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The Lima Group: International Outlaws and Regime
Change Conspirators
"A group of international war crime conspirators, known as The Lima Group, a
group of Latin American and Caribbean lackeys of the United States, including
Mexico and Canada which was set up by the United States at a meeting in
Lima, Peru on August 8, 2017"
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The covert and overt interventions taking place against Venezuela by the United States and
its allies are a form of aggression and a violation of the fundamental principles of the United
Nations Charter making the nations involved international outlaws.

The attempted coup against President Maduro of Venezuela may have failed so far but the
jackals  that  instigated  it  have  not  given  up  their  objective  of  forcing  the  majority  of
Venezuelans benefiting from the Bolivarian revolution begun by President Chavez,  back to
the misery the revolution is trying to save them from.  The United States and its allied
governments and media, working with American military and civilian intelligence services,
are  pumping  out  a  constant  flow of  propaganda  about  the  start  of  affairs  in  Venezuela  to
mislead and manipulate their own peoples so that they support their aggression and to
undermine Venezuelans support for their revolution.

We have seen this  type of  propaganda before,  the fake stories  about  “human rights”
abuses,  economic  conditions,  the  cries  of  “democracy,”  the  propaganda  about  an  
“authoritarian”  leader,  a  “tyrant,”  “dictator”,  all  labels  they  have  used before  against
leaders  of  nations  that  they  have  later  murdered;  President  Arbenz,  Allende,  Torrijos,
Habyarimana, Milosevic, Hussein, Ghaddafi are examples that come quickly to mind, so that
the same threats against Maduro are not just propaganda but direct physical threats.

We see  the  same pretexts  for  military  aggression  used and same euphemisms being
employed, the same cries for “humanitarian intervention,” which we now know are nothing
more than modern echoes of Hitler’s pretexts for the invasion of Czechoslovakia, to “save
the oppressed Germans.”

We see the same smug lies and hypocrisy about the rule of law as they openly brag about
their violation of international law with every step they take and talk as if they are gods
ruling the world.

The United States is the principal actor in all  this but it  has beside it  among other flunkey
nations, perhaps the worst of them all, Canada, which has been an enthusiastic partner in
crime of the United States since the end of the Second World War.  We cannot forget its role
in  the aggression against  North  Korea,  the Soviet  Union,  China,  its  secret  role  in  the
American aggression against Vietnam, against Iraq, Rwanda, Yugoslavia, Afghanistan, Syria,
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Ukraine, Haiti, Iran, and the past several years Venezuela.

Canada will take the lead in the aggression against Venezuela on Monday February 4th when
it hosts a meeting in Ottawa of a group of international war crime conspirators, known as
The Lima Group, a group of Latin American and Caribbean lackeys of the United States,
including Mexico and Canada which was set up by the United States at a meeting in Lima,
Peru on August 8, 2017 with the express purpose of overthrowing President Maduro.

Canada’s harridan of foreign affairs, Chrystia Freeland, stated to the press recently that

“Canada needs to play a leading role in the Lima Group because the crisis in
Venezuela is unfolding in Canada’s global backyard. This is our neighbourhood.
We have a direct interest in what happens in our hemisphere.”

“In Canada’s global backyard?”  It’s astonishing to read it. Canada regards the globe as its
backyard? She manages to reveal a severe case of megalomania and insult the rest of the
nations  of  the  world  at  the  same  time.   Her  statement  that  Venezuela  “is  our
neighbourhood”  is  almost  a  direct  adoption  of  the  American  claim to  hegemony  and
“interventionism”  in  the  western  hemisphere  as  if  Canada  completely  identifies  itself  with
the United States, that is, in terms of foreign policy, has completely merged with the United
States.

But, by doing so, the Canadian elite show themselves to be the enemies of progress and
economic and social justice; shows them to be the antihuman reactionaries that they are.
They also make themselves world outlaws.

Freeland claims that the Lima Group meeting will “address the political and economic crisis
in Venezuela,” yet it is Canada that, along with the United States that has created the very
crisis they are using as a pretext to attack President Maduro. It is they that have tried to
topple both him and Chavez through assassination plots, threatened military invasion and
economic warfare that has the sole purpose of disrupting the social and economic life of
Venezuela, of making life as miserable as possible in order to foment unrest while conspiring
with internal reactionary forces.

The Lima Group,  began its  dirty  work in  2017 by issuing statements  condemning the
Bolivarian revolution, claimed that there was a break down of law and order in Venezuela
and attempted to  cancel  the elections  just  held  which gave President  Maduro a  solid
majority of 68% of the votes in what all international elections observers judged free and
fair.

Following the election of Maduro all  of  these nations withdrew their ambassadors from
Venezuela. They did all this while claiming that their actions were taken “with full respect for
the norms of international law and the principle of nonintervention” when they are plainly
violating all norms of international law and the principle of non-intervention. They are also
violating the UN Charter that prohibits any nation or group of nations from taken action
outside the framework of the UN Security Council against any other nation.

The  Ottawa  meeting  is  in  fact  a  meeting  of  criminal  conspirators  that  are  intent  on
committing acts of  aggression, the supreme war crime against a sovereign nation and
people.Intervention is generally prohibited under international law because it violates the
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concept of independent state sovereignty. All nations have the right to govern themselves
as  they  deem  fit  and  that  no  nation  could  rightfully  interfere  in  the  government  of
another.Since there can be no intervention without the presence of force or threats of its
use  the  actions  taken  and  threats  made  against  Venezuela  constitute  the  crime  of
aggression under international law.

The US and Canada are now threatening the use of armed force against Venezuela. John
Bolton stated that  all  options are on the table and has even threatened Maduro with
imprisonment  in  the  US  torture  chambers  of  Guantanamo  Bay.  Britain  has  seized
Venezuelan funds sitting in London banks, and the US and its flunkies are now trying to stop
Venezuela and Turkey from dealing in Venezuelan gold, and, to add to their net, accuse
them of sending the gold to Iran in violation of their illegal “sanctions.”

The hypocrisy hits you in the face especially when some of the same nations in the Lima
Gang recognised as far bas as 1826 at the Congress of Panama the absolute prohibition of
intervention  by  states  in  each  other’s  internal  affairs.  In  attendance,  were  the  states  of
Columbia, Central America, Mexico, and Peru. Led by Simon Bolivar, the Congress declared
its determination to maintain”the sovereignty and independence of all  and each of the
confederated powers of America against foreign subjection.”

At the Seventh International Conference of American States held in Montevideo in 1933,The
Convention on Rights and Duties of States, issued at the conclusion of the conference, to
which the U.S. was a signatory, declared that”no state has the right to intervene in the
internal or external affairs of another.” The legal position of the doctrine of nonintervention
was

solidified  three  years  later  at  Buenos  Aires  with  the  adoption  of  the  Additional  Protocol
Relative to Non-Intervention. This document declared “inadmissible the intervention of any
of the parties to the treaty, directly or indirectly, and for whatever reason, in the internal or
external  affairs  of  any  other  of  the  Parties.”  The  U.S.  government  agreed  to  this  treaty
without  reservation  as  well.

The United Nations has become the primary source of the rules of International behavior
since World War II. The principle of nonintervention between states is everywhere implicit in
the Charter of the United Nations. Article 1 of the U.N. Charter sets out the four purposes of
the organization, one of which is “to maintain international peace and security,” a task
which includes the suppression of “threats to the peace,” “acts of aggression” and “other
breaches of the peace.” Another is “to develop friendly relations among nations based on
respect for the principle of equal rights and self-determination of people.” Article 2(1) goes
on  to  base  the  organization  on  “the  principle  of  the  sovereign  equality  of  all  its
members.”Articles 2(3) and 2(4) require Member States to utilize peaceful means in the
settlement of disputes and to refrain from the use of force.

Article 2(4) states:

“All Members shall refrain in their international relations from the threat or use
of force against the territorial integrity or political independence of any State,
or in any manner inconsistent with the Purposes of the United Nations.”

Thus, Article 2(4) prohibits the use of the economic and political pressures and the indirect
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subversion which is an integral part of covert action.

That covert action is forbidden under the law of the U.N. is supported

by the numerous resolutions passed by the General Assembly which assert the right to
national  sovereignty  and  the  principle  of  nonintervention  in  general,  while  specifically
condemning  particular  tactics  used  in  covert  action.

At  the risk  of  tiring the reader,  I  think it  is  worthwhile  to  reiterate what  the General
Assembly of the United Nations has stated over and again beginning with Resolution 290 (iv)
in 1949. Referred to as the “Essentials of Peace”

Resolution, this enactment called upon every nation to “refrain from any threats or acts,
direct or indirect, aimed at impairing the freedom, independence or integrity of any State, or
at fomenting civil strife and subverting the will of the people in any state.”‘

Resolution 1236 (XII) passed in 1957, declared that “peaceful and tolerant relations among
States” should be based upon “respect for each other’s sovereignty, equality and territorial
integrity and nonintervention in one another’s internal affairs.’

The  first  General  Assembly  resolution  specifically  prohibiting  covert  action  was  Resolution
213 1(XX). Entitled the “Declaration on the Inadmissibility of Intervention in the Domestic
Affairs of States and the Protection of Their Independence and Sovereignty,” this resolution
was based on proposals made by the Soviet Union, nineteen Latin American States, and the
United Arab Republic, whose draft resolution was co-sponsored by 26 other non-aligned
countries.  The declaration restated the aims and purposes  of  the U.N.  and noted the
importance  of  recognizing  State  sovereignty  and  freedom to  self-determination  in  the
current political atmosphere. The eighth preambular paragraph of Resolution stated that,
“direct intervention, subversion and all forms of indirect intervention are contrary” to the
principles of the U.N. and, “consequently, constitute a violation of the Charter of the United
Nations.”‘  The operative portion of the declaration consists of eight paragraphs, the first of
which makes clear there can be no “intervention as of right”:

“1. No State has the right to intervene, directly or indirectly, for any reason
whatever,  in the internal or external affairs of any other State. Consequently,
armed intervention and all other forms of interference or attempted threats
against  the personality  of  the State or  against  its  political,  economic and
cultural elements, are condemned.’

In  another  paragraph  the  Resolution  precisely  defined  the  scope  of  its  prohibition  against
intervention, demonstrating the illicit status of covert activities:

“2. No State may use or encourage the use of economic, political or any other
type  of  measures  to  coerce  another  state  in  order  to  obtain  from it  the
subordination  of  the  exercise  of  its  sovereign  rights  or  to  secure  from it
advantages of any kind. Also, no state shall  organize, assist,  foment,  finance,
incite or tolerate subversive, terrorist or armed activities directed toward the
violent overthrow of the regime of another State, or interfere in civil strife in
another State.”

Resolution  2225  (XXI)  reaffirmed  the  principles  and  rules  ex-pressed  in  Resolution  2131
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(XX), and urged “the immediate cessation of intervention, in any form whatever, in the
domestic or external affairs of States,” and condemned “all  forms of intervention .  .  .  as a
basic source of danger to the cause of world peace.”

Finally, the Resolution called upon all states to, “refrain from armed intervention or the
promotion or organization of subversion, terrorism or other indirect forms of intervention for
the purpose of changing by violence the existing system in another State or interfering in
civil strife in another State.”

By Resolution 2625 (XXV), the General Assembly adopted the “Declaration on Principles of
International  Law  concerning  Friendly  Relations  and  Co-operation  among  States  in
Accordance with the Charter of the United Nations.” The Declaration had its origins with the
first meeting of the Special Committee on the Principles of International Law held in 1964 in
Mexico  City.  This  document  asserted  seven  basic  principles  of  international  law,  then
elaborated how these principles were to be realized. The seven principles embodied in the
Declaration were: a) the principle prohibiting the threat or use of force in international
relations;b)  the  principle  requiring  the  peaceful  settlement  of  disputes;  c)the  duty  of
nonintervention; d) the duty of states to cooperate with each other; e) the principle of equal
rights and self-determination of all people;f) the principle of sovereign equality of states;
and g) the good faith duty of states to fulfill their obligations under the Charter.

In its discussion of the first principle – that states refrain from the threat or use of force – the
Declaration emphasizes the duty of each state “to refrain from organizing or encouraging
the organization of irregular forces or armed bands, including mercenaries, for incursion into
the territory of another state.” In addition, the Declaration insists that every state has a
duty “to refrain from organizing, instigating, assisting or participating in acts of civil strife or
terrorist acts in another State or to allow such acts to be operated from its territory.”

I can go on listing other UN resolutions stating the same.  Again and again the General
Assembly hammered home the importance of the principle of nonintervention as a central
maxim of international law.

Resolution  34/103  addressed  the  inadmissibility  of  the  policy  of  “hegemonism”  in
international relations and defined that term as the “manifestation of the policy of a State,
or  a  group  of  States,  to  control,  dominate  and  subjugate,  politically,  economically,
ideologically or militarily, other States, peoples or regions of the world.”‘ The resolution,inter
alia,  called  upon  states  to  observe  the  principles  of  the  Charter  and  the  principle  of
nonintervention. By this resolution it was declared that the General Assembly, “Resolutely
condemns  policies  of  pressure  and  use  or  threat  of  use  of  force,  direct  or  indirect
aggression,occupation and the growing practice of interference and intervention,overt or
covert, in the internal affairs of states.”‘

In 1981, the “Declaration on the Inadmissibility of  Intervention and Interference in the
Internal Affairs of States” was adopted by the General Assembly through Resolution 36/103.
One of the duties imposed upon states by the Declaration was: “The duty of a State to
refrain  from armed intervention,  subversion,  military  occupation  or  any  other  form of
intervention and interference,overt or covert, directed at another State or group of States,
or  any  act  of  military,  political  or  economic  interference  in  the  internal  affairs  of  another
State, including acts of reprisal involving the use of force.’ In addition, the Declaration called
upon states to refrain from any action which seeks to disrupt the unity or to undermine or
subvert the political order of other States, training and equipping mercenaries or armed
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bands, hostile propaganda, and the use of “external economic assistance” programs or
“transnational  and  multinational  corporations  under  its  jurisdiction  and  control  as
instruments  of  political  pressure  and  control.”‘

So, there you have it; the law. The world can see that the Lima Gang, who like to use the
phrase “the rule of law” in their diktats to others, are committing egregious crimes under
international law and together these crimes are components of the supreme war crime of
aggression. The Lima Group therefore is a group of international criminal conspirators and
the every individual involved is a war criminal.  So when the Lima conspirators issue their
press statement after the Ottawa meeting, planning aggression against Venezuela, calling
for the overthrow, for the head of President Maduro and dressing it up in the usual language
of the aggressor, of “human rights” and “democracy” and their fake and illegal doctrine of 
“responsibility to protect” it will not be issued by nations interested in peace or who have
respect for international law but by a gang of criminals, of international outlaws.

*
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Christopher Black is an international criminal lawyer based in Toronto. He is known for a
number of high-profile war crimes cases and recently published his novel “Beneath the
Clouds. He writes essays on international law, politics and world events, especially for the
online magazine “New Eastern Outlook.” He is a frequent contributor to Global Research.

Featured image is from NEO

The original source of this article is New Eastern Outlook
Copyright © Christopher Black, New Eastern Outlook, 2019

Comment on Global Research Articles on our Facebook page

Become a Member of Global Research

Articles by: Christopher Black

Disclaimer: The contents of this article are of sole responsibility of the author(s). The Centre for Research on Globalization will
not be responsible for any inaccurate or incorrect statement in this article. The Centre of Research on Globalization grants
permission to cross-post Global Research articles on community internet sites as long the source and copyright are
acknowledged together with a hyperlink to the original Global Research article. For publication of Global Research articles in
print or other forms including commercial internet sites, contact: publications@globalresearch.ca
www.globalresearch.ca contains copyrighted material the use of which has not always been specifically authorized by the
copyright owner. We are making such material available to our readers under the provisions of "fair use" in an effort to advance
a better understanding of political, economic and social issues. The material on this site is distributed without profit to those
who have expressed a prior interest in receiving it for research and educational purposes. If you wish to use copyrighted
material for purposes other than "fair use" you must request permission from the copyright owner.
For media inquiries: publications@globalresearch.ca

https://www.amazon.com/Beneath-Clouds-Struggle-Justice-Deadly/dp/6027354313
https://www.amazon.com/Beneath-Clouds-Struggle-Justice-Deadly/dp/6027354313
https://journal-neo.org/
https://journal-neo.org/2019/02/04/the-lima-group-international-outlaws/
https://www.globalresearch.ca/author/christopher-black
https://journal-neo.org/2019/02/04/the-lima-group-international-outlaws/
https://www.facebook.com/GlobalResearchCRG
https://store.globalresearch.ca/member/
https://www.globalresearch.ca/author/christopher-black
mailto:publications@globalresearch.ca
https://www.globalresearch.ca
mailto:publications@globalresearch.ca

