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BUY THE FLAG OF ALL FLAGS

HELP TO PROMOTE THE IDEA OF A UNIFIED KINDOM

https://unifiedkindom.uk/

Subject: Denizenship & Transparency —
proposal for Unified Kindom feedback

Hi lan,

Thank you for the work you’re doing to build a unifying, family-friendly banner. I’m
sharing a short proposal to check alighment and invite your feedback on scope,
language, and implementation.

1) Core ideain one line

Privacy for denizens; structured transparency for public servants.
People (denizens) are private by default. Those who hold public office accept clear,
continuous transparency as a condition of that power.

2) What we mean by “denizen”


https://unifiedkindom.uk/

e Denizen =inhabitant, not owner. It recognises people living in a place (and
peoples connected across places) without asserting ownership of land or
knowledge.

e Denizenship is first a map (who is who; IC1-IC7), then—once recognised—a
capacity to act (hegotiate, be represented, enter agreements).

Are denizens sovereignh entities?
 Before recognition: denizenship is descriptive (mapped inhabitants).

o Afterrecognition: denizen groups (e.g., IC3 and IC6) become sovereign
denizens/entities with standing to make treaty-like Justice Trade
Agreements (JTAs).

3) Transparency principle (who is monitored and how)
¢ Public servants (ministers, senior officials, delegated office-holders):

o Continuous or scheduled transparency appropriate to the role
(meeting logs, decision trails, disclosures, auditable dashboards,
renewal/sunset clauses, and remedies).

o “Public power, public light.”
¢« Denizens (the public):

o Privacy by default. No continuous surveillance. Oversight applies only
when someone holds public office or administers public funds.

This draws a bright line: the watchers are the wielders of power, not the population.

4) Is the principle scalable?

Yes—because denizenship is a map, and transparency is a role-based rule.

Individuals: private by default; officials step into transparency.
e Families/households: served via outcomes (not intrusion).

¢ Associations (schools, co-ops, cultural bodies): private, unless
administering public/JTA funds (then reporting/audit).

 Nations/states: treaty partners with public dashboards, verification cycles,
corrective ladders.



Races/peoples (IC categories): mapped first; recognised to act as sovereign
denizen entities later.

5) Why this helps Unified Kindom’s aims

Broad appeal: Families, children, and mainstream supporters can endorse
“privacy for people, transparency for power” without being dragged into
culture-war framings.

Trust by design: Clear monitoring of office-holders reduces corruption and
signals integrity.

Unity without erasure: Denizenship mapping allows unity while respecting
distinct peoples and cultures.

6) Practical starter package (lightweight)

1.

Public-Office Transparency Standard (POST-1.0): one-page rule set for
ministerial/senior roles (meeting logs, decision registers, publish-by
deadlines, audit trail format).

Transparency Registry: a simple public webpage showing who is in-office
and which transparency duties apply.

Quarterly Verification Cycle: automated reminders, publication checks, and
a corrective ladder (nudge > notice > explanation required » consequence).

Privacy Pledge for Denizens: a short statement that no citizen is subject to
continuous monitoring; complaints route if breached.

7) Design note (re: symbolism)

We support the unifying intent of the “Flag of All Flags.” To avoid an unintended
read that centres whiteness as structural ground, we recommend either (a) a
neutral/black ground with the Union geometry as outline only, or (b) a mosaic grid
with the Union geometry knocked out (no filled white bars). Captioning can state:

“Unity without erasure. Sovereignty with parity.”

8) Questions for your feedback

1.

Wording: Are you comfortable with “denizen” (inhabitant, not owner) and
“sovereign denizen” post-recognition?



. Scope: Which public roles should POST-1.0 cover in Phase 1 (Prime Minister,
Cabinet, Perm Secs, Mayors)?

. Frequency: For top roles, should meeting logs be near-real-time or weekly
batch?

. Exemptions: What limited redactions (e.g., active security operations) are
legitimate, and who authorises them?

. On-ramp: Would you pilot the Transparency Registry with one office first,

then scale?

. Symbolic alignment: Are you open to the designh adjustment on the flag to

pre-empt misreadings while keeping your unifying message?



Why the flag can reasonably be read as

“Britishness is Whiteness”

(A clear, comprehensive explanation you can copy-paste. UK English. Designed to
withstand challenge.)

1) What the image does

It renders the Union Flag as a white figure (the vertical and diagonal bars) that
structures hundreds of miniature national flags placed within and around it.

The white of the cross and saltires is not “empty”; itis the dominant shape
that orders everything else. The other nations’ flags appear as content inside
that white structure.

2) Semiotic frame: figure-ground = power-context

In visual communication, the figure is what commands attention; the ground is
the field that gives figure its meaning and controls composition.

Here, white is the ground/figure of authority: the white crosses define the
geometry; all other flags conform to white’s layout.

Read semiotically, that encodes “whiteness frames, contains, and organises
the world.” This is not an exotic interpretation; it is the default reading given
standard design theory.

3) Gestalt and hierarchy: why the eye reads “white as master”

Closure & Continuity: The eye completes the continuous white bars first;
fragmented coloured rectangles are read second as texture.

Contrast & Scale: The white pathways are larger, simpler, higher-contrast
shapes, so they dominate visual hierarchy.

Symmetry: The symmetrically balanced white cross/saltires form the stable
scaffold; the multi-coloured flags read as ornamentation.

Net effect: white = structural authority, colour = contained multiplicity.

4) Cultural code carried by this particular “white”

Union Flag genealogy: The Union Flag historically represents British state
power and empire. In heraldry, the white (argent) elements have long coded
rank and purity.



e Placing “all the flags of the world” inside that British white geometry replays an
imperial relation: Britain/whiteness as the ordering centre; others as
subordinate content.

5) Colour and language: “white” is never neutral
e InEnglish discourse, “white” is both a colour and a racial signifier.

e On aposterthat mixes national identity with the Union Flag, white cannot be
read as merely background ink. It inevitably connotes racialised whiteness.

e Therefore, “Britishness is Whiteness” is a reasonable, textually grounded
reading of the composition.

6) Why intention doesn’t cancel the effect

¢ Designers may say the goal is “unity” or “inclusion”. Semiotics cares about how
meaning is produced on the page, not only what was intended.

¢ Audience reception—especially from communities sensitive to anti-Black
racism—uwill track what the layout asserts: white structure, coloured content.

7) Anticipating common objections (and replies)

Objection A: “It’s just the Union Flag. The white bars are required by the design.”
Reply: Precisely. If the unchanged Union Flag is used as the structural ground into
which other nations are inserted, you import its hierarchy unchanged:
Britain/whiteness as frame, others as filling. You can honour the emblem without
positioning white as the master ground (see 89).

Objection B: “White is only negative space, not a racial statement.”
Reply: In this layout, white is positive form (broad bands), not mere paper. It controls
composition and therefore signifies. In a transnational context, white # neutral.

Objection C: “The multicolour makes it inclusive.”
Reply: Inclusion inside a pre-existing white scaffold still encodes subordination.
Inclusion by containment is not parity; it visually states who frames whom.

Objection D: “People won’t read it that deeply.”

Reply: Many will not verbalise it, but perception precedes language. The felt effect
(“this centres whiteness/Britain”) is fast and pre-rational—and sufficient to alienate
allies.

8) Risk to strategy and coalition-building

e Foraudiences you want to win (women, children, mainstream supporters, public
figures), the piece risks a snap rejection: “Nice idea, but it still centres
whiteness/Britain.”



Controversy may drown out the intended message (“unity with parity”) and
harden scepticism.

9) How to preserve the concept while removing the cue

Desigh changes that eliminate “white as master” while keeping the “Flag of All
Flags” idea:

1.

Neutral ground: Replace white with neutral grey or black so no racialised
colour occupies the structural ground.

Knock-out method: Build a rectangular mosaic of equal-sized world flags.
Knock out the Union Flag from the mosaic (the flag appears as
absence/outline, not as white mass).

Outline only: Render the Union geometry as thin keylines (black or neutral),
avoiding any filled white bars.

Parity grid: Use a uniform grid where every nation’s flag has equal scale and
spacing; the Union geometry should never be the largest filled shape.

Edge discipline: Give each miniature flag a thin black keyline; this prevents the
eye from reading a white backdrop as the controlling shape.

Captioning discipline: Pair the image with explicit copy:
o “Unity without erasure.”

o “Parity of sovereignties—no colour is the ground of another.”

10) The principled statement (IC3CSI position you can quote)

As composed, the artwork centres whiteness: the white elements of the Union

geometry function as the master ground that orders every other nation. This reproduces
the historical relation of Britain/whiteness as frame and the rest of the world as content.
To avoid reinforcing anti-Black racism and to align with a genuine ethics of parity, the

ground must be neutralised, inverted, or hollowed, so no colour—least of all white—

occupies the position of structural authority.

11) Bottom line

The reading “Britishness is Whiteness” is not a stretch; it is structurally
encoded by the figure—ground relationship, Gestalt hierarchy, and the Union
Flag’s cultural history.

If the aim is unity with parity, the design must remove white as ground and
redistribute structural authority so that every nation’s symbol stands on
equal terms.



