
1 

 

If you live in freedom, thank the 
British Empire 

by H. W. Crocker III 

Was the British Empire a good or bad thing for the world? To put it another way, is freedom a good or bad thing for the 
world? Historian and author H.W. Crocker III explains why we may want to rethink the British Empire's bad rap.  

On the tenth of September 2017, PragerU published one of their 5-minute videos. The video was called If You Live in Free-

dom, Thank the British Empire1 and it was presented by H. W. Crocker III. The subject of the video is summarized above. 

H. W. Crocker III 

This video made me curious about the sources.  At first, I saw myself challenged to have to find out 

on what sources Crocker based himself, however, PragerU was kindly enough to publish the tran-

script of the video and an overview of Facts and Sources. They can be found here: https://

www.prageru.com/video/if-you-live-in-freedom-thank-the-british-empire/ 

The purpose of this post is to go through the list of facts & sources and examine each of them and 

see if they support his statements.  
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Before we get into the thick of things I would like to spend a minute on a few rules I hold myself to.   

1 This post is not meant to judge PragerU.  My aim is at the subject at hand and even more limited: the Facts & Sources as 

presented on the website of PragerU in regard to this subject. 

2 I will not address the credentials of H. W. Crocker III. This post is about the content of his five minute video not about him.  

3 My aim is to examine Fact & Sources by using sources that are available for you on the internet. Notably, this will be Wikipe-

dia.  This is done on purpose so that you can read what I have found. I am perfectly aware that these might not be scholarly 

resources, but I prefer the sources you can read too. 

4 This post is not meant to present a counter argument of the theory posed by Crocker.  A subject that discusses 400 years of 

history and touches on many subjects cannot be addressed in a video of five minutes or a post of a few pages.  This is why I 

stick to examining the sources and facts as presented in the video.  

The purpose of this post is to go through the list of facts and sources and examine each of them. 

The structure I will follow will consist of the following steps: 

 I will present the statement as provided in the Facts & Sources. 

I will examine the sources.  

I will deliver a commentary.  

I will also make use of online sources that can be examined by you. I will make use of the sources Crocker points to, if online, 

or I will make use of other online sources. Notably, I will make use of Wikipedia, not because of some preference, but be-

cause this is the most readily available and likely to be available in the future.  

I will wrap it up in a general commentary. 

I will make an overal evaluation of the video based on the use of sources. 
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In the facts and sources that accompanies the video, there are six statements. They are presented be-

low. Each statement supported by several smaller claims and  each of these supporte by sources. In all 

Crocker presents twenty-seven sources. The statements are taken from PragerU’s Facts & Sources sec-

tion. 2 

The British Empire’s promotion of the ideas of limited government, freedom and the free market transformed the world for 
the good.  

The British Empire’s promotion of individual freedom gave birth to the United States, Canada, Australia, and New Zea-

No power did more to abolish slavery and the slave trade in the modern world than the British Empire.    

The British Empire was successful for so long in large part because they valued individual freedom and limited government.  

After the Hitler-Stalin pact, the British Empire stood alone for a time against the combined tyrannies of the world.   

Many modern ideas of limited government and freedom came from the British Magna Carta. Without it there’d be no U.S. 
Constitution.  

2 

1 

3 

4 

5 

6 

This central statement has two sub statements and three references to sources. 

This statement has four sub statements and five references to sources. 

This statement has four sub statements and five references to sources. 

This statement has three sub statements and four references to sources. 

This statement has four sub statements and five references to sources. 

This statement has four sub statements and five references to sources. 
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H.W. Crocker III on the British Empire: “On issues that truly mattered— an independent judiciary, limited gov-
ernment, abolishing slavery and [the Indian practice of] widow-burning — [the empire] enforced British stand-
ards of fair play, ordered liberty, and decency.”  

https://www.nationalreview.com/2011/12/paleo-conservative-guide-british-empire-h-w-crocker-iii/ Source 

Commentary 

The source is an article of two pages written by Crocker in 2011 in the National Review. The 

article argues that paleo-conservatives should like the British Empire and gives reasons 

why.  “True Paleos, I suspect, if they are honest, have to rather like the largest empire the 

world has ever known, the British Empire. “ 

I needed a better understanding of what kind of article this might be and I found help here 

in reference three3. The article this comes close to is: 

“Opinion articles allow authors to contribute viewpoints on the interpretation of recent find-

ings in any research area, value of the methods used, as well as weaknesses and strengths 

of scientific hypotheses. They should abide to the following guidelines: not contain un-

published or original data, be supported by evidence, be fully referenced, encourage con-

structive discussion, refrain from emotionally-charged argumentation. Opinion articles are 

peer-reviewed and have a maximum word count of 2,000 and may contain no more than 1 

Figure/Table.”3 

The article has no references, is not peer-reviewed(it has not even got comments) and the 

National Review is not a scientific journal or a primary or secondary source. This means that 

this article is an opinion.  

The British Empire’s promotion of the ideas of limited government, freedom and the 
free market transformed the world for the good.  

National Review is an American 
semi-monthly editorial magazine 
focusing on news and commen-
tary pieces on political, social, and 
cultural affairs.  

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
National_Review 

The United States, Canada, Australia, and New Zealand were born out of the British Empire, and continued the British 
tradition of freedom. 

Source https://spectator.org/why-we-should-give-thanks-for-the-british-empire/ 

Commentary 

The American Spectator is 
a conservative American online 
magazine (formerly a monthly 
print magazine) covering news 
and politics, edited by Emmett 
Tyrrell and published by the non
-profit American Spectator 
Foundation.  

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
The_American_Spectator 

This is an article of two pages written by Crocker in the American Spectator in 2011. Its purpose 

is to point out that you might want to thank the British Empire during thankgiving. 

Like the previous article it goes unsourced, is not peer reviewed and the American Spectator is 

not a scientific journal. And like the previous source, this is an opinion piece.  

Source “The Politically Incorrect Guide to the British Empire” 
– H.W. Crocker III  

Commentary 

This source references  a book on Amazon.  There are no pages or 

chapters mentioned. This source is mentioned as related reading 

which can be taken as: not used to directly support the statements. 

I take it as such.  

This book will be used for all six main statements without listing 

pages or parts of the book in all cases. I list it here once. 

1 

1.1 

1.2 

1.3 
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The British Empire’s promotion of individual freedom gave birth to the United States, 
Canada, Australia, and New Zealand.  

The United States, Canada, Australia, and New Zealand were born out of the British Empire, and continued the 
British tradition of freedom. 

Source is the article published in the National Review.4  

The British always thought of themselves as liberators. English officers like T.E. Lawrence lead Arab tribesmen in a 
fight for freedom against the Turks.  

Source https://www.biography.com/military-figure/te-lawrence 

Commentary 

This is a one page Biography of T.E. Lawrence. Lawrence did support the liberation of the Arabs. 

However, apparently his English superiors were of a different opinion: 

“During the closing years of the war, Lawrence sought to convince his superiors in the British gov-

ernment that Arab independence was in their interests, but he met with mixed success. The se-

cret Sykes-Picot Agreement between France and Britain contradicted the promises of independence 

that he had made to the Arabs and frustrated his work.” 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/T._E._Lawrence 

Colonel Thomas Edward Law-
rence, was a British archaeolo-
gist, army officer, diplomat, and 
writer. He was renowned for his 
role in the Arab Revolt and the 
Sinai and Palestine Campaign 
against the Ottoman Empire 
during the First World War. 

https://www.biography.com/

military-figure/te-lawrence 

English adventurer Sir Stamford Raffles created the free market city-state of Sin-
gapore.  

https://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-15971013 Source 

Commentary 

This is a page with the singapore profile—Timeline. It mentions Raffles once: 

1819 - Sir Stamford Raffles of British East India Company establishes trading post on 

Singapore island 

Farquhar vs Raffles  

“Raffles declared the foundation of what was to become modern Singapore on 6 

February, securing the transfer of control of the island to the East India Company.   

[] 

Farquhar was officially named the Resident of Singapore and Raffles was named as 

"Agent to the Most Noble the Governor-General with the States of Rhio (Riau), 

Lingin and Johor". Although ownership of the post was to be exclusively British, 

explicit orders were given to Farquhar to maintain free passage of ships through 

the Strait of Singapore and a small military presence was established alongside the 

trading post. After issuing orders to Farquhar and the remaining Europeans, Raffles 

left the next day, 7 February 1819.”8  

[] 

“However, when Raffles returned in October 1822, he was furious to discover his 

plans had been neglected and that moreover local vices, such as the trading 

of opium and slave-trading, were being tolerated. He then dismissed Farquhar, 

who first refused to leave and later sued Raffles for tyrannical behaviour.”9 

 

Major-General William 
Farquhar was a Scottish 
employee of the East 
India Company, and the 
first British Resident 
and Commandant of 
colonial Singapore. 

https://
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
William_Farquhar 

Sir Thomas Stamford Bingley 
Raffles, FRS was a British states-
man, Lieutenant-Governor of 
the Dutch East Indies and Lieu-
tenant-Governor of Bencoolen, 
best known for his founding of 
modern Singapore and British 
Malaya.  

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Stamford_Raffles 

2.1 

2 

Source 

2.2 

2.3 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Strait_of_Singapore
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Opium
https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Slave-trading&action=edit&redlink=1
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H.W. Crocker III on the British Empire: “On issues that truly mattered— an independent judiciary, limited govern-
ment, abolishing slavery and [the Indian practice of] widow-burning — [the empire] enforced British standards of 
fair play, ordered liberty, and decency.”  

Source is the article published in the National Review.4  

Crocker’s Book. See 1.3 

No power did more to abolish slavery and the slave trade in the modern world than the 
British Empire.   

http://www.bbc.co.uk/history/british/empire_seapower/antislavery_01.shtml Source 

Commentary 

Quoted from the same  source: 

“British anti-slavery was one of the most important reform movements of the 19th century. But its history is not without ironies. During the 

course of the 18th century the British perfected the Atlantic slave system. Indeed, it has been estimated that between 1700 and 1810 British 

merchants transported almost three million Africans across the Atlantic. That the British benefited from the Atlantic slave system is indisputa-

ble. Yet, paradoxically, it was also the British who led the struggle to bring this system to an end.”10 

No power did more to abolish slavery and the slave trade in the modern world than the British Empire.   

The Royal Navy had as a key duty the eradication of the slave-trade. 

http://www.bbc.co.uk/history/british/abolition/royal_navy_article_01.shtml Source 

Quoted from the same  source: 

“Prior to the 1807 act that abolished the British slave trade, the Royal Navy was inevitably involved in the trade itself, as a function of pro-

tecting the national interest at sea.  

The Royal Navy was little different to any large organisation today, with individual officers and men holding differing opinions about slavery. 

One or two of the more successful naval officers owned plantations in the Americas, and it was also not unknown for officers to have personal 

slaves on board their ships, although the practice was officially forbidden by the Admiralty. 

Contradictorily, the Royal Navy had its own enslaved Africans in its dockyards in Jamaica and Antigua and as part of its job it escorted slave 

ships down the African coast and fought major battles for control of the valuable 'sugar islands' of the West Indies.”11 

Commentary 

2.4 

Source 

Source 

3 

3.1 

3.2 

2.5 
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When Sir Charles Napier was confronted by the practice of Satee, widow-burning, in India, he told the Brahmin 
priests involved that he understood it was their custom. But the British had a custom too: They hanged men who 
burned women alive and their goods were confiscated. 

https://www.nationalreview.com/magazine/2015/11/02/napier-doctrine/ Source 

Commentary 

This is an editorial written by Jonah Goldberg in the National Review on November 2015. Most of this is an 

editorial article  about  a modern incident involving American troops confronted by child rape by  Afghan 

soldiers. It takes Napier as an example for modern times, to show why it should be condemned.  

“Our troops are taught to adhere to many local customs around the world as a sign of respect. Take off 

your shoes when you enter their homes. Eat from the communal bowl with your right hand only. Etc. 

Well, in return, our allies should be expected to meet the minimum requirements of our culture. And way up 

high on the list of good manners in the West — much higher, in fact, than the proper use of salad forks or 

covering your mouth when you cough — is: Do Not Rape Young Boys When You Are a Guest of the Ameri-

cans ”13 

General Sir Charles James Na-
pier, was an officer and veteran 
of the British Army's Peninsular 
and 1812 campaigns, and later 
a Major General of the Bombay 
Army, during which period he 
led the military conquest of 
Sindh, before serving as the 
Governor of Sindh, and Com-
mander-in-Chief in India. 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/

“Western observers were not 

unaware of the parallels between 

suttee and Christian martyrdom, 

but felt that it would be a kind of 

blasphemy to acknowledge them. 

[]Total commitment by any indi-

vidual, of either gender and of 

any culture, might be considered 

a right rather than a wrong. The 

denial of choice might then be 

seen as an infringement of per-

sonal autonomy, and not at all 

what the person involved either 

wants or needs.”12 

  

“A more acceptable concern was not to upset relationships with 

the populance. Indian and English historians alike agree that there 

was real anxiety that heavy-handed measures would offend Indian 

sensibilities (see Majumdar et al. 817-18), and particularly a fear 

"of Hindus and Muslims perceiving British rule as a threat to their 

religions" (Keay 428). This danger had long been recognised, and 

accounts for what Hastings said in mitigation of his laissez-

faire attitude. Thus, according to another British historian, the 

practice of suttee not only continued but "increased notably 

among the upper classes of Bengal" in the early years of British 

rule (Spear 119). “12 

 

3.3 

Jonah Goldberg is  a National Review contributing editor. A bestselling author and 
columnist, he is editor in chief of The Dispatch, and he holds the Asness Chair in 
Applied Liberty at the American Enterprise Institute. His nationally syndicated 
column appears regularly in scores of newspapers across the United States....  

https://www.nationalreview.com/author/jonah-goldberg/ 
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With a balance of strong moral standards and easy rule, the British established a “Pax Britannica,” a peace lasting 
roughly from 1815 to 1914. 

Source https://fee.org/articles/the-rise-and-fall-of-england-8-pax-britannica/ 

Commentary 

This an article by Clarence Carson published on October 1968  on the Foundation 

for Economic Education.  

The Foundation for 
Economic Education 
(FEE) is a 501(c)3 edu-
cational foundation 
and has been trusted 
by parents and teach-
ers since 1946 to capti-
vate and inspire tomor-
row’s leaders with 
sound economic princi-
ples and the entrepre-
neurial spirit with free 
online courses, top-
rated in-person semi-
nars, free books for 
classrooms, as well as 
relevant and worldly 
daily online content. 
 

https://fee.org 
 

“The western world enjoyed nearly a hundred years of peace from the Congress of Vienna 

(1815) to the outbreak of World War I (1914). Indeed, this peace spread over much of the 

earth, as the impact of European civilization was felt to the far corners of this planet. Of 

course, the tenor of peace was frequently disturbed by rumors of war, and on occasion 

hostilities even broke out at some point. Such wars as occurred, how-ever, were usually at 

the periphery of Europe, or beyond. “ 

There only a few years that the UK was not involved in a war of some kind and some-

times it was involved in several at the same  time. 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/

List_of_wars_involving_the_United_Kingdom#United_Kingdom_of_Great_Britain_and

_Ireland_(1801–1922)  

“Pax Britannica (Latin for "British Peace", modelled after Pax Romana) was the period of relative peace between the Great Powers during 

which the British Empire became the global hegemonic power and adopted the role of a "global policeman".[1][2]  

Between 1815 and 1914, a period referred to as Britain's "imperial century",[3][4] around 10,000,000 square miles (26,000,000 km2) of terri-

tory and roughly 400 million people were added to the British Empire.[5] Victory over Napoleonic France left the British without any serious 

international rival, other than perhaps Russia in central Asia.[6] When Russia tried expanding its influence in the Balkans, the British and 

French defeated them in the Crimean War (1853–1856), thereby protecting the Ottoman Empire. 

Britain's Royal Navy controlled most of the key maritime trade routes and enjoyed unchallenged sea power (in the latter part of the period 

such supremacy being protected by the "two-power standard"). Alongside the formal control exerted over its own colonies, Britain's domi-

nant position in world trade meant that it effectively controlled access to many regions, such as Asia and Latin America. The British also, 

much to the dismay of other colonial empires, helped the United States uphold the Monroe Doctrine which helped maintain peace within the 

Americas. British merchants, shippers and bankers had such an overwhelming advantage over everyone else that in addition to its colonies it 

had an "informal empire".15 

Clarence Carson (1926-
2003) was a historian who 
taught at Eaton College, 
Grove City College, and 
Hillsdale College. His 
primary publication venue 
was the Foundation for 
Economic Educa-
tion. Among his many 
works is the six-volume A 
Basic History of the Unit-
ed States.  
 

https://fee.org/people/
clarence-b-carson/ 

3.4 

Source Crocker’s Book. See 1.3 3.5 
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The British Empire was successful for so long in large part because they valued individu-
al freedom and limited government.  

The British Empire operated a policy of benign neglect, mostly leaving their colonies to be autonomous. 

https://www.encyclopediavirginia.org/Salutary_Neglect Source 

Commentary 

“Salutary neglect was Britain's unofficial policy, initiated by prime minister Robert Walpole, to 

relax the enforcement of strict regulations, particularly trade laws, imposed on the American 

colonies late in the seventeenth and early in the eighteenth centuries. []Because the policy was 

unwritten, it went unnamed until March 22, 1775, when Edmund Burke, address-

ing Parliament, cited British officials' "wise and salutary neglect" as the prime factor in the 

booming commercial success of the country's North American holdings.”  16 

[] 

“Even before the end of the Seven Years' War in 1763, British ministers (under the reign of a 

new king, George III) began to replace salutary neglect with a new system, imperial admin-

istration, which focused on parliamentary taxation and bureaucratic regulation. “ 

Robert Walpole, 1st Earl of 
Orford, known between 1721 
and 1742 as Sir Robert Wal-
pole, was a British politician 
who is generally regarded as 
the de facto first Prime Minis-
ter of Great Britain. Although 
the exact dates of Walpole's 
dominance, dubbed the 
"Robinocracy", are a matter 
of scholarly debate, the peri-
od 1721–1742 is often used.  

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Robert_Walpole 

“In American history, salutary neglect was the possibly non-deliberate British Crown policy of avoiding 

strict enforcement of parliamentary laws, especially trade laws, meant to keep British colonies obedient 

to England, in the 18th century. 

From the early 18th century to 1763, salutary neglect was employed. After 1763, Britain began to try to 

enforce stricter rules and more direct management, leading eventually to the American Revolutionary 

War.”17 

According to scholar H.W. Crocker III, “The British colonies of North America were the lightest taxed, most liberally 
governed (in the classical small government sense), freest, most prosperous, and most equitable portions of the 
eighteenth century world.  

Source Source is an article written by Crocker for the Spectator.5   

The British ruled through local elites, intervening sparingly. In 1920, Britain ran the Sudan with 140 civil servants, 
and India’s 300 million people were governed by only 100,000 British troops and civil servants. H.W. Crocker III esti-
mates that the vast British Empire “operated on a budget about 40 percent less, in constant dollars, than the state 
of California’s budget for 2012.”  

Quoted from article. 

“By my back-of-the-envelope calculations, in the 1920s the British government and its vast empire operated on a budget about 

40 percent less, in constant dollars, than the state of California’s budget for 2012.”4 

It has no sourcing and no calculations. 

Commentary 

Source Source is the article written by Crocker in the National Review.4  

4.1 

4 

4.2 

4.3 

4.4 Source Crocker’s Book. See 1.3  
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After the Hitler-Stalin pact, the British Empire stood alone for a time against the com-
bined tyrannies of the world.   

Overall commentary 

With continental Europe subjugated, Hitler turned his sights on Britain, claiming that Germany must “eliminate the 
English motherland.” The plan was to destroy the RAF, then invade.  

In 1940, the British Empire stood alone against the Germans, and fought back against what Winston Churchill called 
“the menace of tyranny” at the Battle of Britain.  

The British defended their homeland with their air defense system.  

Natives and colonists from all over the empire contributed. Indian troops, for example, fought against the Germans, 
Italians and Japanese, winning several Victoria Crosses.  

There is little to say here. These are all accepted historical events that are not in dispute. 

http://www.bbc.co.uk/history/events/hitler_plans_the_invasion_of_britain 

https://www.britannica.com/event/Battle-of-Britain-European-history-1940 

http://www.iwm.org.uk/history/8-things-you-need-to-know-about-the-battle-of-britain 

http://www.bbc.co.uk/history/worldwars/wwtwo/colonies_colonials_01.shtml 

Source 

Source 

Source 

Source 

5 

5.1 

5.2 

5.3 

5.4 

5.4 Source Crocker’s Book. See 1.3  
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Many modern ideas of limited government and freedom came from the British Magna 
Carta. Without it there’d be no U.S. Constitution.  

The Magna Carta, a charter signed by King John in 1215, established concepts of freedom that would influence the 
American Constitution.  

https://www.britannica.com/topic/Magna-Carta 

The charter was established in response to abuses of power and subverting of common law 
by King John.  

https://www.cato.org/publications/commentary/its-time-reclaim-our-liberty?

gclid=Cj0KCQjwiLDMBRDFARIsACNmiX9bLp2DQ4q09MF6sL-

ZwcR3tT4OWYQKH3Q5xnQFMkvae0fHRbMgw-AaAjiiEALw_wcB 

The Magna Carta trail blazed principles that would later become central to the American 
constitution such as representative government, supreme law, and judicial review.  

https://www.loc.gov/exhibits/magna-carta-muse-and-mentor/magna-carta-and-the-us-constitution.html 

The Due Process Clause in the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the Constitution are directly 
descendant from Article 39 of Magna Carta.  

http://www.heritage.org/report/the-role-magna-carta-america-2015#_ftn1 

Source 

Source 

Source 

Source 

Overall commentary 

I did not feel the need to comment on each point as I doubt that anything is in dispute or has issues. Authors above are the 

ones from the sources liste. Note that the second source is a post by Roger Pilon from 2015 on the Cato.org site with the title  

It’s Time to Reclaim Our Liberty  and it goes unsourced.23 This isn’t surprising as it is a commentary.  

The article by Paul J. Larking Jr. does use sources . 

The Cato Institute is an 
American libertarian think 
tank headquartered in Wash-
ington, D.C. It was founded as 
the Charles Koch Foundation 
in 1974 by Ed Crane, Murray 
Rothbard, and Charles Koch, 
chairman of the board and 
chief executive officer of the 
conglomerate Koch Indus-
tries. 

https://en.wikipedia.org/
wiki/Cato_Institute 

6 

6.1 

6.2 

6.3 

6.5 Source Crocker’s Book. See 1.3  

Roger Pilon holds the Cato Institute’s B. Kenneth Simon Chair in Constitutional Studies, 

which he has held since it was established in 1998. []  

Pilon holds a BA from Columbia University, an MA and a PhD from the University of 

Chicago, and a JD from the George Washington University School of Law.  

https://www.cato.org/people/roger-pilon 

Paul J. Larkin, Jr., is the John, Barbara, and Victoria Rumpel Senior Legal Research Fellow in the 

Meese Center for Legal and Judicial Studies. Larkin works on criminal justice policy, drug policy, and 

regulatory policy. Larkin received his law degree in 1980 from Stanford Law School, where he was a 

published member of the Stanford Law Review. He clerked for Judge Robert H. Bork of the U.S. 

Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit. In 2010, he received a Master’s Degree in Public Policy from 

George Washington University. He also holds a Bachelor of Arts degree in philosophy from Washing-

ton and Lee University in Lexington, Va., where he graduated summa cum laude with honors in 

philosophy. https://www.heritage.org/staff/paul-j-larkin-jr 

https://www.heritage.org/staff/paul-j-larkin-jr 

6.4 

The mission of The Heritage Foundation 

is to formulate and promote conservative 

public policies based on the principles of 

free enterprise, limited government, 

individual freedom, traditional American 

values, and a strong national defense.    

https://www.heritage.org/about-

heritage/mission 
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Overall commentary on the sources 

The Facts&Sources accompanying the video “If You Live in Freedom, Thank the British Empire” names six cen-

tral propositions that get supported by twenty seven references to sources. Upon review these references are 

the following: 

• “The Politically Incorrect Guide to the British Empire” by Crocker is used in all the six central statements. 

No references to pages is done. Since this book is mentioned as releated reading it isn’t actually presented 

as a first source. However, it is referenced to six times thus it makes up 22 percent of the references. 

• Five articles have been published on general websites.  Three by Crocker, one by  Roger Pilon and one by 

Jonah Goldberg. None are scientific website suchs as journals and they lack references. These are commen-

taries and do not require such. These are used eight times and make up 29 percent of the references. 

• Two articles uses sources. While these are not peer-reviewed publication, they are a giant leap forward 

from the previous commentaries as sources. This is about 8 percent of the references. 

• A significant part are general internet articles.Five are from the bbc(bbc.com or bbc.co.uk), two from the 

encylopedia britannica, one from the library of congress, one of the imperial war museum, one biog-

raphy.com and one from the encyclopedia virginia. All of these are presenting history as such. Facts about 

history that is generally agreed upon. These are used eleven times and make up 41 percent of the refer-

ences.  

  

100% of all the sources are not peer-reviewed publications. 

51% of all  sources lack references to  sources themselves or are not considered resources by Crocker. 

41%  of all sources are general articles in the same way as Wikipedia.Not bad on their own, but general. 

29% of all sources are opinion pieces and do not have any sources. Which is understandable.  

22% of all resources refer to the only book mentioned without naming a page or Crocker presenting it as a relevant key re-

source. He calls it related reading. 

8% of all sources actually are researched articles with footnotes.  

Overall one can say that the sources used are not of an impressive quality. Nothing is peer reviewed. Most sources are opinion 

pieces or general internet articles. Only two articles actually use sources and only one is a book. This book is apparently not a 

source as such as Crocker says it is related reading and he doesn’t quote from it or point to parts in the book. One can say that 

of the twenty seven references Crocker uses only two are more than opinion pieces or general internet articles.  

Conclusions about the sources 
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Do Crocker’s sources actually support his claims? 

Previous I looked at sources are used and what the quality of these sources are. This section examines if the sources actually 

support the claims made.  

The sources used by Crocker do not support that the British Empire promoted the ideas mentioned. They do not show that the 

ideas transformed the world for the good. It might be the case that what Crocker states is true, but this sources do not sup-

port it. 

This might be true, but the sources used by Crocker do not give support to the claim that the British Empire promoted indi-

vidual freedom nor that it was that which caused these nations to come into being. Examination of his sources show he uses 

only a few incidental cases that can be contrasted with examples that show the opposite. Note that Crocker’s claim is that 

the British Empire promoted invidual freedom and that this gave birth to the nations mentioned. In the case of the American 

Colonie(United States) the restriction of these liberties was actually what prompted them to rise in revolt.  

No power did more to abolish slavery and the slave trade in the modern world than the British Empire.    

The British Empire was successful for so long in large part because they valued individual freedom and limited government.  

After the Hitler-Stalin pact, the British Empire stood alone for a time against the combined tyrannies of the world.   

Many modern ideas of limited government and freedom came from the British Magna Carta. Without it there’d be no U.S. 
Constitution.  

3 

4 

5 

6 

The British Empire’s promotion of the ideas of limited government, freedom and the free market transformed the world for 
the good.  

1 

The British Empire’s promotion of individual freedom gave birth to the United States, Canada, Australia, and New Zea-
land.  

2 

Again, this might be true, but Crocker uses sources that do not support this. In fact, the same sources point out that 

slavery was actually condoned and even supported.  He does not show any sources that support the notion the 

British Empire was foremost in this when it did turn to abolishing slavery and slave trade.  

The example that Crocker gives refers is very limited as it refers to a policy that might have been implemented between 1721 

and 1763 for their American colonies and the same source he uses mentions that this policy might not have been a deliber-

tate one. The other example shows Crocker doing an unresourced calculation on the back of an envelope.  

This is true, but this only gives an example and hardly supports the claim that the British Empire did this for 400 years as a 

(deliberate) policy. It also give one pause to think when considering the policy of appeasment that went before it.  

Note that these sources only show what the Maga Carta was and that it influenced the US consitution. However the souces do 

not show that there would be no US constitution without it nor does it show how much influence it had. One can read  a lot of 

online site showing that there were many influences.  
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Crocker makes a grand sweeping statement that he supports with six statements. Five of these six statements in themselves 

are  not supported by the sources he uses and one is so time bound (Great Britain in 1940) that they hardly support his overall 

statement regarding a period of four hundred years. At times his sources flat out contradict his statements. An example in 

point is Salutary Neglect. He comments that this was an example of a deliberate policy. However it is clear from the same 

source that it only lasted from 1721 till 1763  and before and after there was a much more restrictive policy. In fact it was this 

restrictive policy that sparked the revolt. And to go even further: that same source mentions that some historians doubt that 

this brief period of relaxed regulation was deliberate, but instead was a by product of inefficency, incompetence and other 

factors.   

 

Conclusion about the support of the sources 
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