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The International Criminal Court (ICC) is not international nor a legitimate court, but is most
certainly criminal.

It is an institutionalized tool – one of many – used by Western corporate-financier interests
to coerce and control nations across the developing world.

In a recent charade aimed to boost its otherwise nonexistent credibility, the ICC has claimed
it seeks to investigate the United States for war crimes regarding Afghanistan. It also claims
it is investigating the United Kingdom regarding Iraq.

However, the ICC has – since its first case in 2003 – been used primarily against targets of
Western interests – with a particular emphasis on Africa and Eastern Europe. Not a single
Western  government  or  individual  has  been  prosecuted  by  the  ICC  despite  having
committed the worst war crimes of the 21st century.

Looked Good on Paper…  

On paper, the International Criminal Court seems like a good idea. This is probably why
many nations  signed and ratified the statute  giving it  its  supposed mandate.  However,  as
with many good ideas in theory, in practice the ICC falls tragically short.

Unsurprisingly,  the  ICC’s  shortcomings  stem from its  little-discussed but  very  lopsided
funding and the obvious resulting conflicts of interest.

An African Business article titled, “Who Pays For the ICC?” would explain it best, noting
(emphasis added):

The maximum amount a single country can pay in any year is limited
to 22% of the Court’s budget. The ICC spent 80.5 million euros in 2007. The
Assembly of States Parties approved a budget of 90.38 million euros for 2008
and 101.23 million euros  for  2009.  By April  2009,  the ICC employed 743
people. 

 There are two points of immediate concern regarding the ICC budget. The first
that while the Court theoretically sets a cap on funding at 22% of its budget
from any one country, considerably more than 50% of its 2009 budget
funding came from EU member countries. Thus, the contributions to
the ICC’s 2009 budget clearly illustrated the continuing European hold
on the Court’s funding.

The article would also explain (emphasis added):

https://www.globalresearch.ca/author/tony-cartalucci
https://www.globalresearch.ca/region/usa
https://www.globalresearch.ca/theme/culture-society-history
https://africanbusinessmagazine.com/uncategorised/who-pays-for-the-icc/
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The EU, through its member states, paid 60% of the 2009 budget of €94.17m.
If one includes – as the EU does in its statements regarding the ICC – those
other  European states  which  it  says  are  candidate  or  potential  candidate
members  of  the  EU  and  those  other  European  nations  that  associate
themselves with the EU position, the European contribution comes to a cool
63%.  The  EU,  therefore,  clearly,  and  probably  unconstitutionally,
financially dominates the ICC.

A look at the ICC’s finances in the form of a chart further highlights the disparity in funding
and reveals the ICC not as an “international” court, but a political tool of Western Europe
and in particular – the European Union. When three of the “Five Eyes” nations are included
and considering Japan’s geopolitical subordination to Washington – the disparity is even
more obvious.

If these nations collectively wage war and commit war crimes together, why would they not
also abuse the ICC’s mandate to redirect the court’s efforts away from them, and toward yet
other targets of their own self-serving interests?

The  disparity,  conflicts  of  interest,  and  demonstrable  impropriety  resulting  from  this
lopsided funding has prompted nations to leave the ICC – with many more remaining, but
demanding reform.

In a BBC article titled, “African Union backs mass withdrawal from ICC,” it was reported that:

The African Union has called for the mass withdrawal of member states from
the International Criminal Court (ICC).

The article would also explain:

South Africa and Burundi have already decided to withdraw, accusing the ICC
of undermining their sovereignty and unfairly targeting Africans. 

The ICC denies the allegation, insisting it is pursuing justice for victims of war
crimes in Africa.

Since the BBC’s article was written, the Filipino government has also decided to withdraw
from the ICC.

Nations have left and rejoined it – not because of a perceived rectification of injustice – but
because Western-backed political circles took power and predictably rejoined.

Is it really fair to characterize the ICC as “international” when entire continents seek to
withdraw from it and some of the largest, most populous nations on Earth (India and China)
never joined in the first place? Is it fair to characterize the ICC as a “court” when it depends
on funding from nations involved in  the very war crimes it  is  supposedly tasked with
investigating and prosecuting?

Even with a perceived split between the US and EU – and the EU-dominated ICC seeking to
investigate the US – it must be remembered that the EU itself aided and abetted not only
the US’ war in Afghanistan the ICC seeks to “investigate,” it also participated in US war
crimes in Iraq, Libya, Syria, and beyond.

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/International_Criminal_Court#/media/File:International_Criminal_Court_contributions,_2008.png
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-africa-38826073
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While it is tempting to believe the ICC now seeks to hold the US accountable – it is much
more likely the US and the EU are attempting to rehabilitate the ICC’s credibility in order to
further exploit it against developing nations – and to do so together.

US-funded NGOs and the ICC 

While the US claims it  opposes the ICC, having never ratified the statute putting the court
into effect – it uses the ICC nonetheless. It does so in concert with the EU and through fronts
– specifically through nongovernmental organizations (NGOs) funded by the US government
via the National Endowment for Democracy (NED) and partner corporate foundations like
George Soros’ Open Society Foundation (OSF).

A perfect example of this is unfolding in the Southeast Asian state of Myanmar where US
and European interests seek to reassert themselves over the former British colony and
displace growing Chinese influence there.

To accomplish this, the US and Europe have been fomenting ethnic violence in Myanmar’s
Rakhine state where an essential leg of China’s One Belt, One Road initiative (OBOR) passes
through.

US-funded NGOs have inserted themselves on both sides of the conflict and are attempting
to overwrite Myanmar’s sovereignty and the government’s ability to deal with the growing
crisis itself.

One such NGO – US-based Fortify Rights – co-founded by Americans and funded by both the
US NED and Soros’ OSF (PDF) – has regularly worked with the ICC and UN to place pressure
on Myanmar’s government.

In a Twitter post, Fortify Rights co-founder Matthew Smith would claim:

In its  latest  efforts to evade international  justice,  the Myanmar military today
created a 3-person “investigation court” to “scrutinize and approve incidents
related to terror attacks of extremist Bengali terrorists…”

By  “international  justice,”  Smith  is  referring  to  US  and  European  intervention  and
specifically through fronts like the ICC of which Myanmar is not even a signatory.

A similar pattern is seen in Syria amid what is essentially a US-led proxy war. Despite the
US’ supposed aversion to the ICC – the ICC is used to undermine, threaten, and coerce the
Syrian government – directly aiding and abetting the US war effort.

As in Myanmar, the ICC’s intervention in Syria is fed directly by NGOs – many of which are
enthusiastically  funded  and  supported  by  the  US  government  –  including  Amnesty
International and Human Rights Watch.

A Modern Day “White Man’s Burden” 

The poem, “The White Man’s Burden: The United States and the Philippine Islands” written
in 1899 by Rudyard Kipling, cited Western racial and cultural superiority to make a case for
the US colonization of the Philippines.

https://www.fortifyrights.org/downloads/Fortify_Rights_Annual_Report_2017.pdf
https://www.fortifyrights.org/downloads/Fortify_Rights_Annual_Report_2017.pdf
https://twitter.com/matthewfsmith/status/1107538205446819840
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/The_White_Man%27s_Burden
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It proposed that Western hegemony was necessary to lift inferior races and civilizations
from “savagery.” Graphic and racist illustrations of the poem – while certain to shock most –
might still resonant with modern-day Western NGO workers who honestly believe they are
spreading  superior  aspects  of  “civilization”  through  their  work  and  lifting  up
the  “backward”  and  “uncivilized.”

The ICC and the NGOs that feed into it – including those funded and directed by the US –
pose as modern-day, barely sanitized manifestations of “The White Man’s Burden.” Western
NGOs assume Western values and institutions are superior and that it is their obligation to
impose both upon the rest of the world.

Through institutions like the ICC which are Western-directed and only “international” in the
sense of the reach of their ambitions, nations targeted by the West are pressured from
above, while Western-funded NGOs undermine targeted nations from below.

In truth – the divide between West and East during Kipling’s time was socioeconomic and
technological,  not  racial.  That  divide has since been bridged and the notion of  “racial
superiority” fully extinguished by nations like China escaping out from under the West’s
shadow, and eclipsing the West.

Fronts like the ICC are now endangered and struggle for legitimacy – charades like the
recent  US-ICC  row  will  remain  unconvincing  as  long  as  the  fundamental  flaws  of  the  ICC
itself remain unaddressed – and this includes its thinly disguised role in abetting Western –
and more specifically – American hegemony.

*

Note to readers: please click the share buttons below. Forward this article to your email lists.

https://www.globalresearch.ca/wp-content/uploads/2019/03/mail.png


| 5

Crosspost on your blog site, internet forums. etc.

Tony Cartalucci is Bangkok-based geopolitical researcher and writer, especially for the
online magazine “New Eastern Outlook” where this article was originally published. He is a
frequent contributor to Global Research.
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