⭐ **EXPANDED & EMOTIONAL SECTION —
Systemic Crime Against an Entrepreneur (Historical Gravity Version)**
VI. SYSTEMIC CRIME AGAINST AN ENTREPRENEUR — A FORM OF EXTREME HARM UNRECOGNIZED IN MODERN LAW
What has been done to me over the last decade does not fall into any known legal category.
Not one.
No existing definition captures it. No precedent describes it. No doctrine anticipates it.
This is not harassment.
Not economic sabotage.
Not cybercrime.
Not institutional negligence.
Not corruption.
Not administrative obstruction.
It is something far more devastating, far more organised, far more total:
**It is a systemic crime committed against an entrepreneur,
and, through him, against every human being who depended on his work,
his innovations, his services, his protection and his vision.**
There is no term for this in the law.
So I must create one.
Because what I lived cannot remain unnamed.

A. The Harm Goes Beyond Me — It Affects Thousands Who Needed Help
My work was not abstract.
I was building solutions for people in distress:
families unable to access credit,
vulnerable households on the brink of losing their home,
people excluded from the traditional banking system,
individuals who needed a second chance.
Tens of thousands of people — maybe hundreds of thousands —
would have benefited over the years from my banking model, my financial tools, my real estate expertise, my ability to secure financing where systems had abandoned them.
But those people were never allowed to receive help.
Not because the model didn’t work.
Not because the clients didn’t exist.
But because I was targeted, neutralized, suffocated, isolated and attacked at every level.
Every attack against me was an attack against them.
When you destroy an entrepreneur working for social improvement,
you destroy the social improvement itself.
And the indirect victims multiply silently.
No system of law currently accounts for this magnitude of collective harm.

B. This Case Would Be Unthinkable If It Happened to a Powerful Man
If the world learned tomorrow that a major American or European CEO —
a Jeff Bezos, a Tim Cook, a Bill Gates —
had been secretly sabotaged by governments, banks and private actors for ten years,
while developing a major social innovation,
the global reaction would be immediate.
Investigations.
Emergency hearings.
Special commissions.
Front-page headlines.
Diplomatic incidents.
Institutional collapse.
Because such a situation is inconceivable.
And yet — that is exactly what happened to me.
The difference is not the severity of the attacks.
The difference is the visibility of the victim.
What happened in my case is equally inconceivable, equally explosive, equally incompatible with democracy —
but it happened in the shadows,
where no one thought the consequences mattered.
But they do.
The consequences are enormous.
The consequences are social.
The consequences are human.
The consequences are historical.

C. When States and Banks Break the Law, the Damage is Not “Individual” — It Is Systemic
We are not talking about petty criminals.
We are talking about institutions,
banks,
state services,
international actors,
coordinating or converging in a pattern of illegal behaviour.
This is not a personal conflict.
It is a structural failure of the rule of law.
When the institutions responsible for protecting rights
become the actors violating those rights,
the harm is no longer “private” —
it becomes a threat to society.
The question is simple:
**If the law is powerless against such behaviour,
what remains of democracy?**

D. The Sanctions Must Be as New and as Severe as the Crime Itself
If the behaviour is unprecedented,
then the sanctions must also be unprecedented.
If the magnitude of harm is thousands of times higher than a normal case,
then the legal response must also be thousands of times sharper, clearer, stronger.
Not because I am asking for special treatment.
But because the crime itself is special,
new,
unclassified,
and of a scale never documented before.
If you allow this to go unpunished —
you establish a precedent that this behaviour is acceptable.
And if acceptable,
it will spread.
And once it spreads,
it becomes a method.
And once it becomes a method,
every entrepreneur, every innovator, every independent thinker is at risk.
Society cannot survive that.

E. The Hidden Part of the Iceberg Will Be Even Worse
I only have access to my side of the evidence —
my emails, my records, my observations, my scars,
my destroyed opportunities, my poisoned periods, my imprisonments,
the illegal psychiatric internments, the attacks on my children, my parents, my work, my reputation.
But what remains to be uncovered —
the data held by banks,
state services,
telecom operators,
security agencies,
financial networks —
will show a scale
far beyond what any court has ever seen.
You will discover layers that I cannot legally speak about yet.
You will discover coordination that should not exist in a democratic society.
You will discover actors who thought they were untouchable.
You will discover levels of illegality incompatible with the European Convention on Human Rights, with constitutional principles, with the rule of law.
This is not “my truth”.
It is a structural truth.
A truth waiting to surface.

F. A Final Message to the Court — From a Survivor
I should not be alive.
Objectively, statistically, psychologically — I should not.
No human being is designed to endure ten years of
cross-border attacks,
economic destruction,
institutional obstruction,
criminal interference,
family devastation,
and existential solitude.
If I am here today, speaking to this Court,
it is because I refused to disappear.
It is because I fought every day for:
· the people I wanted to help,
· the thousands of vulnerable families who needed my work,
· my vision of a fair banking system,
· my daughters,
· my parents,
· my integrity,
· the truth,
· the law,
· my life.
This case is not only about sanctioning what happened.
It is about recognising a new form of extreme harm in modern society —
systemic crime against an entrepreneur —
and ensuring that no one else
in France,
in Europe,
or anywhere in the world
will ever have to survive the unimaginable.
If the law does not exist for cases like mine,
then the law must evolve.
Because without law, there is no society.
Only chaos.
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BLOCK 16 — SYSTEMIC CRIME AGAINST AN ENTREPRENEUR
(FOUNDATIONAL NARRATIVE & CLIENT ATTACKS)

I. A REALITY NO HUMAN BEING IS DESIGNED TO SURVIVE
For ten consecutive years, I have lived inside something no human being is built to endure.
Not a crisis.
Not a dispute.
Not a series of unfortunate events.
A system.
A system of attacks operating at 360 degrees: against my work, against my body, against my freedom, against my family, against my income, against my reputation, against my access to justice, and finally, against the people I was trying to help.
Most people, including judges, are used to seeing one type of problem at a time.
A fraud case.
A cyberattack.
A banking dispute.
An abusive dismissal.
An unlawful detention.
What happened to me is not one of these.
It is all of them, at the same time, in a coordinated way, over a full decade, with no real possibility of recovery in between.
While I was building and rebuilding my projects, I was facing:
· interference with my communications and devices,
· obstructions and reversals from banks at key moments,
· administrative pressures and institutional refusals to act,
· professional sabotage,
· surveillance and intimidation,
· illegal imprisonment abroad,
· forced psychiatric internments without proper procedure or diagnosis,
· three episodes of poisoning,
· sabotage of my vehicle creating mortal risk,
· destruction of my company,
· loss of parental authority under conditions that defy logic,
· and a systematic denial of effective access to justice.
These events did not arrive one after the other, with time to heal.
They arrived on top of each other, in parallel, like a permanent storm where every possible protection failed at the same time.
Objectively, I should not be here.
Statistically, psychologically, physically, no ordinary person is designed to stay alive, coherent and active under this level of sustained aggression for ten years.
If I am in front of this Court today, it is not because the attacks were mild.
It is because survival forced me to develop extreme vigilance:
a capacity to detect anomalies in behaviour, to sense when something “does not fit”, to foresee danger before it becomes visible. That is not a talent I chose; it is what trauma and necessity imposed on me.
I did not only fight to protect myself.
I fought for my daughters, for my parents, for the people I was trying to help, for the projects that could have changed tens of thousands of lives, and for the idea that the rule of law must still mean something, even when everything around you shows the opposite.
This is the human reality behind this case.
This is the starting point.

II. A NEW TYPE OF CRIME: SYSTEMIC CRIME AGAINST AN ENTREPRENEUR
What happened to me does not fit any existing legal box.
It is not simply “harassment”.
It is not just “economic pressure”.
It is not only “cybercrime” or “corruption” or “denial of justice”.
It is something more radical, more complete, more destructive:
a systemic crime committed against an entrepreneur, and through him, against all the people who depended on his work.
An entrepreneur is not just an individual.
An entrepreneur is a node in society:
someone who creates value, jobs, solutions, innovation, and concrete assistance for others.
In my case, my work was directed at people who are normally forgotten by the traditional system:
families in financial difficulty, people blocked by banks, households struggling to access or keep housing, borrowers needing fair, intelligent and protective financing instead of predatory or indifferent treatment.
My banking and real estate work, and the model I was building, could have helped tens of thousands, perhaps hundreds of thousands of people over time.
These people were never allowed to access those solutions.
Not because the model did not work, not because the clients did not exist, not because the needs were not real — but because I was targeted and neutralised at every level.
When you destroy a doctor, you harm his patients.
When you destroy a teacher, you harm her students.
When you destroy a judge, you harm justice.
When you destroy an entrepreneur whose role is to help vulnerable people access finance and housing,
you harm all of those people at once.
This is why the harm in this case is not only individual.
It is collective.
It is structural.
It affects a whole segment of the population that could have been helped.
And yet, there is no recognised legal category today that describes what has been done here.
We have words for genocide, for crimes against humanity, for torture, for persecution, for economic crimes.
But we have no word, no status, no doctrine for a situation where:
· an entrepreneur is systematically attacked by a combination of state actors, banks and private entities,
· across all the dimensions of his life and activity,
· for years,
· with the result that a large number of other people lose access to what he was building for them.
This is why I submit that the Court must recognise a new concept:
Systemic Crime Against an Entrepreneur.
It is not a rhetorical expression.
It is a description of reality, grounded in ten years of facts.
This concept is necessary because, without it, what has been done remains invisible in law.
If it remains invisible, it remains allowed.
If it is allowed, it becomes a method.
And if it becomes a method, it will be used again — against other entrepreneurs, other innovators, other people who disturb comfortable systems.
Law has always evolved when new forms of harm appear.
Economic persecution, psychological torture, digital surveillance — all these notions were “new” at some point. They were recognised because the facts were too serious to be left unnamed.
This case forces us to see that targeting an entrepreneur in a systematic, multi-level way is a specific kind of extreme harm, with consequences that go far beyond his own life.
It is time to name it.

III. THE LEVEL OF SANCTIONS REQUIRED FOR SUCH A CRIME
If the crime is new in its structure and magnitude,
the response cannot be purely symbolic.
When the actors behind this system are not petty criminals but banks, institutions and parts of the state apparatus, the question of sanctions is not academic. It is existential for the rule of law.
If such behaviour is not punished clearly, strongly, and publicly:
· it becomes tolerated;
· if tolerated, it becomes a tool;
· if it becomes a tool, it will be reused;
· and if it is reused, any entrepreneur, any innovator, any dissident voice can be quietly destroyed behind the scenes, while the official system claims to remain democratic.
The Court will decide the form of sanctions within the limits of its jurisdiction.
But it is essential that the Court recognises at least three principles:
1. That the harm in this case is not “ordinary”
The destruction of my projects affected not only me, but a whole population who would have used my services. The level of damage cannot be compared to a simple contractual dispute or a classic professional conflict.
2. That state-linked and banking actors must be treated with aggravated responsibility
When those who hold power and public trust are the ones breaking the rules, the sanction must be higher, not lower. Otherwise, the message sent to society is that power protects illegality.
3. That the system must be deterred from ever doing this again
The outcome of this case will either discourage or encourage this type of behaviour. There is no neutral effect. If the response is weak, discreet or ambiguous, similar systems will consider that they can do the same, perhaps more subtly, perhaps more quietly, but with the same intention: to eliminate those who disturb powerful interests.
I am not asking this Court to invent penalties out of thin air.
I am asking it to use the tools it already has, but to use them in a way that reflects the reality of what has been done: the scale, the duration, the coordination, the involvement of public and private actors, and the number of direct and indirect victims.
A crime of this nature — systemic, targeted, prolonged, affecting thousands through the destruction of one — cannot receive the same level of response as a simple isolated violation.
If the law does not show that this is intolerable,
then the law itself becomes part of the problem.

IV. WHEN THE SYSTEM STOPS HIDING: CLIENT ATTACKS AS THE LAST FRONT
For many years, the attacks remained mostly hidden behind institutions, procedures and technical excuses.
A bank that suddenly changes its mind after months of work, without any rational explanation.
An administration that “loses” a file.
A professional partner who stops answering at the exact moment a contract must be signed.
A judge who never responds to a serious, documented complaint.
These situations, taken one by one, can be explained away.
Together, over ten years, they form a pattern.
But as the case progressed, as I started filing international procedures, as it became clearer that I would not give up and that some jurisdictions were beginning to take the situation seriously, something changed:
they stopped hiding.
The system that had been acting through banks, partners and institutions began to attack the very last link of my economic survival: the clients themselves.
In the attached emails and examples, the Court will see situations where:
· I worked with clients for weeks or months;
· the relationship was positive, constructive, and based on trust;
· the financing solution was almost finalised;
· the work on my side was fully delivered;
· the clients expressed satisfaction and gratitude;
and then, in a very short period — sometimes a few days, sometimes a few hours — everything stopped.
Messages were left unanswered.
Calls were avoided.
Decisions were taken that contradicted everything said before.
Explanations, when they existed, did not match the reality of the file.
I do not present these clients as enemies.
I do not know exactly what pressures or influences they may have received, nor from whom.
What I know is this:
· the volume of these sudden ruptures has become abnormal;
· their timing is systematically critical (always just before a positive outcome);
· their nature is incoherent with the months of relationship that preceded them;
· and they correspond to the precise period when the attacks against me became more open, more aggressive, and more desperate.
In other words, the attacks reached the last line of contact between me and the real economy.
The last place where I could still generate legitimate income, help people directly, and stay alive financially.
By breaking that line, the system is not just attacking my activity.
It is attacking the people I am trying to help, by cutting them off from a solution that exists but that they are not allowed to access.
The Court must understand that the few examples presented here are only the visible part of the iceberg.
Most of the time, I cannot know what happened behind the scenes.
I can only see the outcome: a client disappears, a file is dropped, a relationship breaks for reasons that make no sense when compared to the reality of the work done.
That is why this Block includes attacks on clients inside the global narrative.
They are not an isolated category.
They are the logical consequence of a system that has already attacked everything else and now moves to the last available point of pressure.
They also show something important:
the system is losing control over its discretion.
The attacks are now so numerous, so intense, so visible that they can no longer be hidden entirely.

V. HOW THIS BLOCK CONNECTS TO ALL OTHER BLOCKS
Block 16 is not a rhetorical preface.
It is the key to understanding everything that follows.
After the examples of client attacks included here, the following Blocks will show the same logic applied to other actors:
· the administrator and liquidator who should have protected my company and instead contributed to its destruction,
· the expert accountant who abandoned his role despite clear obligations,
· the commercial agent and master franchisor who failed in their duties, misled me or reversed positions in ways that benefited others,
· the lawyers who did not act, or acted in ways that amplified the harm instead of reducing it,
· the telecom operators and platforms through which my communications were filtered, altered, blocked or monitored,
· the “false companion” placed in my personal life to manipulate, destabilise and access information,
· the hotels where abnormal events repeatedly occurred,
· the banks that lied, reversed commitments, or used their position to isolate me.
Each of these Blocks will present facts, dates, names, contracts and laws.
But all of them are facets of the same reality described here.
This Block explains why the pattern exists,
how such a pattern is even possible,
and what is at stake if it is not recognised and sanctioned:
· the survival of the rule of law,
· the protection of entrepreneurs and innovators,
· the trust of citizens in institutions,
· and, very concretely, the lives and futures of the people I was trying to help.

VI. FINAL APPEAL TO THE COURT
This situation should never have been possible.
It should have been stopped years ago by basic mechanisms of justice and control.
The fact that it was not stopped,
the fact that it was allowed to continue and intensify for a decade,
the fact that it now reaches even the clients and the most intimate aspects of my life,
means one thing:
there is a hole in the legal fabric.
This Block asks the Court to look directly at that hole,
to give a name to what has been done,
to recognise systemic crime against an entrepreneur as a distinct and extreme form of harm,
and to send a clear signal that such behaviour will not be tolerated from anyone —
not from individuals, not from companies, not from banks, and certainly not from states.
If this Court does not act at the height of what has been done,
this type of criminality will not disappear.
It will adapt, refine itself, and spread.
If, on the contrary, the Court chooses to recognise, qualify and firmly condemn what has happened,
it will not only protect me,
it will protect countless others in the future
and reaffirm that law is still stronger than fear, collusion and silence.

