Should We Merge The United States And Mexico?

By abolishing both countries and forming a new regional government

As unbelievable and outrageous as this question sounds, it is part of a major piece of legislation that President Bush will be sending to Congress in a few months, possibly as soon as a few weeks – unless people like us let Congress know we’re not ready to abolish the United States.

The proposal was created by the same forces behind the European Union (EU). Their goal was to gradually eliminate the separate and diverse nations of Europe (e.g., France, Italy, etc.) and create a new government over the entire region.

Their newest proposal is called CAFTA, the Central American Free Trade Agreement, a follow-up to NAFTA, the North American Free Trade Agreement, and precursor to the FTAA, Free Trade Area of the Americas. 

Most Americans are not aware of the plans to abolish the United States, but a few are, and their vigilance has delayed the creation of a new government in the Western Hemisphere.

In a press release on April 21, 2001, the White House (www.whitehouse.gov) announced that:
The FTAA will extend the benefits of free trade to countries throughout the Hemisphere.  When completed, the FTAA will be the largest free trade area in the world, with a combined GDP of more that $10 trillion and 800 million people.  The Bush Administration is committed to concluding FTAA negotiations by January 2005 and to implement the agreement no later than December 2005.  The President will seek Trade Promotion Authority (TPA) from the U.S. Congress to enable his Administration to negotiate trade agreements more easily.

That timetable has been delayed, and hemispheric union is being sought through smaller goals, beginning with CAFTA.

On March 23 of this year, President Bush met with President Fox of Mexico and Prime Minister Martin of Canada. This high-profile meeting was designed to clear the way for CAFTA and eventually for FTAA, by touting the success of NAFTA. President Bush said:

In order to make sure that the Free Trade Agreement of the Americas [FTAA] has a chance to succeed, it is important to show the sovereign nations in South America that trade has worked amongst the three of us. To this extent, we have entered into an agreement with the Central American nations, called CAFTA. I think – I know it's an important part of the prosperity agenda throughout the hemisphere, and I asked Congress to make sure that they approve CAFTA this year. 

CAFTA expands NAFTA from the three North American nations into a 34-nation 

"Eventually our long-range objective is to establish with the United States, but also with Canada, our other regional partner, an ensemble of connections and institutions similar to those created by the European Union, with the goal of attending to future themes [such as] the future prosperity of North America, and the movement of capital, goods, services, and persons."

—Mexican President Vicente Fox in a candid address before the "Club XXI" at the Hotel Eurobuilding in Madrid, Spain, May 16, 2002

Wall Street Journal has embraced the idea of a EU for the Americas:

"Reformist Mexican President Vicente Fox raises eyebrows with his suggestion that over a decade or two Nafta should evolve into something like the European Union, with open borders for not only goods and investment but also people. He can rest assured that there is one voice north of the Rio Grande that supports his vision. To wit, this newspaper...."

—Robert L. Bartley, July 2, 2002 editorial: 
"Open NAFTA Borders? Why Not?"

It [NAFTA] will represent the most creative step toward a new world order taken by any group of countries since the end of the Cold War, and the first step toward an even larger vision of a free-trade zone for the entire Western Hemisphere . . . .   [NAFTA] is not a conventional trade agreement, but the architecture of a new international system. . . .

Henry Kissinger

Los Angeles Times, July 18, 1993

If Congress had known that there was anything like this in NAFTA, they would never have voted for it.

Abner Mikva, Former federal judge and Congressman

One of three NAFTA judges commenting about NAFTA’s Chapter 11 authority, quoted in “NAFTA Tribunals Stir U.S. Worries,” 
New York Times, April 18, 2004

When he served as president of the Czech Republic, Vaclav Havel spoke for these largely-ignored patriots of affected lands when he stated, “This is crossing the Rubicon, after which there will be no more sovereign states in Europe … only one state will remain.” He added, “Basic things will be decided by a remote federal government in Brussels.... We are against a European superstate.”

A small glimpse of the astonishing duplicity and complicity of the British government in this destruction of sovereignty came to light in 2000 when records concerning Britain’s 1970 application to join the Common Market were released after 30 years under seal. Clearly, Prime Minister Edward Heath had conspired with the Brussels globalists to deceive the British people.

Heath and his fellow conspirators cavalierly dismissed concerns that joining the Common Market might cause Britain to lose its political independence. “There will not be a blueprint for a federal Europe,” Heath told the House of Commons on February 25, 1970. “There is no question of any erosion of essential national sovereignty,” Heath’s 1972 White Paper insisted. Years later, in an interview with the BBC, he told a decidedly different story. In a November 1, 1991 interview, the BBC’s Peter Sissions asked: “The single currency; a United States of Europe; was that in your mind when you took Britain in?” “Of course, yes,” Heath responded.

Releasing the sealed records in 2000 more fully exposed the extent of the Heath regime’s lying. “What these papers revealed more starkly than ever before,” says British journalist Christopher Booker, “was just how deliberately the Heath Government and the Foreign Office set out to conceal from the British people the Common Market’s true purpose. They were fully aware that it was intended to be merely the first step towards creating a politically united Europe, but they were determined to hide this away from view.”

The lying and conspiring didn’t start and didn’t end with the Heath government. “For 40 years,” says Booker, “British politicians have consistently tried to portray it [the Common Market and EU] to their fellow-citizens as little more than an economic arrangement: a kind of free-trading area primarily concerned with creating jobs and prosperity.”

