonial
governance and is rooted in the pre-democratic concept of the monarch being the fount of all
justice and law. Even today, the legal system derives its authority from this historical prerogative.
The fact that the ultimate authority for the judiciary, military, and government is still formally the
Crown highlights its continuing role, albeit often symbolic, in legitimizing state action. The
Crown, therefore, acts as the ultimate institutional umbrella for all the actions—both benign and
egregious—of the British state throughout history.



The Challenge to Legal Authority: Inalienable Rights vs. Inherited Power

The central argument of this book lies in challenging the foundational premise of The Crown's
authority. Western constitutional law, rooted in social contract theory and Enlightenment
philosophy, posits that legitimate government authority derives from the consent of the governed
[5]. Even further, this text adopts a perspective of inalienable rights, arguing that true legal
authority does not come from a crown, a monarch, or a government, but from inherent rights to
life, liberty, and sovereignty that are intrinsic to all human beings and nations [6].

The entire monarchical system, and the legal fiction of The Crown, is predicated on the idea of
inherited, divine, or conquest-based authority—a direct and irreconcilable contradiction to
the concept of inalienable rights. When The Crown asserted ownership over territories inhabited
by Native Nations in Canada, Australia, and elsewhere, it did so by overriding the pre-existing,
inherent sovereignty of those peoples. This act of overriding, justified by the Doctrine of
Discovery (discussed in Part Il), is the original crime upon which the empire's wealth and legal
framework are built. The analysis that follows seeks to document how an organization founded
on an illegitimate claim to authority used its legal and financial mechanisms to commit what we
now recognize as international crimes [7].

2. The OSINT Methodology for Historical and Legal Analysis

To dissect the operations of a centuries-old, deliberately opaque institution like the British
Crown, a rigorous and structured approach is essential. This book employs the methodology of
Open-Source Intelligence (OSINT), typically used in contemporary security and investigative
journalism, and adapts it for historical and legal analysis. OSINT is the practice of collecting and
analyzing information from publicly available sources to produce actionable intelligence. Applied
to this topic, it allows for a systematic, evidence-based critique of the Crown's history, moving
beyond mere polemic to documented fact.

Defining OSINT and its Application to Historical Data

OSINT is built on the principle of using information that is legally and openly accessible—though
perhaps not easily found—to piece together a complete and accurate picture. In the context of
investigating the Crown, "open sources" include:
e Public Records: Declassified government documents, parliamentary reports (Hansard),
treaties, and official correspondence.
e Legal Documents: Court transcripts, statutes, royal charters, and historical legal
interpretations.
e Archival Material: University and national archive collections, including digitized
manuscripts and letters.
e Scholarly Works: Peer-reviewed historical, legal, and economic analyses.
e Financial Disclosures: Crown Estate annual reports, historical financial statements, and
corporate registries.
This methodology treats the Crown as a complex network of legal, financial, and political nodes,
using available information to map its structure, its historical decisions, and the resulting impact
[1]. The goal is to establish a clear chain of evidence connecting the abstract legal fiction of
"The Crown" to specific acts of dispossession, violence, and exploitation.



Sourcing and Verifying Historical Records, Treaties, and Legal Documents

The critical challenge in historical OSINT is verification. Colonial history is often documented
by the colonizer, requiring a multi-layered approach to ensure reliability and incorporate
marginalized perspectives.

Cross-Referencing: A key fact—such as a specific land grant or treaty clause—must be
verified against multiple, independent sources. For example, a British colonial office
document must be compared with Indigenous oral histories (where accessible and
appropriate), contemporary newspaper accounts, and records from third parties [2].
Authentication of Treaties: Treaties between The Crown and Indigenous nations are
central to claims of land theft, particularly in Canada. OSINT requires examining the
original treaty texts, records of the negotiation process, and subsequent government
interpretations (e.g., Department of Indian Affairs records) to expose the discrepancy
between the spirit and intent understood by the Indigenous parties and the self-serving
legalistic interpretations of the Crown [3].

Legal Scrutiny: Historical laws and Royal Charters (e.g., establishing the Royal African
Company) are analyzed as direct evidence of The Crown's intent and mechanism of
operation. This includes examining the language used to claim sovereignty (e.g.,
"discovery" or Terra Nullius) and the legal framework that systematically dispossessed
Native Nations of their wealth and autonomy [4].

Navigating Archival Secrecy and Declassified Materials

One of the greatest obstacles is the intentional opacity and secrecy surrounding the Crown's
inner workings. Governments have historically maintained control over sensitive colonial files.

The '"Migrated Archives': A notorious case is the discovery of the 'Migrated Archives' (or
'Hidden Files'), a cache of thousands of highly sensitive colonial-era documents secretly
removed from various colonies (including Kenya, Malaya, and Palestine) just before their
independence in the 1950s and 60s [5]. These documents, which detailed gross human
rights abuses like those during the Mau Mau Uprising, were initially denied by the UK
government, but their existence was revealed through persistent investigative work and
subsequent court cases. These documents, once released, provide incontrovertible
evidence of crimes carried out under the authority of The Crown.

Freedom of Information (FOI): While the FOI Act in the UK has limitations concerning
the monarchy, OSINT relies on its successful use to pressure the release of documents
related to Crown Estate management, the royal family’s financial affairs, and government
communications regarding Commonwealth affairs [6].

Ethical Considerations in Investigating Historical Atrocities

This investigation carries a profound ethical responsibility, particularly in documenting acts of
genocide, slavery, and cultural destruction.

Centering Affected Voices: The analysis must prioritize the perspectives and lived
experiences of the victims of Crown actions, including First Nations, enslaved peoples,
and marginalized communities. Where traditional OSINT often focuses on state actors,
this application intentionally brings Indigenous legal traditions and oral histories into the
evidentiary framework.

Avoiding Sensationalism: The evidence must be presented soberly and accurately,



allowing the facts and the legal/economic connections to speak for themselves. The goal
is academic rigor, not inflammatory rhetoric.

e Inalienable Rights as the Standard: By consistently measuring The Crown's actions
against the non-negotiable standard of inalienable rights, the investigation maintains a
clear moral and legal benchmark, refusing to accept the colonial legal frameworks as
legitimate authority.

In essence, the OSINT framework provides the tools and discipline to expose the British Crown

not just as a historical institution, but as a continuous corporate criminal organization whose
present-day financial and legal status is inextricably linked to its systematic exploitation of global
resources and human populations [7].

Part ll: The Doctrine of Discovery and Land Theft
(Terra Nullius)

3. Origins of Possession: Papal Bulls, Terra Nullius, and the Doctrine
of Discovery

The foundation of the British Crown's global expansion and the subsequent theft of land and
sovereignty did not begin with a military conquest alone; it was enabled by a powerful,
pre-existing legal and theological framework. The initial premise for claiming vast, populated
territories was a set of interlocking concepts: Papal Bulls, the principle of Terra \ Nullius (Empty
Land), and the resulting Doctrine \ of \ Discovery. These three elements formed the intellectual
and legal basis for centuries of colonial dispossession, effectively providing a license for
international crime under the guise of divine and legal authority.

The 15th-Century Papal Bulls and their Legal Legacy

The legal justification for European Christian monarchs to claim sovereignty over non-Christian
lands and peoples originated with the Papacy in the 15th century. Beginning with Pope Nicholas
V's Bull Dum Diversas (1452) and, most notably, Pope Alexander VI's Bull Inter Caetera (1493),
these decrees granted Spain and Portugal the right to "capture, vanquish, and subdue" all
Saracens (Muslims), pagans, and other non-believers, and "to reduce their persons to perpetual
slavery, and to convert to their own use and profit" all their possessions [1].

While the British Crown officially broke with the Catholic Church under Henry VIII, the legal
principle established by these Bulls—that Christian nations had a superior, divinely-sanctioned
right to the lands of non-Christians—was seamlessly adopted and secularized into English
common law [2]. The key takeaway is not the religious fidelity, but the legal precedent that
justified dispossession based on religious difference.

The Concept of Terra Nullius (Empty Land) and its Use in Colonization

Terra \ Nullius, Latin for "nobody's land," is a core component of this colonial legal strategy. It is
the assertion that a territory, though visibly inhabited, is legally "empty" because the Indigenous
inhabitants do not occupy the land in a manner recognized or valued by European
law—typically, by not practicing agriculture, establishing permanent European-style settlements,
or having a recognized monarchical structure [3].



The application of Terra \ Nullius was a conscious act of legal erasure and was fundamental to
the colonization of Australia, parts of Africa, and Canada. In Australia, the doctrine was
enshrined until the landmark Mabo v Queensland (No 2) case in 1992, which finally overturned
it, recognizing pre-existing Native Title [4]. The Crown's use of Terra \ Nullius was not an
accident of legal interpretation but a deliberate mechanism to:
e Invalidate Indigenous Sovereignty: It stripped Native Nations of any recognized legal
standing or ownership claims.
e Justify Free Acquisition: It allowed the Crown to claim title to vast tracts of land—and all
the underlying resources—without the necessity of purchase or negotiation, treating the
land as if it were unowned and ripe for the taking.

Case Study: The Royal Proclamation of 1763 and Subsequent Land Seizures

The Doctrine \ of \ Discovery became the Anglo-American legal synthesis of the Papal Bulls
and Terra \ Nullius. It posits that the European power whose ships first "discovered" a land
previously unknown to other Christians gained a sovereign right to the land, while the
Indigenous inhabitants retained a mere right of occupancy [5].

The Royal Proclamation of 1763, issued by King George IlI following the Seven Years' War, is
a key document that both affirmed and subtly manipulated the Doctrine within North America
(specifically the territory of "New France" acquired in the war) [6].

e Recognition of Title (Superficial): The Proclamation acknowledged that Indigenous
peoples held title to their lands and prohibited private individuals from buying land directly
from them. Only the Crown could purchase or accept land cessions.

e Assertion of Pre-emption (The True Crime): By reserving the exclusive right of
purchase to the Crown, the Proclamation solidified the Doctrine of Discovery. The Crown
unilaterally asserted the underlying title (radical \ title) to all of the land and established
itself as the sole legal authority over Indigenous land. This was a sophisticated
mechanism of land theft, converting inherent Indigenous sovereignty into a mere tenant
status under the ultimate authority of The Crown.

This process was systematic and massive:

e |n Canada, this legal framework led to the Crown securing title to the vast majority of the
country through a combination of treaties (often negotiated under duress and
subsequently broken) and unilateral assertion of sovereignty over untreatied territories.

e The wealth generated from the sale of these lands, and the subsequent resource
extraction, formed a key financial pillar of the Crown and the British Empire [7].

The Doctrine of Discovery, therefore, is not merely a historical footnote but the original OSINT
artifact revealing the British Crown as an organization founded on a legal premise of racial and
religious superiority, systematically exploiting that premise to steal land and wealth from Native
Nations globally.

4. The Canadian Case Study: Treaties, Reserves, and Resource
Extraction

Canada, as the largest landmass among the Commonwealth realms, serves as a quintessential
case study of the British Crown's systematic land theft and cultural genocide executed under the
guise of legal process. The relationship between the Crown and Indigenous peoples in
Canada—First Nations, Inuit, and Métis—is a history of broken promises, legislated



marginalization, and the ongoing, profitable extraction of resources from unceded or
unjustly acquired lands.

Broken Treaties: An Analysis of Promises Made and Broken with First Nations

The legal landscape of Canada is defined by a series of historical treaties (pre- and
post-Confederation) signed between the Crown and various Indigenous Nations. These treaties
were intended by the First Nations to be agreements of peaceful co-existence, shared land use,
and mutual obligation [1]. The Crown, however, viewed them primarily as land cession
agreements—Ilegal instruments to extinguish Indigenous Title and clear the way for European
settlement and resource development, all under the legal fiction established by the Doctrine of
Discovery.

OSINT analysis of the treaty texts, accompanying historical records, and oral histories reveals a
consistent pattern of deliberate misrepresentation and bad faith by the Crown's representatives:
e Land vs. Use: Indigenous parties understood the agreements as sharing the land (use

rights), while the Crown interpreted them as an outright sale (fee simple title) [2].

e "As Long as the Sun Shines": Many treaties were promised to last "as long as the sun
shines, the grass grows, and the rivers flow," an assurance of perpetual obligation that the
Crown has repeatedly abrogated or unilaterally reinterpreted through subsequent
legislation.

e Financial Disparity: The exchange for millions of acres of resource-rich land was often
meager: small annual payments (annuities), a few tools, and the creation of
reserves—small, fractionated plots of land that were typically poor in quality and
designed to limit the traditional economic and sustenance activities of the Nations.

The current financial value of the land and resource wealth controlled by the Crown (via the
federal government) as a result of these broken treaties vastly outweighs the negligible
historical and ongoing payments to Indigenous Nations, demonstrating the enormous, ongoing
financial profit realized by the Crown entity and the Canadian state [3].

The Residential School System as a Tool of Cultural Genocide and Land
Clearance

Perhaps the most egregious international crime committed under the authority of the Crown in
Canada was the Residential School System. While the day-to-day operation was often
delegated to religious denominations (Anglican, Catholic, United, etc.), the system was
mandated, funded, and ultimately controlled by the Crown-in-Council (the Government of
Canada).
The schools were not merely an unfortunate attempt at education; they were a deliberate,
legislated policy of cultural genocide aimed at eliminating Indigenous identity and thus
removing any inherent claim to sovereignty or land [4]. The official objective, as articulated by
Deputy Superintendent General of Indian Affairs D.C. Scott, was to "get rid of the Indian
problem"” [5].
Concrete statistics and facts underscore the scale of this crime:
e Over 150,000 First Nations, Inuit, and Métis children were forcibly removed from their
families and placed in the schools between the 1870s and 1996.
e The Truth and Reconciliation Commission of Canada (TRC) identified the systemic nature
of abuse: physical, sexual, and psychological.
e The TRC identified at least 4,100 children who died in the schools due to neglect,



disease, and abuse, though the true number is believed to be significantly higher,
evidenced by the recent discoveries of unmarked graves on former school sites [6].

e The TRC concluded that the system amounted to cultural genocide under the definition
of the United Nations Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of
Genocide, though the federal government has resisted a formal legal declaration of
genocide [7].

This system was an integral part of the land-theft mechanism: by destroying the cultural and
social structures of Indigenous societies, the Crown sought to weaken their ability to govern
themselves and challenge the Crown’s assertion of ultimate title over their territories.

The Ongoing Legal Battles over Aboriginal Title and Resource Rights

The legacy of the Crown's historical actions is a continuing crisis reflected in modern legal
battles over Aboriginal Title and resource rights. Even today, the Canadian government and
Crown corporations extract billions in resources—timber, oil, natural gas, and minerals—from
lands where Aboriginal Title has never been ceded or extinguished by treaty.

Key legal developments highlight the continued resistance against the Crown's authority:

e The Delgamuukw \ v\ British \ Columbia (1997) and Tsilhqot’in \ Nation \ v \ British \
Columbia (2014) Supreme Court of Canada decisions have provided crucial, though
limited, legal recognition of Aboriginal Title and the requirement for "consultation and
accommodation" prior to resource development [8].

e The Tsilhqot'in case marked the first-ever declaration of Aboriginal Title to a specific
tract of land in Canada, directly challenging the Crown's historical presumption of ultimate
ownership.

The persistence of these legal battles, the national trauma of the Residential School system,
and the stark socioeconomic disparities on reserves are all directly traceable to the foundational
illegitimacy of the Crown's claims to sovereignty and its use of the legal system (such as the
Indian Act) to systematically disempower Native Nations for the financial benefit of the Canadian
state and the Crown entity it serves.

Part lll: Crimes Against Humanity and Systematic
Exploitation

5. The Institution of Slavery and the Crown's Financial Gain

The Transatlantic Slave Trade was one of the largest state-sponsored criminal enterprises in
history, and the British Crown, far from being a distant or reluctant participant, was an active
investor, protector, and beneficiary. The Crown's deep involvement in the institution of
slavery reveals a systematic organization dedicated to the exploitation of human life for
massive, unprecedented financial gain, demonstrating a clear case of international crimes
against humanity.

The Royal African Company (RAC) and Direct Monarchical Involvement
The clearest evidence of direct Crown involvement lies in the establishment and protection of

the Royal African Company (RAC).
e Royal Charter: The RAC was founded in 1660 and re-established with a new charter in



1672 by King Charles Il. The Crown did not merely tolerate the slave trade; it gave a
Royal Charter—the highest form of state endorsement—to a joint-stock company whose
sole purpose was the forced procurement and sale of enslaved African people [1].

Direct Patronage: The Company was headed by the monarch's brother, James, Duke of
York (later King James Il). This direct, high-level royal patronage was not symbolic; it
ensured the RAC had a state-backed monopoly over the British trade in West African
gold, ivory, and, most crucially, slaves.

Scale of the Crime: Between 1672 and 1713, the RAC forcibly transported an estimated
300,000 to 450,000 enslaved Africans across the Atlantic [2]. The company's logo,
featuring an elephant and a castle, was branded onto the bodies of the enslaved
people—a physical mark of the Crown's corporate ownership.

Crown Revenue: The Crown benefited directly from the duties and taxes levied on the
trade, as well as indirectly through the massive wealth generated in the colonies (sugar,
tobacco, cotton) that relied entirely on the forced labor facilitated by the RAC.

The Crown's official documents—the Charters—serve as OSINT proof of the institutional
machinery created to carry out the crime of enslavement.

The Scale of the Transatlantic Slave Trade and the Crown's Profit

The Crown's involvement extended beyond the RAC. Once the monopoly was broken, the entire
British economy was saturated with wealth derived from the slave system.

Total Numbers: Britain was the world's leading transporter of enslaved people, with
British ships carrying approximately 3.1 million enslaved Africans to the Americas and
the Caribbean between the 16th and 19th centuries [3]. This enterprise was actively
protected by the Royal Navy, which defended slave ships, protected colonial assets, and
enforced the plantation system.

The Caribbean Cash Cow: The wealth generated by sugar and other commodities in the
Caribbean colonies was staggering. By the mid-18th century, the profits from the slave
trade and the plantations were so enormous that historian Eric Williams argued they were
a key component of the capital financing the British Industrial Revolution [4].

Financial Legacy: The Bank of England and major financial institutions like Lloyds of
London and Barclays have been historically linked to the financing and insurance of the
slave trade and plantations, demonstrating that the financial superstructure over which the
Crown nominally presided was deeply corrupted by slave wealth [5]. This created an
undeniable, enduring financial benefit to the Crown's legal entity and the British
aristocracy.

The "Compensation” to Slave Owners, not the Enslaved: A Financial Analysis

The moment of "abolition" in 1833-1838 represents one of the most remarkable acts of financial
injustice and state-sanctioned theft in the Crown's history, revealing where its true loyalties lay.

The Crown Paid the Criminals: The Slavery Abolition Act 1833 allocated £20 million
(equivalent to approximately 40% of the entire annual government expenditure at the
time, or billions in today's money) to compensate the slave owners for their "loss of
property" [6].

The Slave Owners' Bailout: This unprecedented government bailout was paid not to the
enslaved people—who received nothing and were often forced into an "apprenticeship"
system that extended their forced labor—but to the wealthy plantation owners, aristocratic



families, and institutions that had profited from the crimes against humanity.

e The Financial Mechanism: The money for this compensation was raised through a
massive government loan, the debt for which was not fully paid off by British taxpayers
until 2015 [7]. This means that successive generations of British citizens, until very
recently, were repaying the debt taken out to financially reward the perpetrators of slavery.

OSINT has recently revealed the specific beneficiaries of this compensation, including
ancestors of prominent British families and royal connections, solidifying the claim that the
Crown entity, through its government, protected and financially indemnified the criminals who
perpetrated the slave trade [8].

The Crown's actions—from chartering the RAC to protecting the trade with its Navy to financially
rewarding the slave owners upon "abolition"—demonstrate that it operated as an essential,
high-level component of a systematic international crime. The legacy of stolen labor and land
continues to underpin the wealth of the Crown Estate and the United Kingdom.

6. Genocide and Mass Atrocities in the Commonwealth

The assertion of the British Crown as a criminal organization is supported not only by its role in
slavery and land theft but also by direct acts of mass atrocity and systematic violence, often
amounting to genocide and crimes against humanity, committed under its ultimate authority
during the 20th century. These incidents were often the result of deliberate policy decisions
made by the colonial administration to maintain control and suppress anti-colonial movements,
demonstrating a consistent disregard for human life and international law.

The Bengal Famine (1943): Policy Decisions and Culpability

The Bengal Famine of 1943 in British-ruled India (part of the Crown's Empire) resulted in an
estimated 2.1 to 3 million deaths from starvation, disease, and malnutrition [1]. This was not a
natural disaster alone but a disaster exacerbated, if not directly caused, by wartime policy
decisions made by the colonial government, acting under the Crown's ultimate authority.
OSINT and historical research point to systemic culpability:

e Export Policy: Despite the famine raging in Bengal, the Crown's administration, led by
Prime Minister Winston Churchill, maintained a policy of exporting significant quantities
of rice and other grains from India to support the British war effort and stockpiles [2].

e Refusal of Aid: Churchill and his War Cabinet repeatedly and deliberately rejected urgent
requests from India’s Viceroy, Lord Wavell, and from governments like the United States
and Canada, to send emergency food relief to Bengal [3]. Churchill infamously blamed the
famine on the Indians themselves for "breeding like rabbits" [4].

e Hoarding and Inflation: The government's purchasing policies and military hoarding of
supplies drove up food prices, making the available grain inaccessible to the poorest in
Bengal, essentially condemning them to death.

While the legal charge of genocide requires a demonstrated "intent to destroy, in whole or in
part, a national, ethnical, racial or religious group," the deliberate, policy-driven rejection of aid
and continued export of food, knowing millions would die, amounts to a crime against
humanity and a willful, reckless destruction of a racial group by a governing power [5]. The
ultimate authority for the administration responsible for this policy lay with The Crown.

The Mau Mau Uprising in Kenya: Detention Camps, Torture, and Suppression



The brutal suppression of the Mau Mau Uprising (1952—-1960) in the Crown Colony of Kenya
stands as a clear-cut case of crimes against humanity. The Crown's colonial administration
reacted to the revolt against colonial land seizure and systemic racism with overwhelming,
state-sanctioned violence.

Concrete evidence from recently declassified 'Migrated Archives' (discussed in Chapter 2)
confirms the systematic nature of the atrocities:

e System of Detention Camps: The colonial government imprisoned an estimated 1.5
million Kikuyu—nearly the entire population of the tribe—in a vast system of heavily
guarded detention camps and 'emergency villages.' This was a concentration camp
system designed to break the will of the population [6].

e Systematic Torture: Official documents and survivor testimonies proved that torture was
systematic, widespread, and officially sanctioned. Techniques included burning, sexual
violence (including castration), and forcing detainees to consume soil, all intended to
extract confessions or information [7].

e Extra-Judicial Killings: Thousands of Kikuyu were executed. While the official death toll
for detainees was low, survivors and historians estimate that tens of thousands died from
disease, starvation, and direct violence in the camps [8].

In 2013, the British government—acting on behalf of The Crown—settled a lawsuit brought by
Mau Mau survivors, paying £19.9 million in compensation to over 5,000 victims and making a
statement of "sincere regret." Critically, the UK government did not apologize and did not accept
legal liability, thus protecting The Crown from a precedent-setting admission of guilt for crimes
against humanity [9].

Case Studies from Australia, New Zealand, and other Former Colonies

The pattern of mass atrocity, driven by a desire for land and resource control, is visible across
the Commonwealth:

e Australia (The Frontier Wars): From the late 18th to the early 20th century, thousands of
Aboriginal Australians were killed in systematic massacres by colonial police, settlers, and
paramilitary forces operating under the Crown's protection and authority to clear land for
settlement. The violence was often state-sponsored, with Indigenous resistance being
met with overwhelming force [10].

e New Zealand (The New Zealand Wars): The Crown's government and military engaged
in conflicts (known as the Land Wars) from the 1840s to the 1870s to forcibly confiscate
Maori land, often in direct violation of the Treaty of Waitangi. Thousands of Maori were
killed, and massive tracts of land were seized under the pretense of "rebellion" [11].

These episodes, documented through declassified files, court testimony, and historical records,
provide compelling evidence that the British Crown, as a governing entity, routinely employed
methods of mass violence, systematic torture, and policy-driven neglect that today would be
classified as international crimes against humanity, consistently putting the goal of imperial profit
and control above human life.

Part IV: Economic and Environmental Warfare

7. The Financial Engine: Usury, Debt, and Structural Adjustment

The British Crown’s colonial project was fundamentally an economic one, transitioning from



direct land and labor exploitation to a more sophisticated, though equally damaging, system of
financial control. This system relies on state-backed financial institutions to exert economic
dominance, forcing nations into cycles of debt, extracting wealth through usurious practices, and
employing economic warfare—a phenomenon that has evolved into modern neo-colonialism
through structural adjustment and trade impositions.

The Role of the Bank of England and Crown-Linked Financial Institutions in
Global Debt

The Bank of England (BoE), the central bank of the United Kingdom, operates under a Royal
Charter and serves as the financial pillar of the Crown entity. Its historical role was instrumental
in financing imperial wars, managing the national debt, and establishing the gold standard,
which cemented London's position as the financial center of the world [1].

e Financing Empire: The BoE facilitated the massive borrowing necessary for the Crown
to fund its military expansions and colonial administrations, effectively externalizing the
cost of empire while internalizing the profits among the Crown-linked aristocracy and
merchant class.

e Usury and Sovereign Debt: As colonies gained independence, many inherited
significant debts incurred by the colonial administration for projects primarily benefiting the
colonizer. The terms of these loans, often managed through Crown-linked institutions,
were (and remain) frequently usurious, trapping newly independent nations in a
perpetual cycle of sovereign debt [2]. This ensures that a portion of the developing
nation’s wealth is constantly flowing back to the financial centers in London.

e Modern Ties: Today, the City of London—the financial district—continues to host
countless banks and corporations whose origins and wealth are inextricably linked to the
historical profits of the Empire (e.g., from the slave trade and colonial extraction, as noted
in Chapter 5). The regulatory and legal framework that allows this wealth to operate with
minimal taxation or scrutiny is ultimately sanctioned by The Crown.

The Opium Wars and Forced Economic Penetration of Non-Western Nations

The Opium Wars (1839-1842 and 1856—1860) represent one of the clearest examples of the
British Crown utilizing military force to impose a financially exploitative and criminal trade upon a
sovereign nation.

e Forced Drug Trade: The British East India Company (operating under a Crown Charter)
and British traders wanted to correct a massive trade imbalance with China (Qing
Dynasty), which demanded payment in silver for its tea and silks. The solution was the
systematic, large-scale smuggling of opium—produced on Crown-controlled land in
India—into China [3].

e Economic Warfare: When the Chinese government attempted to enforce its anti-drug
laws and seized British opium stores, the Crown responded with two full-scale military
invasions. The resulting treaties, like the Treaty of Nanking (1842), were termed "unequal
treaties™:

o China was forced to pay a massive indemnity (financial penalty) to cover the cost
of the seized opium and the war itself.

o China was forced to cede Hong Kong and open multiple treaty ports to British
trade, effectively legalizing the drug trade and ensuring British merchants could
operate outside Chinese law [4].



This was a crime of forced economic penetration and market manipulation backed by state
military power, illustrating how the Crown prioritized illicit trade profit over the sovereignty and
well-being of millions of people.

Modern Financial Exploitation and Neo-Colonialism via Commonwealth Ties

While the Empire has dissolved, the economic mechanisms of control persist, largely channeled
through the structures and influence of the Commonwealth and multilateral financial
organizations where the UK holds sway. This modern form of exploitation is known as
neo-colonialism.

e Structural Adjustment: Institutions like the International Monetary Fund (IMF) and the
World Bank, heavily influenced by the UK and other former colonial powers, impose
"Structural Adjustment Programs (SAPs)" on developing nations in debt. These
programs mandate cuts to public spending (healthcare, education), privatization of state
assets, and deregulation—all policies that typically benefit multinational corporations
headquartered in the Global North, including the UK [5].

e The Commonwealth as a Financial Lever: The Commonwealth of Nations, with The
Crown as its head, acts as a political and economic forum that helps maintain the
influence and advantageous trade relationships for the UK. The UK often leverages these
relationships to secure favorable access to resources and markets in former colonies,
perpetuating the old economic hierarchy [6].

e Tax Havens: The vast network of Crown Dependencies and British Overseas Territories
(e.g., Cayman lIslands, British Virgin Islands) serves as a global hub for tax evasion and
illicit financial flows. These territories enable global corporations and wealthy individuals
to shelter trillions in assets, often money derived from resource extraction and corruption
in developing nations. The ultimate legal authority over these territories rests with The
Crown, making it the ultimate guarantor of this shadow financial system [7].

The financial crimes of the Crown have simply adapted, shifting from the direct seizure of goods
and labor to the systematic capture of national economies through debt, market force, and the
creation of legal havens for illicit wealth, all of which are managed through entities connected to
the highest levels of the British state and its nominal head, The Crown.

8. Environmental Destruction as a Feature of Imperialism

The pursuit of imperial profit, sanctioned by the British Crown, treated the environment of
colonized territories not as a shared ecosystem but as an inexhaustible store of resources.
This mindset resulted in an unparalleled scale of environmental destruction, resource
depletion, and lasting ecological damage that often paralleled the exploitation of human
populations. For Native Nations, the destruction of the environment was a direct attack on their
culture, sovereignty, and way of life, making ecological damage a component of the broader
international crime of genocide and dispossession.

Resource Extraction and Unregulated Mining Practices in Colonial Territories

The primary objective of colonial economic policy was the rapid, maximized extraction of raw
materials to fuel British industry and trade. The Crown, through its colonial administrators and
chartered companies, established a framework that actively encouraged environmental
exploitation without regulation or regard for sustainability.



e Mining Concessions: Massive mining concessions for gold, diamonds, tin, coal, and
copper were granted, often forcibly, by colonial administrations over Indigenous
objections. The Crown's legal authority superseded any local land-use practices or
environmental concerns.

o In India and South Africa, extensive coal mining led to massive deforestation,
water pollution, and the displacement of communities [1].

o In the Congo Basin and West Africa, rubber, timber, and mineral extraction led to
ecological collapse in critical regions.

e Ecological Transformation: The introduction of cash crops like cotton, tea, and sugar,
grown for export, required the clearing of native forests and the imposition of
monoculture farming. This dramatically reduced biodiversity, degraded soil health, and
made local populations more vulnerable to famine when global commodity prices dropped
(as seen in the Bengal Famine, Chapter 6) [2].

e Water Exploitation: Massive irrigation projects (e.g., in Punjab, India) were implemented
to serve colonial agricultural needs, often leading to the salinization of soil, displacement
of Indigenous water systems, and the creation of long-term environmental crises that
persist today.

This systematic process of environmental plunder was not an unintended side effect; it was the
defining feature of colonial resource management, directly backed by the legal and military
power of the Crown.

The Long-Term Environmental Impact of British Infrastructure and War

The colonial project also left a devastating physical legacy through its infrastructure and war
efforts, the environmental costs of which were entirely borne by the colonized nations.

e Railway Construction: The vast network of railways built across India, Canada, and
Africa were designed solely to facilitate the movement of raw materials from the interior to
the colonial ports. Construction often involved the unchecked deforestation of massive
tracts of land for timber sleepers and fuel, contributing significantly to local climate change
and habitat loss [3].

e Pollution and Toxic Waste: Military bases, industrial centers, and ports built by the
colonial administration were often sites of heavy pollution with little to no environmental
regulation. Long after independence, former colonies are left with the clean-up burden of
military dumping, unexploded ordnance, and toxic industrial waste, much of it related to
British wartime activities and post-war disposals [4].

e Biological Disruption: The intentional or accidental introduction of invasive species
(e.g., the spread of certain plants and animals) severely disrupted native ecosystems,
further compounding the vulnerability of Indigenous food systems and traditional land
management practices.

The Climate Debt: Demands for Reparations for Historical Emissions

The most profound, global-scale environmental crime is the Climate Debt. The Industrial
Revolution, which was largely financed by the wealth and resources extracted from the colonies
(Chapter 5), fundamentally changed the global climate system.
e Historical Emissions: The Crown and the UK are responsible for a disproportionately
large share of historical global greenhouse gas emissions, generated from the exploitation
of coal and other fossil fuels during the 18th, 19th, and 20th centuries [5]. This



carbon-intensive industrialization was powered by colonial resources and cheap (or slave)
labor.

e Disproportionate Impact: Developing nations, including many former British colonies,
are now facing the most catastrophic consequences of climate change (sea-level rise,
extreme weather, desertification) despite having contributed minimally to the historical
emissions that caused it.

e The Demand for Reparations: Activists and some developing nation governments have
increasingly argued for a Climate Debt or Climate Reparations—a formal demand that
historically high-emitting nations like the UK provide massive financial and technological
transfers to vulnerable nations to help them adapt to the climate crisis [6]. This is viewed
as a form of restitution for the Crown's centuries-long plunder and pollution that created
the global crisis.

The Crown's historical and contemporary role, as the legal and political guarantor of an
industrial system that monetized the destruction of ecosystems globally, frames this as an
ecological international crime, directly linked to the organization's quest for ultimate wealth and
power.

Part V: Conclusion and Recourse

9. The Modern Monarchy: Accountability and Immunity

In the present day, The Crown continues to operate as an immense, complex, and privileged
entity. Despite the end of the Empire, the legal fiction of The Crown shields the institution and its
members from the full extent of accountability for both historical and contemporary actions.
Investigating the modern monarchy requires a look at its legal immunities, its refusal to pay
reparations, and its continued role as the legal entity for the massive Crown Estate.

Legal Immunity and the Challenge of International Courts

A core tenet of the British constitutional monarchy is the concept of Sovereign Immunity, which
derives from the historical notion that "the King can do no wrong" (Rex \ non \ potest \
peccare).

e Personal Immunity: The reigning monarch (King Charles lll) is legally immune from civil
or criminal proceedings in the UK and cannot be arrested or subjected to legal process
[1]. While this applies to the person, it has the effect of protecting the entire institution
from direct scrutiny.

e The Crown Proceedings Act 1947: This Act allowed legal claims to be brought against
the Crown (i.e., the government), but it contained critical exclusions. It does not allow
claims against the monarch in a personal capacity and, crucially, provides wide legal
defenses for historical actions, particularly those taken under the Royal Prerogative in
colonial administration [2].

e International Law Challenge: The Crown has never been successfully brought before an
international criminal tribunal (e.g., the International Criminal Court, ICC) for its historical
crimes.

o Statute of Limitations: Many historical crimes (slavery, early colonial genocides)
predate the formation of modern international human rights and criminal law
conventions (like the 1948 Genocide Convention and the 1998 Rome Statute of the



ICC) [3].
o Jurisdiction: The ICC can only prosecute individuals, not states or institutions, and
only for crimes committed after its 2002 inception. Even for more recent atrocities
(like the Mau Mau torture, Chapter 6), the UK government has utilized financial
settlements and admissions of "regret" (not liability) to prevent full judicial
examination and protect the broader institution of The Crown.
The legal architecture has been carefully maintained to ensure that the vast, abstract entity
known as The Crown remains perpetually beyond the reach of comprehensive legal
accountability.

Calls for Reparations and Restitution of Stolen Artifacts and Land

The call for reparations and restitution is the most potent current challenge to the legitimacy
of the Crown. This movement seeks to translate the moral and historical evidence of
international crimes into tangible financial and material justice.

e Reparations for Slavery: The Caribbean Community (CARICOM) has established a
Reparations Commission, formally demanding that former colonial powers, including the
UK and The Crown, engage in negotiations for comprehensive reparations to address the
enduring economic damage caused by slavery [4]. Arguments are based on the financial
analysis that the Crown compensated the slave owners but not the enslaved (Chapter 5).

e Restitution of Artifacts: The world’s major museums, many of which have ties to the
Crown (e.g., the British Museum), hold countless artifacts that were looted or improperly
acquired during the colonial era, including the Benin Bronzes, the Parthenon Marbles,
and numerous Indigenous cultural items.

o Many of these items were seized by force or under duress. The legal refusal to
return them is a continuation of the Crown’s historical crime of cultural theft, treating
sovereign cultural heritage as an asset of the British state [5].

e Land and Resource Restitution: In Commonwealth realms like Canada and Australia,
the ongoing legal battles (Chapter 4) for Aboriginal Title and resource compensation are
fundamentally demands for the Crown to relinquish the illegitimate title to land it acquired
through the Doctrine of Discovery and broken treaties.

The Future of the Crown Estate and its Assets

The Crown Estate is the financial embodiment of the historical crimes detailed in this book. Its
assets, valued at over £16 billion (2023/2024), including vast land holdings, urban properties,
and the lucrative rights to the UK's coastal seabed (for offshore renewable energy), represent
the continuous, uninterrupted profit stream derived from the imperial legacy [6].

e Crown Estate Act 1961: The current legal framework dictates that the Crown Estate is
not the private property of the monarch but is held "in right of the Crown." Its revenue is
surrendered to the Treasury, in return for the Sovereign Grant (a percentage of the
Estate's net revenue, currently 15-25%), which funds the monarch's official duties [7].

e Ethical Challenge: The ethical crisis lies in the fact that the revenue of the modern British
state and the funding for the monarchy are derived from an estate built on historical theft
(land) and crimes (slavery and exploitation). The profits from massive wind farms off the
coast of Scotland, for example, flow into an entity whose ownership is traced back to an
illegitimate claim of sovereignty over the entire territory.

e Divestment and Redirection: The ultimate financial accountability for the Crown must



involve a full forensic audit of the Crown Estate’s origins and a call for its assets—or a
significant percentage of its revenues—to be divested and redirected into a global
reparations fund for the communities and nations damaged by its creation.
The modern Crown, therefore, is not merely a historical relic; it is a continuous corporate
entity that actively manages and profits from the stolen capital and assets of the colonial era,
protected by layers of legal immunity and state-sanctioned denial.

10. Authority Redefined: The Primacy of Inalienable Rights

The investigation of the British Crown as a criminal enterprise ultimately returns to the core
philosophical and legal premise: the source of legitimate authority. This book argues that the
Crown’s actions—Iland theft, genocide, slavery, and economic exploitation—were not just
morally wrong but were fundamentally illegal from their inception because they violated
inalienable rights that precede and supersede any claim to power made by a crown, a
government, or a legal fiction.

Philosophical and Legal Arguments for Rights Preceding Government

The concept of inalienable rights—rights inherent to all individuals simply by virtue of being
human—is a foundational principle of modern liberal democracy, articulated by Enlightenment
philosophers and enshrined in documents like the U.S. Declaration of Independence and the
UN Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR) [1].

e Lockean Theory: Thinkers like John Locke argued that all individuals possess natural
rights (life, liberty, and property) that exist in a "state of nature" and are not granted by the
government. Governments are legitimate only if they protect these rights, based on the
consent of the governed [2].

e The Crown's lllegitimacy: The entire architecture of the Crown's authority is based on a
direct rejection of this premise. It claims authority through inherited divine right or
conquest (the Doctrine of Discovery), which asserts a superior right of the monarch to
grant or withhold title, sovereignty, and liberty. By imposing its will upon Indigenous
Nations and enslaved peoples without consent, The Crown operated on a fundamentally
illegitimate legal premise.

e Sovereignty as a Right: For nations, the equivalent of the individual’s inalienable right to
liberty is the inalienable right to sovereignty—the right to self-determination and control
over one's territory and resources. The Crown’s acts of colonization were, by definition,
violations of this fundamental right, making them international crimes regardless of what
English Common Law stipulated at the time [3].

Reclaiming Sovereignty: Grassroots Movements and Indigenous Jurisprudence

The rejection of the Crown's authority is not merely an academic exercise; it is the driving force
behind global movements for decolonization, reparations, and justice. These movements center
on the assertion of inherent, pre-existing sovereignty.

e Indigenous Jurisprudence: In Canada, Australia, and New Zealand, Indigenous legal
traditions (Indigenous \ Jurisprudence) are gaining recognition as a source of law that is
equal to, and pre-dates, the Crown's common law [4]. This jurisprudence is rooted in the
concept of a perpetual, sacred relationship between the people and the land, which
cannot be extinguished by a foreign crown's decree.



e The Power of Recognition: The United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous
Peoples (UNDRIP), while non-binding, affirms the inherent rights to self-determination,
lands, territories, and resources of Indigenous peoples [5]. This international framework is
a powerful tool to challenge the legitimacy of Crown-based land claims globally,
essentially validating the foundational illegality of colonial land title.

e Reparations and Truth Telling: Grassroots movements are pushing not just for financial
reparations but for a radical Truth and Reconciliation process that acknowledges The
Crown's role as a criminal organization and leads to fundamental constitutional change,
including the abolition of the monarchy in former colonies and a re-framing of state
authority based on inalienable rights [6].

Final Synthesis: The Crown as a Criminal Enterprise and the Path Forward

Through the OSINT analysis, this book has documented the systemic nature of the British
Crown’s operation, revealing a continuous organizational structure—the legal fiction—that
engineered and profited from:

e Systematic Land Theft (Doctrine \ of \ Discovery, Terra Nullius, Broken Treaties)

e Crimes Against Humanity (The Slave Trade, Mau Mau Torture, Residential Schools)

e Economic Exploitation (Usury, Opium Wars, Neo-Colonial Debt Structures)

e Ecological Destruction (Unregulated Resource Extraction, Climate Debt)

The Crown, acting through its government and financial entities, leveraged its legal supremacy
to commit these acts while simultaneously constructing a legal shield of Sovereign Immunity to
evade accountability.

The path forward is one of Redefinition and Restitution:

e Legal Redefinition: A global, formal recognition that the authority of The Crown, built
upon the denial of inalienable rights, is fundamentally illegitimate.

e Financial Restitution: The comprehensive auditing, seizure, and redirection of assets
from the Crown Estate into global reparations funds for the communities and nations
whose labor and resources created that wealth.

e Constitutional Re-anchoring: The eventual removal of the monarchy as the nominal
head of state in former colonies and the re-anchoring of state constitutions on the
principles of inherent, inalienable, and fully recognized human and national rights.

The power to challenge the Crown does not lie in begging for grace from the monarch, but in
recognizing that true legal authority lies within the sovereignty of the individual and the nation,
independent of any crown or government. This truth is the ultimate tool for dismantling the
legacy of this criminal organization.

Back Matter

Appendices
Appendix A: Excerpts from the Papal Bull Inter Caetera (1493)

Key Latin and English translations illustrating the original religious and legal basis for Christian
monarchical claim over non-Christian lands.
Latin Excerpt (Selected Phrases):



"...populos dictas insulas et terras sic inventas et inveniendas ad Christianam fidem recipi et ad
cultum divinum induci debeant..." "...auctoritate omnipotentis Dei nobis in beato Petro concessa,
ac vicariatus lesu Christi, qua fungimur in terris..."

English Translation (Summarized Intent):

"...the peoples of the said discovered and to be discovered islands and lands should be
received into the Christian faith and led to Divine worship..." "...by the authority of Aimighty God
granted to us in blessed Peter, and of the vicarship of Jesus Christ, which we exercise on
earth... we give, grant, and assign forever... all islands and mainlands discovered and to be

discovered..."

Appendix B: Select Clauses from the Royal African Company Charter
(1672)

Direct evidence of royal endorsement of the slave trade.
Clause Summary (Paraphrased from Charter):

e Grant of Monopoly: Grants to the Company, their successors, and assigns, the sole,
entire, and only trade and traffic into and from Africa, between the port of Sallee in
South Barbary and the Cape of Good Hope, for the term of 1,000 years.

e Sovereign Right: Grants the right to erect forts, factories, and settlements, and to send
ships of war for the defense of the said trade and the subjugation of any native princes
who shall infringe the said trade.

e Commodity List: Specifies the right to trade in gold, silver, Negroes, slaves, goods, and
all other commodities whatsoever.

Appendix C: Financial Summary of the Crown Estate (2023/2024)

Consolidated statement detailing the value and revenue streams of the Crown Estate,
representing current profits derived from historical acquisitions [3].

Metric Value (2023/2024) Source/Basis

Total Property Value £16.1 Billion Includes rural land, Windsor
Estate, urban properties, and
the seabed.

Net Revenue Profit £442.6 Million Annual revenue surrendered to
the Treasury.

Sovereign Grant (Monarchy [£86.3 Million 15% of the net revenue profit

Funding) (though temporarily capped at
25% for essential repairs).

Key Revenue Stream Offshore Energy Rights Leasing the seabed for wind
farms; a right derived from
historical Crown sovereignty
over the territorial sea.

Appendix D: The Indian Act (Canada) - Key Sections

Clauses from the core Canadian legislation that institutionalized Crown control over Indigenous
life and land.
Section Summary (Based on Historical Versions of the Indian Act):

e Definition of "Status Indian": Defined and controlled who was recognized as an Indian,



leading to the disenfranchisement of women and others.

The Pass System (Historical): Required Status Indians to obtain a pass from an Indian
Agent to leave the reserve, an extra-legal restriction of freedom of movement.
Prohibition of Indigenous Governance: Historically banned traditional forms of
governance, forcing a European-style elective band council system.

Banning of Cultural Practices (Historical): Prohibited ceremonial practices like the
Potlatch and the Sun Dance, classifying them as crimes (repealed in 1951).

Control of Land and Resources: Vested ultimate title to reserve lands in the Crown, with
the government controlling all resource exploitation and sales.
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Final Notes/Acknowledgments

This work is an exercise in decolonial OSINT, intended to shift the focus from the individual
persons of the monarchy to the systemic criminality of the institution it represents—The
Crown. It acknowledges the enormous debt owed to Indigenous scholars, historians of the
enslaved, and activists globally who have labored to document these truths against institutional
opposition for centuries. The ultimate conclusion remains clear: legal authority flows only from
the inalienable rights inherent to life, and any organization—even one cloaked in royal
majesty—that systematically violates those rights has forfeited its claim to legitimacy.

Back Cover Summary

The Crown has been acquitted by history—until now.
This explosive investigation tears away the legal fiction of royal symbolism to expose the British
Crown as a continuous, wealth-extracting corporate entity responsible for systematic
international crimes. Leveraging Open-Source Intelligence (OSINT) against centuries of official
records, treaties, and financial documents, The Crown of Exploitation presents a devastating
indictment of the organization that built an empire on dispossession.
Inside, you will find irrefutable OSINT evidence detailing:
e The Original Crime: How the Doctrine \ of \ Discovery and Terra Nullius provided the
fraudulent legal premise for the theft of Indigenous land in Canada, Australia, and globally.
e State-Sponsored Crime Against Humanity: The Crown's direct investment in and
profiteering from the Transatlantic Slave Trade via the Royal African Company, and the
subsequent £20 million payout to slave owners, not the enslaved.
e Modern Atrocities: The Crown’s culpability in the Bengal Famine (resulting in 2.1-3
million deaths) and the systematic torture and detention of 1.5 million Kikuyu during the
Mau Mau Uprising.
e The Financial Weapon: How the Crown'’s financial sphere employs usury, neo-colonial
debt structures, and global tax havens to perpetuate wealth extraction.
The conclusion is inescapable: the ultimate legal authority for life and sovereignty does not
come from a Crown, but from inalienable rights. This book is a call to action for full restitution,



global reparations, and the final dismantling of the institutionalized criminality known as The
Crown.



