Obama invades Africa for the United Nations

World Government Lobby Frets Over Fate of
Obama Mentor and GOP Senator Dick Lugar
Cliff Kincaid — March 19, 2012
“He’s got to run against who he is.” This was the
verdict on Republican Senator Richard Lugar from
one of the activists attending a Citizens for Global
Solutions (CGS) national conference in Washington,
D.C. last week. The group used to be known as the
World Federalist Association but dropped the name
because of the taint associated with promoting world
government.
The incumbent Lugar, one of their favorites, is
fighting for his political life in the Indiana Republican
Senate primary against Richard Mourdock, Indiana’s
State Treasurer, who has highlighted Lugar’s
financial link to Democratic money bags George
Soros. “Senator Lugar is one of the few Republicans
ever supported by Soros,” Mourdock says.
The director of the “Kony
2012” viral video has had a
The World Federalist Association had openly stated
mental breakdown. But the
that a “world federation,” a euphemism for world
video has had a dramatic
government, can be achieved by advancing “step by
effect on Congress.
step toward global governance” through establishing
new U.N.-associated entities such as the
International Criminal Court and by passing
measures like the Law of the Sea Treaty. One of its main priorities is “To provide the
U.N. with sustained and independent sources of funding.” That is, global taxes.
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“Lugar can’t use that part of who he is,” said a left-wing activist, discussing the race as
people waited for Obama Administration officials to brief the participants on “genocide
prevention.” He said the world government lobby had met with Lugar’s personnel to
offer their help, but were told that any public expression of support for the liberal
Republican senator would backfire because of mounting Republican suspicions that
Lugar is a RINO—Republican In Name Only.
In this context, the release of the
latest CGS Congressional Report
Card cannot come as good news for
the senator. The group gives Lugar
a B minus, the highest for any
Republican in the Senate except for
liberal Susan Collins of Maine. By
comparison, the other Republican
senator from Indiana, conservative
Dan Coats, got an F.
The report card measures votes on
global issues such as ratification of
U.N. treaties, and funding for
international institutions such as the
U.N. and the International Monetary
Fund.

Lugar and Obama

As Lugar’s true colors as a globalist begin to be covered by the national media, another
embarrassment has emerged. A local elections board has ruled that Lugar can’t vote for
himself in the primary, scheduled for May 8, because he doesn’t live in the state.
Once known as then-Senator Barack Obama’s closest Republican friend in the Senate,
he is now running as somebody opposed to the Obama agenda on issues such as the
intervention in Libya.
The big question is whether his extreme makeover as an anti-Obama conservative
Republican will work. The major media have been content to let Lugar remake his
image, but alternative media such as Red State and Tea Party groups have been
working hard to get the facts out to the voting public. The result is that although Lugar
had been leading Mourdock by 20 points, the latest poll has him up by only six. This is
making big news on a national and local basis, with one paper proclaiming, “Polls
indicate gap in Indiana’s Senate primary closing.”
Lugar, a prominent backer of the U.N. Law of the Sea Treaty, even has financial ties to
the world government lobby, having accepted campaign contributions from the Citizens
for Global Solutions political action committee and giving an interview to the
organization’s newsletter. One edition of its newsletter hailed Lugar as one of several
“internationalist Senators” the group was working with. Another heralded Senators
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Obama and Lugar as “globally-minded leaders” supported by CGS. Lugar has been “a
long-time advocate for internationalism,” it said.
Although it admires Lugar and other liberal Republicans, the CGS works hard to defeat
conservative Republicans. In 2006 it attacked Pennsylvania Republican Senator Rick
Santorum, who was running for re-election. Drew J. Asson, who ran the CGS political
action committee trying to defeat Santorum, was quoted as saying that President Bush
was a “fascist” and that Israel was guilty of “aggression” and “murder” in its campaign
against terrorists. Asson’s PAC gave $5,000 to Santorum’s successful opponent, Bob
Casey, who promised a “new direction” in foreign and domestic policy.

But shortly after an editorial in the Pittsburgh Tribune-Review challenged Casey about
the controversial donation from the group, Casey’s campaign returned the money.
Obviously aware of the sensitivity caused by a financial link to a world government
group, the Lugar campaign website makes no mention of it and instead insists the
senator is a “national security leader.” It emphasizes Lugar’s work with former
Democratic Senator Sam Nunn on the Nunn-Lugar bill to eliminate nuclear weapons in
Russia. However, the Government Accountability Office (GAO) revealed that some of
the funds were used to destroy obsolete weapons that Moscow was going to replace
with high-tech arms and provide salaries for Russian scientists.
The campaign website does not mention how Lugar had served as one of
Obama’s mentors and had accompanied him on a 2005 trip to Russia, when
Kremlin authorities briefly confiscated and reviewed Obama’s passport.
The Lugar-Obama relationship, now in the closet because of Lugar’s need for an
extreme makeover, was once out in the open. “Old-school realist Richard Lugar, the
five-term Republican senator from Indiana, has embraced new-school realist and rising
star Barack Obama, the junior Democratic senator from Illinois,” noted the Washington
Monthly back in September 2006 under the title, “Hoosier Daddy.”
It went on, “The relationship is admiring. ‘I very much feel like the novice and pupil,’
Obama has said of Lugar. And it’s warm. Lugar praises Obama’s ‘strong voice and
creativity’ and calls him ‘my good friend.’ In short, the two agree on much and seem to
genuinely like each other. Rather unusual in hyper-partisan Washington, these days.”
The “Republicans for Obama” website even features Lugar, noting in an article,
“Republican Richard Lugar endorses Obama,” that the Senator had praised Obama’s
foreign policy decision to engage America’s enemies.
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Obama’s Secret War-making for the U.N.
By Cliff Kincaid — March 21, 2012
You may not have heard of PSD-10 because it has received no significant coverage
from the major media. Yet, President Obama issued “Presidential Study Directive 10”
last August 4, 2011, and posted it on the White House website. It amounts to a new and
potentially far-reaching exercise of American military power cloaked in humanitarian
language and conducted under the auspices of the United Nations and the International
Criminal Court.
Under this new “Obama doctrine,” U.S. troops can be deployed to arrest or even
terminate individuals wanted by the International Criminal Court, which is based on a
treaty that has not been ratified by the U.S. Senate and isn’t even up for Senate
consideration.
This “Presidential Study Directive on Mass Atrocities,” another name for PSD-10,
declares that “Preventing mass atrocities and genocide is a core national security
interest and a core moral responsibility of the United States.” This is at sharp variance
with the traditional role of the U.S. military—self-defense and protection of the
homeland. Toward this end, an “Interagency Atrocities Prevention Board” is being
formed to develop and implement this new Obama doctrine. However, it is apparent that
the doctrine is already going forward.
Members of the public haven’t heard of PSD-10, but they may have heard of a
decision Obama made on October 14, 2011, when he informed Congress that he had
authorized “a small number of combat equipped U.S. forces to deploy to central Africa
to provide assistance to regional forces that are working toward the removal of Joseph
Kony from the battlefield.”
Kony, a Ugandan warlord who runs the Lord’s Resistance Army (LRA), is better known
than most foreigners, since he is the subject of the viral “Kony 2012” video about the
more than 30,000 “invisible children” he has allegedly murdered or abducted. His
whereabouts are unknown, although it is believed he is no longer in Uganda.
Despite the name of his group, Kony is not a Christian and instead receives
backing from the Islamic regime in northern Sudan. Although he poses no direct
threat to the United States and has not carried out terrorist attacks on the U.S. or
killed any American citizens, the Department of Treasury has designated him as a
“global terrorist” under Executive Order 13224, a measure signed into law by
President Bush after the 9/11 terrorist attacks.
In regard to seeking Kony’s “removal,” Obama told Congress, “I have directed this
deployment, which is in the national security and foreign policy interests of the United

4

States, pursuant to my constitutional authority to conduct U.S. foreign relations and as
Commander in Chief and Chief Executive.”
Obama noted that Congress, in passing the “Lord’s Resistance Army Disarmament and
Northern Uganda Recovery Act of 2009,” had “expressed support for increased,
comprehensive U.S. efforts to help mitigate and eliminate the threat posed by the LRA
to civilians and regional stability.” But it did not authorize deployment of combat forces.
What’s more, a statement from Obama after signing the law did not give any indication
any would be sent.
One of the sponsors of the bill, Rep. Edward Royce (R-CA), has subsequently
introduced “Rewards for Justice” legislation (H.R. 4077) that would allow the State
Department to offer a reward for the apprehension of Kony.
For his part, Obama is basically deploying the U.S. Armed Forces on behalf of the
International Criminal Court (ICC), which indicted Kony for war crimes in 2005 and
issued an arrest warrant for him. However, not only has the U.S. Senate not ratified the
ICC treaty, Congress has never authorized the use of U.S. troops to carry out the ICC’s
edicts. So where does Obama get the power to deploy U.S. troops in this manner?

Don Kraus of Citizens for Global Solutions and Esther Brimmer, Assistant
Secretary of State for International Organization Affairs
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The question is made more relevant because Obama has such an expansive view of his
own executive power to wage war. He claims the power to kill American citizens
overseas, on the grounds that they collaborate with foreign terrorist groups, and FBI
Director Robert Mueller has told Congress that he is not sure whether the president also
has the power to kill American citizens on American soil, inside the United States.
Mueller testified, “I have to go back. Uh, I’m not certain whether that was addressed or
not.”
In the case of Kony, Obama seems to be taking his cue from the ICC. Its prosecutor,
Luis Moreno Ocampo, appears in the “Kony 2012” video, noting that Kony was the first
person ever indicted by the court. The video also celebrates Obama’s decision to use
U.S. troops to try to apprehend Kony. It does not take a big exercise in connecting the
dots to arrive at the conclusion that Obama is using U.S. troops to carry out the orders
of the ICC. But rather than seek ratification of the ICC and then obtain the approval of
Congress to apprehend Kony, and perhaps even to kill him, Obama simply issues
orders to U.S. troops and bypasses the Congress.

Jon Carson, deputy assistant to President Obama, speaks to CGS national
conference participants about supporting federal spending on the U.N. and other
“global” causes.
Last October Jake Tapper of ABC News asked Obama about the decision to deploy
troops “to help eliminate Joseph Kony and the Lord’s Resistance Army.” Obama replied:
“Well none of these decisions are easy, but those who are familiar with the Lord’s
Resistance Army and their leader, Mr. Kony, know that these are some of the most
vicious killers. They terrorize villages, they take children into custody and turn them into
child soldiers, they engage in rape and slaughter in villages they go through. They have
been a scourge on Uganda and that entire region, eastern Africa. So there has been
strong bi-partisan support and a coalition, everything from evangelical Christians to folks
on the left and human rights organizations who have said it is an international obligation
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for us to try to take them on. And so given that bipartisan support across the board
belief that we have to do something about this, what we’ve done is we’ve provided
these advisors. They are not going to be in a situation where they are called upon to
hunt down the Lord’s Resistance Army or actively fire on them, but they will be in a
position to protect themselves. What they can do is provide the logistical support that is
needed, the advice, the training and the logistical support that hopefully will allow this
kind of stuff to stop.”
Notice the use of the term “international obligation.” That is not the same as a
declaration of war or resolution on the use of force from Congress.
Indeed, the Obama Administration seems to have the view that it has to seek
authorization for military action against foreign regimes or individuals from the U.N. or
NATO, but not from Congress. Defense Secretary Leon Panetta recently told a Senate
committee that the U.S. military would have to seek
“international permission” before intervening in
Syria. Senator Jeff Sessions responded, “I’m really
baffled by the idea that somehow an international
assembly provides a legal basis for the United
States military to be deployed in combat. I don’t
believe it’s close to being correct. They provide no
legal authority. The only legal authority that’s
required to deploy the United States military is of the
Congress and the president and the law and the
Constitution.”
On top of this announcement, we now learn, also
from Tapper, that “according to a senior
administration official, President Obama first
heard about the [Kony 2012] video the same way
so many people have: from one of his children.
In this case, it was from Malia, 13.”

Steven Pomper, Director for
War Crimes and Atrocities at
the National Security Council,
briefing the Citizens for Global
Solutions national conference

Some liberals are now complaining that the “Kony
2012” video has become a “pretext for military
intervention.” If so, it is after the fact. They fear the
intervention may not really be designed to find Kony.
Still, it is not too late for liberals and conservatives
alike to question whether Obama has superseded his constitutional and legal authority.
It is certainly time for the major media to examine what Obama is getting the United
States into in Africa—and on what legal basis, if any, he is doing it.
While Obama had ordered U.S. troops to apprehend Kony, he has been careful not to
order them to arrest and detain Sudanese President Omar Al-Bashir, a patron of Kony’s
who has also been indicted by the ICC on charges of genocide, crimes against
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humanity and war crimes. The Sudan is a member in good standing of the Organization
of the Islamic Conference. The crimes of Al-Bashir dwarf those of Kony.
It should be apparent what is happening here. The Obama Administration has what the
United Nations Association calls an “evolving policy” of “positive engagement” toward
the ICC. It doesn’t seem to matter that the administration isn’t seeking ratification of the
ICC, also known as the Rome Statute, and has no plans to do so.
The policy is an open secret. Rosemary A. DiCarlo, the U.S. Deputy Permanent
Representative to the United Nations, has said, “Although the United States is not a
party to the Rome Statute, over the past several years we have sent observer
delegations to the Assembly of States Parties (ASP) sessions and the Review
Conference in Kampala. In December, we cosponsored a high-level panel at the ASP to
highlight the importance of ensuring protection for witnesses and judicial officers. We
have engaged with the Office of the Prosecutor and the Registrar to consider ways to
support specific prosecutions already underway, and we have responded positively to a
number of informal requests for assistance.”
She spoke of the need for “transnational justice,” saying that the review undertaken as
part of implementing Presidential Study Directive-10 would focus on “how we can work
with our international partners to more effectively prevent and respond to atrocities. We
look forward to working with our partners to strengthen the international community’s
capabilities in this area.”
So while the Pentagon prepares for across-the-board cuts in national security and
defense programs, plans are underway by the Obama Administration to use some of
what’s left of our military to operate on behalf of the United Nations and the ICC. The
“fundamental transformation” of the United States is now underway at the Department
of Defense.

8

Congress is Rubber-stamping
Obama’s African War Policy
By Cliff Kincaid — March 22, 2012
As media-induced frenzy over African warlord Joseph Kony reaches a fever pitch,
Democratic Senator Christopher Coons has introduced a resolution that seems to
provide legal cover for President Obama’s deployment of U.S. combat troops to Africa.
Obama ordered the military intervention last October, without the approval of Congress,
saying he wanted the “removal” of Kony from “the battlefield,” wherever that may be.
Coons serves as chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations Subcommittee on African
Affairs.
Kony, who is wanted by the International Criminal Court (ICC) under a 2005 warrant for
crimes against humanity in his native Uganda, could be anywhere in Africa or may in
fact be dead. The ICC says he is “at large” while Coons says the “exact location” of
Kony and his forces, who may number as few as 200-300 men or as many as several
thousand, is “unknown.”
Kony is certainly a minor player compared to his reported patron, the Islamic
government of Sudan, which is accused of killing more than two million civilians
in the South but provides oil to the Chinese government.
“On October 14, 2011, the President notified Congress that he had authorized
approximately 100 combat-equipped U.S. forces to deploy to central Africa to provide
assistance to regional forces that are working toward the removal of Joseph Kony and
senior LRA [Lord’s Resistance Army] commanders from the battlefield,” notes the
Coons resolution. The resolution also highlights the ICC warrant against Kony as
justification for this international action and cites efforts by the United Nations and the
African Union to bring Kony to justice and address the threat posed by the LRA.
Obama, who has criticized Republicans for their alleged war-making rhetoric over Iran,
believes his African adventure did not need explicit approval from Congress because
the Lord’s Resistance Army Disarmament and Northern Uganda Recovery Act, passed
by Congress in 2010, authorized U.S. efforts “to help mitigate and eliminate the threat
posed by the LRA to civilians and regional stability.” However, it did not authorize the
use of combat troops in Africa.
The resolution does not take issue with the deployment and appears to be designed, at
least in part, to give it the appearance of legality and constitutionality. The Senate action
comes as a “Kony 2012” video that focuses attention on the Ugandan warlord has now
surpassed 84 million YouTube views.
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The media have failed to question
Obama’s military intervention in Africa,
with Politico being one of the latest
news organizations claiming that
Obama had sent the 100 U.S. military
troops “with Congress’ blessing.” In
fact, Congress did not authorize this
deployment.
“We’re in another war,” commented
Andrew McCarthy on National Review
online, at the time Obama announced the
action. Noting that Obama had justified the
deployment in the name of “our national
security interests,” McCarthy rhetorically
asked: “…didn’t Kony just try to rub out the
Saudi ambassador or something? This’ll
teach him to mess with us. Oh, he didn’t
mess with us? Well, whatever—‘duty to
protect,’ right?” The “duty to protect” is a
U.N. doctrine justifying foreign intervention
in the internal affairs of sovereign
countries, supposedly to prevent atrocities.

Victoria Holt, Deputy Assistant
Secretary, Bureau of International
Organization Affairs, speaking at CGS
White House briefing.

It looks like Obama is primarily using U.S.
troops to carry out the orders of the International Criminal Court, which wants Kony
apprehended and put on trial. However, the ICC treaty, known as the Rome Statute,
has not been approved by the U.S. Senate.
The Kony mission also seems to be part of an administration campaign through
Presidential Study Directive 10 to expand U.S. military involvement in U.N.-approved
missions while cutting back on those defending U.S. national interests. PSD-10 seems
designed to transform the U.S. military into a vehicle for preventing atrocities, rather
than fighting wars.
Senator Coons’ resolution is also sponsored by Republican Senator James Inhofe of
Oklahoma, a conservative who usually opposes the U.N.’s global initiatives. In this
case, however, he has put a release on his website that explicitly supports “ongoing
international efforts to remove Kony from the battlefield…” U.N. peacekeepers operating
through the U.N. Organization Stabilization Mission in the Democratic Republic of the
Congo (MONUSCO) and other countries have been brought into the campaign against
Kony and the LRA, primarily by protecting civilians from the group.
Inhofe aide Jared Young that the senator believes the mission is justified by existing
legislation and didn’t need any additional authority from Congress. He added, “Senator
Inhofe does not support U.N. interference in Africa. The U.N. does not have a mandate
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related to Kony or the LRA, and Senator Inhofe believes that we should be helping
African countries deal with African problems (that is what the current mission does). He
also does not recognize the jurisdiction of the ICC.”
In addition to pointing to an “international obligation” to get Kony, Obama sent a letter to
Congress claiming the deployment of U.S. troops was “consistent with the War Powers
Resolution.” However, the War Powers Resolution says the president can go to war on
his own without advance congressional approval only if there is an imminent threat to
the U.S. The act also requires withdrawal of U.S. forces in 60 days.
Although Kony has been designated a “global terrorist” by the U.S. Government, he has
never been blamed for any attacks on U.S. troops or civilians.
The Coons/Inhofe resolution is cosponsored by Senators Dick Durbin (D-Ill.), Johnny
Isakson (R-Ga.), Pat Leahy (D-Vt.), Orrin Hatch (R-Utah), Chuck Schumer (D-NY), Joe
Lieberman (I-Conn.), Carl Levin (D-Mich.), John McCain (R-Ariz.), Robert Menendez (DNJ), Dan Coats (R-Ind.), Daniel Akaka (D-Hawaii), Mary Landrieu (D-La.), John
Boozman (R-Ark.), Jack Reed (D-RI), Jerry Moran (R-Kan.), Dianne Feinstein (D-Calif.),
Lindsay Graham (R-S.C.), Susan Collins (R-Maine), Mark Begich (D-Alaska), Barbara
Boxer (D-Calif.), Sherrod Brown (D-Ohio), Roger Wicker (R-Miss.), Jeff Merkley, (DOre.), Frank Lautenberg (D-N.J.), Patty Murray (D-Wash.), Sheldon Whitehouse (D-RI),
Jon Tester (D-Mont.), Ben Nelson (D-Neb.), Al Franken (D-Minn.), Ben Cardin (D-Md.),
John Cornyn (R-Texas) and Roy Blunt (R-Mo.).
A similar resolution (H. Res. 583) was introduced in the House on March 13 by
Democratic Rep. Jim McGovern and Republican Rep. Edward Royce. It justifies
Obama’s deployment of troops to Africa by saying it is “consistent” with a “Strategy to
Support the Disarmament of the Lord’s Resistance Army” that was developed by the
Obama Administration, in response to the Lord’s Resistance Army Disarmament and
Northern Uganda Recovery Act.
This 33-page strategy, however, does not authorize U.S. military force and in fact states
that “United States Government assistance will be provided in a manner that is
consistent with U.S. and international law…”
Although Obama called it an “international obligation” in an interview with ABC News, it
is not backed by a U.N. Security Council Resolution.
Writing on the Lawfare blog, Harvard Law School professor Jack Goldsmith noted that
Obama claimed his deployment was “in furtherance of the Congress’s stated policy” but
relied as authority for the intervention solely on his “constitutional authority to conduct
U.S. foreign relations and as Commander in Chief and Chief Executive.” Goldsmith
added, “It will be interesting to see whether the White House consulted with
congressional leadership before the intervention, and how Congress reacts.”

11

The results are in: many members of Congress in the House and Senate from both
political parties are lining up with Obama and supporting another U.S. military
intervention, which appears to be lacking justification under U.S. and international law.
The latest legislative effort seems based almost completely on the power of a video
whose director, Jason Russell, was himself captured on film running around the streets
of San Diego shouting about the devil and pounding the pavement.
Russell is said to have experienced a mental breakdown or psychosis. However, there
is no such excuse in Congress failing to protect U.S. law and the Constitution from
Obama’s pro-U.N. schemes.
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