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Epigraph

A nation can survive its fools, and even the ambitious. But it cannot survive treason from within. An enemy at the gates is less formidable, for he is known and carries his banner openly. But the traitor moves amongst those within the gate freely, his sly whispers rustling through all the alleys, heard in the very halls of government itself. For the traitor appears not a traitor; he speaks in accents familiar to his victims, and he wears their face and their arguments, he appeals to the baseness that lies deep in the hearts of all men. He rots the soul of a nation, he works secretly and unknown in the night to undermine the pillars of the city, he infects the body politic so that it can no longer resist. A murderer is less to fear. The traitor is the plague.

—M. Tullii Ciceronis, Orationum Pars I.[–III] 
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Introduction

A haze of smoke drifted across the street, where masses of protesters inciting violence waved foreign flags in the breeze. This was not a battle scene from a distant war, but Alameda Street in downtown Los Angeles, and the defiant crowd waving Mexican, Salvadoran, and Palestinian flags was confronting a line of local and federal law enforcement officers.1 Similar scenes had been playing out across the United States, from Texas to New York, in recent months, as organized activist groups confronted not just the flesh-and-blood US officers called in to enforce immigration law, but, in fact, the American system of law and order itself, under foreign colors, for personal political purposes.

On the surface, these scenes painted a jarring picture of the consequences of an open-border policy. However, a deeper look exposes something far more alarming: the weaponization of mass migration as a tool of subversion against the United States by foreign governments and organizations, as well as their domestic allies. As we will see, the LA and other violent protests were encouraged by foreign governments.

According to the US Census Bureau, the United States set a record in 2024 when the foreign-born population reached an all-time high of 15.2 percent. This statistic itself is not the problem. After all, E Pluribus Unum is the American way. Out of many nationalities and ethnicities, we are one nation and stronger for it. But other countries are using immigration to the US to destabilize our democratic republic.

Tens of millions of immigrants, my parents included, have come to the United States, proud of their cultural heritage, but also proud to respect American laws, work hard, and adopt American values, culture, and language. Many recent immigrants continue this honorable tradition.

The problem is that foreign entities, both hostile and so-called friendly governments, as well as radical overseas movements and terrorist groups, are using the American tradition of welcoming immigrants against us to subvert our country. They are aided and abetted by domestic forces who help them either because they share their goals or seek an expedient political benefit. Half a century ago, people immigrated here to seek the freedom and opportunity that only America could provide. Today, mass migration is increasingly engineered to promote malevolent agendas against the United States, including the creation of powerful political networks inside our country designed to undermine us.

Let me be clear: This is no “Great Replacement Theory,” a Marxist rehash of class warfare theology, which posits that domestic elites import migrants to replace native populations in Europe and the United States, all in the name of cheaper labor. The creator of this theory, French leftist Renaud Camus, calls this “genocide by Great Replacement” and blames American capitalism. His central villain is a nineteenth-century American efficiency expert named Frederick Winslow Taylor, who, according to Camus, “is to Replacism what Marx is to Communism.”2 For Camus, it is capitalists, namely, “Davos, cybernetics, banks, hedge funds, pension funds, Big Tech, etc.,” who are engineering an invasion of migrants.

Camus, it should be noted, dislikes not only migrants but all population growth, deriding “pro-natalist” politicians who encourage citizens to have more children. After all, he claims, “demographic growth is a disaster everywhere it is found.”3

While Renaud Camus is an atheist and socialist on the political left, his ideas have been amplified by some across the political spectrum to promote racist and xenophobic ideas. In this way, Camus has become useful to the political left, who have found in him the perfect straw man used to dampen any debate about mass migration as racist.

Acknowledging migration with deleterious intent is not racist but rather calling attention to a vulnerability unique to our country’s heritage of welcoming people of all races and cultures. We can only maintain that heritage if we preserve it from manipulation. The pessimistic Mr. Camus is wrong. The manipulation or weaponization of mass migration is not being conducted by a cabal of capitalists, as Camus would have us believe. It is being carried out by foreign governments and political movements operating inside the United States, aided and abetted by domestic political actors who seek partisan political gains.

The mass migration problem is not just a border crisis. It is a weapon deployed by our adversaries with devastating effect long after the border crisis seems “solved.” Its aim, only dimly understood by our leadership class, is subversion. And it is succeeding.

If demography is destiny, then weaponization of mass migration is a result of what the late Harvard professor Samuel P. Huntington called a “Clash of Civilizations.” Western, Latin American, Muslim, and Sinic (Chinese) nations, among others, have distinctly different cultures and thus distinctly different political structures. Some are more individualistic, others more collectivist oriented. Nations may value profoundly different things, says Huntington, hence “the clash.”4

Huntington was mostly concerned that the clash would inevitably lead to wars between these powerful civilizations and only touched on the dynamics of mass migration. What is now occurring is a clash of civilizations manifest inside the United States itself. In this book, we will expose the clash of civilizations occurring within our borders, a clash designed to displace American democratic civilizational values. Ironically, it is these values that uniquely bind Americans together—respect for individual life, liberty, and pursuit of happiness, not a single ethnicity—that is at stake.

Over the past few years, we have witnessed masses of migrants on our screens, streaming across the southern border, and read the accounts of illegal migrants clogging America’s shelters, all while criminal gangs wreak havoc on America’s streets. Our digital platforms captured the largest mass migration in US history for all to see. The issue played a central role in the 2024 election of Donald Trump as president. And as promised, he and his new administration dramatically reduced the deluge of humanity to a trickle.

Case closed—or not?

Certainly, controlling the border is a constructive first step. Deporting illegal criminals is another. However, as we will reveal, there is much more to the story than people simply crossing the border illegally. Something more profoundly troubling is taking place that has escaped even the most informed news consumer or policymaker. To paraphrase Winston Churchill, reducing the flow at the border is not the end of the problem. It is not even the beginning of the end. But it is, perhaps, the end of the beginning phase of solving the ongoing and largely unrecognized existential threat that we face.

That threat is subversion.

Subversion is an effort by which the values and principles of a system are reversed or contradicted to undermine and sabotage an established social order.

It is a word that we associate with the Cold War and Senator Joe McCarthy, or with the milieu of spies and Third World revolutionaries. Today, it is happening on a grand scale in the United States using stealth weapons. The flow of people across the US border is not just a matter of immigration, economics, and crime. It is organized political subversion, with people being wielded as tools to undermine our country’s sovereignty.

Traditionally, immigrants come to a new country to live and worship as they choose while embracing the norms of their host country. But now migrants are being steered to unravel the fabric of society and the culture that has welcomed them.

As we will see, this is neither a fantasy nor a conspiracy theory. The culprits themselves tell us this is so.

Throughout the following chapters, I will be exposing a range of actors and the weapons they employ to engineer their subversive mission.

To succeed, they use a mass infusion of people and work aggressively to prevent these masses from assimilating so that American values are destabilized.

This subversive mission exploits American openness and generosity, but also requires willing collaborators in the United States who share the vision or at least see it as a means to power. They also seek to use migrants as radical agents of change.

The strategy itself of weaponizing migration has modern precedents.

In 1974, Algerian president Houari Boumediene stood in front of the United Nations General Assembly in New York and threatened that migration would be weaponized to conquer the West. “One day, millions of men will leave the Southern Hemisphere of this planet to burst into the northern one,” he declared. “But not as friends. Because they will burst in to conquer, and they will conquer by populating it with their children. Victory will come to us from the wombs of our women.”5 Now, as we will see, Mexican and other leaders are doing their best to make this strategy a reality.

In 1977, the communist Chinese threatened President Jimmy Carter with a mass exodus of millions. Carter was meeting with Chinese leader Deng Xiaoping, pressing him on the communist government’s human rights record.

“Okay,” Deng had replied impatiently. “Well then, exactly how many Chinese would you like, Mr. President? One million? Ten million? Thirty million?” It was a not-so-veiled threat to deploy a migrant weapon. Carter certainly saw it as such.6 As we will see, China currently has a subversive migration program directed against the United States that is unmatched in its sophistication.

In 1997, Malaysian prime minister Dr. Mahathir Mohamad, attending a meeting of the Southern African International Dialogue, threatened that if the West did not give the developing world what they wanted, “We should migrate North in the millions, legally or illegally. . . . Masses of Asians and Africans should inundate Europe and America.”7

Today, we are no longer dealing with rhetorical threats but with the consequences of migration warfare.

As US federal Immigration Judge Aaron Petty puts it, “International population movements are often impelled, encouraged, or prevented by governments or political forces.”

Judge Petty adds, “[Mass migrations] do not merely happen; more often they are made to happen.”

Petty likens these recent mass migrations to “living warheads” being fired at America.8

Even those who have characterized mass migration as an invasion may not appreciate how accurate that term is. Foreign governments and domestic actors inside the United States see migration as a strategic force to transform American government, culture, and values. As we will see, their strategy is intentional, openly expressed, well developed, and has been adopted by so-called friendly governments like Mexico, as well as hostile powers like China. Aided by partisan political actors inside the United States, the goal is to transform America and trigger a cultural revolution.

Facilitating migration to the United States is only the first step, and the one that receives all the attention. Once migrants are in the US, foreign governments, political movements, and their domestic allies here work hard to keep them from assimilating and craft them into radical political change agents.

Does that sound extreme? Wait until you hear them in their own words.

While President Trump has dramatically reduced migration traffic across the southern border during his second term in office, little notice has been paid to the weaponization of those already in the country. That problem has scarcely been recognized.

In Texas, California, and New York, a senior Mexican official huddles with illegal migrants. The purpose of the meetings? To “organize militancy” (his words) inside the United States.

Across America, the Mexican government, through its more than fifty consulates, is blatantly interfering in our domestic politics, working with American political advisors to turn legal and illegal migrants inside the US into a political force to wield for their benefit.

In Mexico City, the country’s president candidly and calmly explains the purpose of mass migration into the United States—the reconquering of the American Southwest (Reconquista), the territories lost to the United States in the nineteenth century. The Mexican government works to make this a reality.

From California to New York, radical foreign political movements are using migrants quietly and systematically to take over important US political institutions, motivated and driven by foreign ideologies.

In America’s heartland, a foreign organization instrumental in the 9/11 terror attacks is helping to fund and elect members of Congress.

In China, up to one million “Americans” raised inside the communist country will be of age to vote in US elections—even though they have never lived here. This “Manchurian Generation” is further augmented by the efforts of Chinese Communist Party (CCP) officials using surrogacy to raise a horde of IVF American children.

In California and Arizona, a clandestine scheme to train thousands of Chinese military pilots in the United States every year is ongoing, boosting Beijing’s military power.

In Washington, DC, an American immigration visa program, developed by a Chinese spy, allows Chinese-based individuals to funnel tens of millions of dollars into American political campaigns legally.

Also in Washington, politicians quietly rake in tens of millions from foreign nationals who can’t vote in our elections—but can legally donate to their campaigns.

In the corridors of American power, prominent American progressives cooperate with individuals directly tied to the drug cartels, who profit from the subversive goals of mass migration.

In the White House, American presidents manipulate and ignore the US citizenship process on a massive scale for personal political benefit, minting new citizens who have not been properly vetted and have criminal records.

As you will read in the chapters that follow, evidence of engineered mass migration and its use as a subversive tool abounds in government documents, statements by foreign leaders, hacked emails, and internal documents from organizations in the United States.

Today, the clash of civilizations is more than a useful theory for foreign policy experts to use when playing their moves out on the global chessboard. It is occurring in real time within the borders of the United States. What is at stake is not about race, but about the corruption of the American Experiment itself and with it the liberties that allow people of all ethnicities to thrive together. 




Chapter 1

Proof of Concept

Thousands of people crowded into small boats and were illuminated by carbon-arc searchlights scanning the perimeter of Mariel Harbor in Cuba. The shoreline teemed with men, women, and children, carrying little more than the clothes on their backs, hoping to escape the Fidel Castro regime on trawlers, yachts, commercial ships, and sailboats. They used anything that could survive the trip across the open ocean to Miami.

Patrol boats and armed guards kept a careful watch as the crafts assembled for the journey.1

The president of the United States, Jimmy Carter, had assured “an open heart and open arms.”2

Probably puffing on a Cohiba and countering, Bien, entonces, Fidel Castro promised, “I’ll fill his arms with sh*t!”3

During the late spring of 1980, the brutal communist dictator of Cuba engineered an export of close to one hundred and twenty-five thousand of his countrymen to the United States. It began with Cubans in America calling for people to flee to US waters, but it ended with Castro seeing an opportunity to choose who to send.

It would become the first successful deployment of a weapon of mass migration against the United States. It has since been regarded as the third most damaging foreign attack in US history after Pearl Harbor and 9/11.

We now know what seemed like a chaotic and spontaneous exodus of people in small boats from Cuba to Florida became an intentional, well-planned attack. Dubbed “the Attila Plan,” the head of Sector 5 of the Cuban intelligence agency launched the operation. The benefits to Cuba and the costs to its chief enemy, the United States, were clear. Castro could rid his country of discontented and often poor inhabitants who did not support his government while using the flood of legitimate refugees as human camouflage for the strategic export of violent criminals, psychopaths, intelligence agents, and drug dealers to trouble the American homeland. Violence and chaos in the US would follow, along with profits from the drug trade.4

The beauty of migration as a weapon was that it twisted the reputation of America as a champion of human rights around the country’s neck, and America would not see the noose until it was too late.

It started simply enough. In April 1980, in the pages of the official government newspaper Granma, amid growing discontent, Fidel Castro publicly invited Cuban exiles in the United States to sail to Cuba and pick up anyone who wanted to leave the country.

Cuban Ministry of the Interior officials visited the island’s prisons. “Either you leave or you’ll rot here!” they threatened prisoners.5

By April 24, one thousand boats had set sail from Florida to Cuba to gather refugees. Within a month, seventy-five thousand Cubans had been transported to the United States. By late September, the number had risen to one hundred twenty-five thousand.6

The Americans who participated in the boatlift thought it was a rescue mission. But it was, in fact, an invasion.

Soon after the first refugees arrived, people on the ground knew something was not quite right. Mariano Faget, a federal immigration officer, had been ordered to go to Key West, Florida, to help with the influx. After he arrived, he called the White House. “I am Cuban,” he recalls telling them, “but I never met the kind of people who are arriving on some of these boats.” The White House dismissed his concerns, convinced that this was a simple migration. Faget noted that the White House did not want to hear about “the low-life that was arriving. They did not want to believe me.” In Key West, he saw increasingly more evidence to confirm his theory that Cubans had been “taken from prison cells, insane asylums, or street corners,” forced on boats and exported to America.7

Tossing violent psychopaths into the flood of migrants was a key part of the Attila Plan to strain the American health care system and generally sow chaos. Cuban intelligence even had an agent working at Jackson Memorial Hospital in Miami, which handled psychiatric cases in the Miami area.8

American officials should have seen it coming. They had received early warnings that this was no spontaneous migration. Cuban sources told officials in the Miami Police Department that Castro “was going to launch a major offensive against the United States” by sending a wave of migrants to America. A memo made its way to the State Department, the FBI, and the CIA, but they dismissed its concerns. “You have no proof,” was the reply.9

The source of that memo was Genaro Pérez, a former intelligence officer for the Cuban government now working for the Miami Police Department. “About two or three weeks later, they found the first leprosy case among the refugees and they said, ‘What is going on?’,” he recalled. “They found the first cuckoo man and then people with tuberculosis, hepatitis, and the criminals. And then is when the government of the US realized what was going on.”10

Violent criminals, some mentally unstable, were an integral part of the plan. Estimates were that sixteen to twenty thousand criminals were seeded among the migrants. Even five years after the invasion, Dade County jails had between three hundred fifty and four hundred Mariel Cubans on a typical day.11 Murder and violent crime rates jumped in Miami as the new arrivals fanned out into the general public. “Given the group’s unique composition and the absence of rigorous screening,” one academic study later found, “it likely constitutes the worst observed migration event in terms of public safety in US history.”12

Castro’s weaponization of migration went even further.

Among the refugees who stepped off the boat in Key West that summer of 1980 was Armando Romero Rivas. Fortunately, a volunteer who had previously escaped from Cuba recognized him. Rivas had been allegedly involved in Cuba’s bacteriological warfare plans against the United States and had been trained to harm the American population by “introducing poison into the Mississippi River.” US authorities detained Rivas but he later disappeared—or he was disappeared.13

Rivas was only one of an estimated three thousand intelligence agents placed within the migration. In addition, three to four hundred other operatives posing as refugees arrived to set up drug distribution operations in the United States, mostly heroin and cocaine. The drugs would contribute to social decay in America while generating revenue for the Cuban government.14

Tensions mounted in Miami as the tide of migrants continued to rise. The new arrivals packed into the Orange Bowl, home of the Miami Dolphins, or were simply dumped on street corners.

Castro’s plan finally became apparent.

“[Castro] is using people like bullets aimed at this country,” complained Jack Watson, a former Marine Corps Recon officer who was now serving as White House chief of staff.

Victor Palmieri, the US coordinator of refugee affairs under Carter, characterized the influx as “a form of guerrilla warfare.”15

The US National Guard was deployed, but the realization that the rescue mission was in fact an invasion came too late for anything but damage control.

Jimmy Carter had been duped. Decades later, when the immigration weapon was redeployed against the United States, American leaders would not be naïve bystanders, but instead active participants in its deployment.

Castro was enormously pleased with his gambit. In July 1980, the dictator traveled to Nicaragua to celebrate the seizure of power by the Sandinista Liberation Front (FSLN), a Marxist movement that he had backed. Castro was greeted at the airport by Sandinista leaders. As we will see, forty years later, Sandinista leader Daniel Ortega deployed a migration attack against the United States on an even grander scale than Castro’s. Also at the airport was a Brazilian revolutionary named Luiz Inácio Lula da Silva, who had recently been released from prison. Miguel d’Escoto, a radical priest who was now serving in the Sandinista government, introduced Lula to Fidel, “kicking off a friendship that would last until the death of the Cuban leader in 2016.”16 Like Ortega, Lula, as president of Brazil, would also weaponize millions of migrants to the United States. Castro bragged a year later that thanks to the boatlift invasion, he was extending his reach through the migrant community in the United States and could “instigate a race riot at any time of his choosing.”17

A US Department of Defense study later concluded that after the migrant invasion known as the Mariel Boatlift, “Castro reveled in the inability of the United States to control its border.”18 For Castro, it was an opportunity seized; for his revolutionary descendants, as this book will show, it was a lesson learned.

The 1980 invasion of the United States finally ended when the Carter administration negotiated an agreement with Castro that offered him some important concessions.19 Beyond the concessions, the real lasting benefit was that Castro had successfully demonstrated the effectiveness of migration as munition. Cuban intelligence officials huddled in their embassy in Mexico City to plan more acts of migrant warfare on the United States.20

Washington’s complete misreading of what Castro was up to put the mighty United States in the position of begging Havana to take back the criminals and psychopaths that he had embedded in the exodus. As The Washington Post stated: “The matter could be settled quickly if these men could be deported, but Cuba refuses to take them back; the United States has tried to initiate negotiations on this subject, in vain, four times. . . . They belong in Cuban jails, not in American jails. Certainly, they do not belong on American streets.”21

Castro relished the fact that he had discovered a weapon that would force the Yanquis to beg for help. By 1984, the Ronald Reagan administration in Washington was still trying to negotiate with Castro to take back some of the “criminals and social misfits” that had arrived during the boatlift.22

Castro was the first modern leader to deploy migration effectively against a superpower; and win.

It was an act of strategic genius in terms of mass effect on the United States. As an attack on the US, the Mariel Boatlift has “no parallel in the history of the American nation outside of Pearl Harbor and 9/11,” explain historians and government officials in their definitive history of the event.23 And yet, while America responded to both the Japanese and radical Islamic terrorists with fierce and punitive military counterattacks, it responded weakly to Castro’s migration weapon. After all, exactly what would the US military attack and destroy?

From the first explorers to World War II, immigrants viewed what is now the United States as a land of opportunity where the enterprising and courageous could forge a brighter future than in their homeland. They integrated as quickly as they could because that was the only path to success. Starting after World War II, immigrants were coming to the world’s preeminent superpower and integrating. Most Americans failed to notice that this time, starting with Mariel, it would be different.

Castro’s success inspired his political heirs in Central and South America to deploy migration similarly against the Americans. In Mexico City, the country’s leadership would view millions of their countrymen streaming into the United States not as a problem, but as a means to settle historic scores and extend their sovereignty into the heart of the United States. In Beijing, Chinese officials would develop a more sophisticated brand of migration warfare. In both cases, rather than just foment disorder, their goals were more ambitious: to transform the United States, politically and culturally. Even worse, as we will see, unlike Castro in 1980, these interests have found powerful allies inside the United States who share their ambitions.

* * *

Ten summers after Castro first weaponized migration, a secretive group gathered in São Paulo, Brazil. It was July 1990, and dozens of communists, radicals, guerrillas, and even drug traffickers from across Latin America and the Caribbean were attending “the Meeting of Political Parties and Movements.”24 As the Soviet Union was collapsing, they hoped to answer an existential question: How do we proceed now in the battle against the West?

The driving force behind what would come to be called the São Paulo Forum (SPF) was the same bearded, left-wing Brazilian politician, Lula da Silva, who had first met Castro on the airport tarmac in Nicaragua a decade earlier. Lula and Castro bonded over the idea of creating an international organization that could work on many fronts against the United States. Lula later recalled that the SPF emerged after deep conversations “with comrades from the Communist Party of Cuba and Comrade Fidel Castro.”25 In the decades ahead, it would prove its effectiveness as a centralized engineer of the migrant weapon against the US.

Soon after its formation, the São Paulo Forum welcomed radical elements within the Catholic Church into the fold. The leading voices of liberation theology fused Marxism and the rejection of Western culture into Catholic social teaching. Frei Betto, friend of Fidel and later Pope Francis, served as the editorial director of the Forum’s flagship publication, America Libre. Miguel D’Escoto, a member of the Sandinista government who was later brought back into the Roman Catholic Church by Pope Francis after his expulsion, served on the editorial board.

The São Paulo Forum also advanced its interests into the United States itself. South American members of the SPF would start to influence the Democratic Socialists of America (DSA). The DSA counts among its members Congresswoman Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez, Senator Bernie Sanders, and several other members of Congress, and has developed long, deep ties to the Forum. Eventually, DSA applied for formal membership.26

Within a couple of decades of its founding, members of the SPF would take over many governments in South America.

Hugo Chavez, an SPF member, took over Venezuela in 1998.

In 2003, Argentina and Brazil succumbed as SPF leaders took power.

In 2006, Bolivia and Honduras followed in kind.

In 2007, Ecuador and Nicaragua.

In 2008, Paraguay.

In 2010, Uruguay.

In 2018, Mexico.27

The days of armed revolution were numbered and not practical against large, prosperous adversaries like the United States. But migration offered a different way. During a 1993 SPF meeting in Cuba, Castro called for a change in tactics away from armed fighting and focused instead on other forms of struggle through subversion. “It is clear to us now that at this moment in time, under the current circumstances,” Castro noted, “armed struggle is not the most promising way. Take it from someone who, as you all well know, was involved in an armed struggle and backed armed revolutionary movements, and who does not regret it.”28

Weaponization of mass migration would become a mainstay of the SPF, leading to its declaration, “A world without borders and with universal citizenship is what guides our struggle for emancipation.”29

Increasingly, as SPF members took power in Latin American countries, those countries have served as staging grounds for a weaponized mass migration. And as the SPF extended its political network into the United States itself, it forged common cause alliances with powerful figures in Washington, left-wing nonprofits, and even more benign—or naïve—open borders advocates. As we will see in chapter 9, the member governments of the Forum actively orchestrated the march of migrants north toward the United States, effectively replaying the Mariel Boatlift on a thermonuclear scale.

There were others at the table too. Namely, the drug cartels, who were keenly motivated to foster mass migration into the US. Drug lords liked the idea of porous borders, especially into the United States, their largest market. Permeable borders make it easier to move their products—cocaine, heroin, and humans.

As we all know, drug traffickers are often also human traffickers. The flood of migrants has provided cover for cartel members engaged in illegal-at-best, horrific-at-worst commerce in and out of the United States. And the flood of money that migrants send back to their relatives in their home countries provides a cover for laundering drug profits out of the United States to Latin America.30

While the financing of the São Paulo Forum is shrouded in mystery, the drug cartels appear to play a role. Publicly, the Forum has said that member parties fund its activities. But several of the most influential member parties are involved in drug trafficking. As a result, “there are repeated reports of drug money flowing into the São Paulo Forum,” according to a major investigation published by the well-regarded German foundation, Konrad Adenauer Stiftung.31

The direct involvement of officials with the drug cartels is not only a Latin American phenomenon. It also implicates powerful political organizations in the United States and prominent American politicians.

So what began as a small gathering in São Paulo in 1990 soon mushroomed into a massive organization. By 1996, ten thousand members of 112 leftist political parties from throughout Latin America joined the SPF meeting in San Salvador.32 By 2009, SPF members were in charge of fourteen countries in Latin America.33 As Lula later reflected: “When we [created] the São Paulo Forum, none of us imagined that in just two decades we would get to where we are.”34

In 2014, the SPF noted that “the political situation is unquestionably favorable” to them and proclaimed their “solidarity with the migrant movement in the USA.”35

The mass migration of sympathetic adults to the United States would enable SPF radical parties to establish a deep foothold in America’s political institutions.

The São Paulo Forum considered its razão de ser the direct rejection of Western culture. Western values, including Enlightenment philosophies of human rights, property, and individual dignity, were dismissed as vestiges of colonialism. Instead, they promoted indigenous ideas and values. Once in office, SPF leaders like Lula leaned heavily into racial rhetoric to explain political and economic matters. Of the 2008 financial crisis, Lula explained, “This crisis was caused by the irrational behavior of white people with blue eyes, who before the crisis appeared to know everything and now demonstrate that they know nothing.” While factually incorrect, the rhetoric provides helpful clarity in understanding Lula and the SPF.36

When the São Paulo Forum gathered in Havana, Cuba, in 2018, activists from California and Washington, DC, sent them warm greetings, invoking skin color, not human rights, as their common cause. “We salute, in solidarity and commitment, the continental struggle of the peoples of our Brown America!” The document was signed by members from the United Workers of Washington, the Democratic Socialists of America, and “diplomatic brothers from sister countries of Brown America.”37

Let us now turn to Mexico’s Reconquista.




Chapter 2

Mexico’s Reconquista of the US Is Real

President Donald Trump sat at the Resolute Desk in the Oval Office with pen in hand. It was January 20, 2025, and just hours earlier, he had been sworn in as president. During his inaugural speech, he made many promises. Among them was renaming the Gulf of Mexico the Gulf of America. Now, he was doing just that, signing an executive order to make the change official.

In response to his earlier promise to make this change, President Claudia Sheinbaum responded with a proposal to rename North America “Mexican America.” After all, she explained, the American states of California, Arizona, and Colorado were historically part of Mexico.

“It sounds pretty, doesn’t it?” Sheinbaum added.

Most American observers dismissed Sheinbaum’s remark as a clever and sarcastic retort to Trump’s promise. However, her words reflected the deeper reality: Below the surface, Mexico’s political elite have a profound cultural resentment toward the United States and a vision for radically changing American civilization through mass migration.

If deep cultural resentment sounds like an exaggeration, consider the litany of comments and concerted actions undertaken by Mexico’s leaders over the course of the last several decades.

In February 2023, José Gerardo Rodolfo Fernández Noroña, a member of parliament for Sheinbaum’s ruling Morena party, stood on the floor of the Congreso de la Union and calmly declared that California, Texas, and New Mexico were, among other parcels, “occupied territories.” He went on to say that Mexico “should review this dispossession and once again demand the recovery of these territories” from America. These outlandish statements certainly did not hurt his career. In fact, they helped him. A year and a half later, he was elected president of the Mexican Senate.1

Noroña is not alone.

Many pillars of the Mexican elite embrace the notion of Reconquista—the “reconquest” of the land ceded to the United States by Mexico during the 1848 Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, achieved through mass migration and political action. There are many in positions of power who share some version of that vision. While they may or may not mean the literal territorial rejoining of those territories with Mexico, they very much mean the cultural and political detachment of the American Southwest from the US and transforming it to resemble Mexican civilization. They hope to accomplish this task by mass migration, preventing the assimilation of migrants in the United States to the American way of life, and organizing them into a political force for Mexico’s benefit. With the help of powerful forces inside the United States, they are well on their way.

Mexico’s political elite are shockingly open about it.

In 2021, Andrés Manuel López Obrador (popularly known as AMLO), then Mexico’s president (and Sheinbaum’s mentor), was walking outside one night surrounded by a cluster of reporters. They were furiously peppering him with questions. One asked him about the mass of migrants who were heading north. AMLO declared that Mexicans living in the United States “are not alone, that we will support you. We will always support each other.”

“Do you think that the Mexicans are reconquering our lands again?” one reporter shouted from the scrum.

“We Mexicans are reconquering our lands again,” AMLO responded with a smile. “Yes, especially because the human rights of migrant workers must be respected.”2

For Mexico’s elite, mass migration is not just an economic reality. And the United States is not just a friendly neighbor with which it occasionally clashes. Instead, the US is a rival civilization with opposing values that must be subverted. As Jorge Nuño Jiménez, a prominent Mexican academic who regularly attends the United Nations Conference, stated in 2024, mass migration is “causing the demographic reconquest in areas that the Americans had forcibly taken from Mexico.”3

President Sheinbaum followed in the footsteps of her mentor AMLO during a morning news briefing in 2024. The subject of migration came up. The president cued up a bilingual hymn she had commissioned for the gathered news reporters titled “Himno del Migrante” (Migrant Hymn). A live band performed the song, which says, “Cambiamos de lugar, no del bandera,” a pledge of loyalty to Mexico:


And though my birth certificate says American

I am pure Mexican

We change places but not flags

I carry green, white and red in my veins

Like the eagle we fly without borders

We break through the fence that separates lands.4



Shortly after the song’s debut, Mexico’s Parliamentary News Agency distributed an article by Mario A. Medina explaining that the song represents “an act of gratitude, of recognition of what they [migrants] represent, I say, the reconquest of our territory.”5

In December 2024, the head of the Mexican government’s National Population Council (CONAPO), Gabriela Rodriguez, wrote an official report. “We already know that the Mexican population in the United States reaches 39.9 million,” it read. “We Mexicans are reclaiming our territory. I won’t be able to see it when we fully recover it. It’s size has been growing for 30 years.”6

In 2019, Mexican Senator Felix Salgado Macedonio of the ruling Morena party wrote on Twitter: “Mexicans are in our territory (California, Nevada, Texas, Utah, New Mexico, Arizona, Kansas, Oklahoma, Colorado, and Wyoming). We’re going to take back the territory that was stolen from us.” Senator Macedonio sits on the Senate’s powerful National Defense Committee.7

The 1848 Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo was a scar on Mexican honor—one that never quite healed for the Mexican elite. The active strategy to fix that wound is mass migration, fomenting resistance to assimilation, and organizing those now living in the United States to serve Mexico’s ends. The Mexican government is manifesting this, as we will see, by directly involving itself in American politics in shocking ways.

Of course, for decades countless migrants from Mexico have wholeheartedly embraced America, fighting for her on the battlefield, pledging their allegiance to her, and adopting our values and principles. But assimilation is not the preferred path of the Mexican government, which works diligently to ensure other countless migrants don’t follow suit.

Alberto Vieyra Gómez, the founding director of the Mexican News Agency (Agencia Mexicana de Noticias), opined in a 2023 article that migrants are “quietly carrying out a reconquest of the territories the US took from us in 1848.” He warned that once the Americans figured out what was going on, migrants should watch out for “Yankee fundamentalism,” noting that “the reconquest of the Aztec territory is silent, and the day the gringos realize this, this diabolical fundamentalism will become macabre.”8

In 2025, Octavio Paredes López, the former president of the Mexican Academy of Sciences, cheered on subversive migration to the United States. “We are witnessing the greatest peaceful and silent reconquest of our identity that history has ever recorded,” he proclaimed.9

That same year, celebrated Mexican poet José Jaime Ruiz (winner of Mexico’s national poetry prize) issued his manifesto: “America is Ours.” He explained: “We declare that we have historical rights to those territories, to Mexican America. Let’s start by convincing Alta California. Our cultural, political, and even religious invasion and reconquest has already begun and is irreversible.” He concludes: “Donald Trump, don’t dream, it’s over.”10

As unusual as it may sound to Americans, these views are not just an impulse that Mexico’s elites have adopted as a reaction to Donald Trump. The notion of “reconquering” the American Southwest has been a long-held ambition in Mexico.

And they are confident that mass migration is working.

In 1982, in an article entitled “The Great Invasion: Mexico Recovers Its Own,” one of Mexico’s most influential newspapers, Excelsior, laid out the case for mass migration as an opportunity to reconquer the American Southwest. According to the author, the region is “slowly returning to the jurisdiction of Mexico without the firing of a single shot, nor requiring the least diplomatic action, by means of a steady, spontaneous, and uninterrupted occupation.” A crank did not write these words—rather, they were written by the former governor of one of Mexico’s most important states, Yucatán. The author, Carlos Loret de Mola, was then a prominent member of the ruling party.11

Few in Mexico’s upper echelon believe that the territory will officially revert to Mexico or that the maps will be redrawn. But Reconquista does not necessitate a change in governance or ownership. In the minds of many Mexican leaders, the cultural and political weapon presented by mass migration into the United States is enough to fundamentally transform it.

In July 1997, Mexican president Ernesto Zedillo traveled to Chicago to address the National Council of La Raza, a nonprofit Hispanic organization in the US with considerable political power. Founded in 1968, La Raza (The Race) began as a militant organization committed to Latino liberation. In 2017, the name was changed to UnidosUS. Domestic activist organizations like this loom large in Mexico’s subversive strategy.

“I have proudly proclaimed that the Mexican nation extends beyond the territory enclosed by its borders,” Zedillo told La Raza members to cheers in the American heartland, “and that Mexican migrants are an important, a very important part of it.”12

And Zedillo meant it. The Mexican government amended the constitution that year to allow Mexicans in the United States who had received their American citizenship to remain Mexican citizens. As one Mexican congressman explained, “It signifies the recognition that nations are more than concrete, special territorial resources. . . . Belonging to Mexico is fixed in bonds of a cultural and spiritual order, in customs, aspirations and convictions that today are the essence of a universally recognized civilization.”13

With millions of Mexicans having migrated to the US before the turn of the millennium, the pro-Mexican ethos was now a growing force inside the United States. After the US passed a law in 1996 to limit illegal immigration, President Zedillo expressed his belief that the US government does not actually have full sovereignty over Mexicans living in the country. “We will not tolerate foreign forces dictating and enacting laws on Mexicans,” he said, the “foreign forces” being the US federal government.14

His successor as president, Vicente Fox, pledged that he was a president who would “govern for 118 million Mexicans,” a number that included eighteen million Mexicans living in the United States.15

In 2014, Mexican president Enrique Peña Nieto traveled to Los Angeles, and before a group of his compatriots, declared, “This is the other Mexico.”16

President AMLO echoed that same sentiment in 2022 when he described the country of Mexico as including the forty million people of Mexican ancestry living in the United States.17

Several months after Zedillo made his speech in Chicago, José Angel Pescador Osuna, the Mexican consul general in Los Angeles, spoke at a symposium held by the Southwestern School of Law about the 1848 treaty. Mass migration was changing California, he said. “And even though I am saying this part serious, part joking, I think we are practicing la Reconquista in California.”18 Osuna was no mere diplomat speaking out of turn. He had been the minister of education in Mexico before taking the diplomatic post. After he made these comments, he assumed the role of undersecretary of population and immigration services for the Mexican Ministry of the Interior: an opportunity to make cultural and political Reconquista a greater reality.

It was not just Mexico’s politicos who had latched on to this idea of demographic Reconquista.

The Mexican people were not far behind their country’s politicians. In 2002, according to polls, a majority of Mexicans (58 percent) believed that “the territory of the United States’ Southwest rightfully belongs to Mexico.” Another 57 percent also believed that “Mexicans should have the right to enter the US without US permission.”19

“In the United States, almost no one remembers the war that Americans fought against Mexico more than 150 years ago,” wrote Tim Weiner in the New York Times. “In Mexico, almost no one has forgotten.”20 Liberal journalist Mickey Kaus reports that if you talk to Mexicans, “if you get them drunk in a bar, they’ll say we’re taking it back, sorry. That’s not an uncommon sentiment in Mexico.”21

Journalist Antonio Friedl Zapata reported the same in 2023, writing, it is “common in meetings with Mexican friends and colleagues” for them to discuss returning “the lost territories of Mexico.” They confidently explain, “We’re taking it back, sorry.” He went on: “So what we are witnessing with this massive legal or illegal immigration of Hispanics, mainly Mexicans, it is a silent, persistent reconquest of vast territories in the US American Southwest, with a strong Mexican population, a reconquest that would have important geopolitical consequences for the future of the United States.”22

The widespread appeal to many Mexicans of a Reconquista was demonstrated when Absolut vodka launched a marketing campaign to get more Mexicans to drink their vodka. The company developed a “Reconquista” ad as part of their “In an Absolut World” series. In this case, they peddled their liquor while showing a redrawn map of the United States. They placed the ads on billboards and in magazines. Latino marketers raved that it was genius, given its popular appeal to the target audience. “Mexicans talk about how the Americans stole their land, so this is their way of reclaiming it,” explained Favio Ucedo, creative director of the Latin ad agency Grupo Gallegos. “It’s very relevant and the Mexicans will love the idea.” Mexican consumers might have loved the idea, but enough other consumers hated it. The company pulled the ad after a widespread outcry.23

One popular Mexican YouTube channel called Vladi & Marta, which boasts two million subscribers and nearly five billion views since its 2019 launch, explained in 2024 that Mexican migrants coming to the United States were “Aztec warriors,” who are “recovering that territory that has always been Mexican, because it was stolen.”24

It is not only Mexico’s political class that believes having millions of Mexicans residing in the United States illegally is a covert opportunity to extend Mexican political and cultural power. Many of Mexico’s best-known media and cultural figures also espouse it.

With his well-coiffed hair and smoothly authoritative presence, Carlos Loret de Mola has been the face of Mexican television for decades. He was the morning anchor on Televisa, Mexico’s largest television news network, and shared the belief that mass migration was an opportunity for the Reconquista, culturally and politically, but also jurisdictionally. “A peaceful mass of people, hardworking, carries out slowly and patiently an unstoppable invasion, the most important in human history,” he wrote in Mexico’s leading newspaper. “You cannot give me a similar example of such a large migrator, wave by an ant-like multitude. Stubborn, unarmed, and carried on in the face of the most powerful and best-armed nation on earth. The result of this migration is to return the land to the jurisdiction of Mexico without the firing of a single shot.”25

In 2023, a well-known Mexican journalist and historian named Armando Fuentes Aguirre (who writes under the pen name Catón), penned a column that appeared in half a dozen prominent Mexican newspapers. “There’s a kind of poetic justice in what’s happening in the country to the north: the United States took from us . . . vast territories. . . . Now it seems there’s a kind of silent but effective ‘reconquest,’ which means the territories that were taken from us once again have their populations of Mexican descent. . . . The powerful neighboring country will have to pay for the sins of Manifest Destiny by learning the language and practicing the customs of the ‘illustrious, fertile races, blood of fertile Hispania.’”26

Subversion. Is there any other way to characterize such views of mass migration?

In 2017, a left-wing icon in Mexico named Cuauhtémoc (after the last Aztec emperor) Cárdenas announced his plans to sue the United States in international court to declare the 1848 Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo null and void, and to reclaim portions of the United States for Mexico.27 Given Cárdenas’s ambitions, it might be easy to dismiss him as a crackpot until one realizes how deeply he is part of the Mexican establishment. His father was the president of Mexico. Cárdenas himself ran for president and is the cofounder of a major political party, the Party of the Democratic Revolution. He is regarded as an “elder statesman of Mexico’s left,” and his son was appointed chief of staff to the current president of Mexico, Claudia Sheinbaum.28

Interestingly, China’s official news agency favorably covered his effort with a headline: “Legal expert says Mexico has strong case to sue US for lost territories.”29

Cárdenas will admit that he doesn’t necessarily expect to win in court. But that is not really the point. He believes that the lawsuit could provide leverage to accomplish his true goal: some type of amnesty for illegals already in the United States, which is the mechanism by which Reconquista could fully succeed.

“This treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo is null and void; therefore, migrants cannot be expelled,” declared a lawyer working with him on the case, Guillermo Hamdan.30

The enthralling idea that by exporting its people, Mexico could reshape the US and extend its sovereignty is embraced by the leaders of Mexico’s intelligentsia, too. Elena Poniatowska, the founder of one of Mexico’s most influential newspapers, is regarded as the “grand dame of letters” in Mexico. She is a major cultural force, having also directed the country’s National Film Institute. “Mexico is recovering the territories ceded to the United States with migratory tactics,” she explained.31 In a speech that same year, she was more specific, saying, “The common people—the poor, the dirty, the lice-ridden, the cockroaches are advancing on the United States, a country that needs to speak Spanish because it has 33.5 million Hispanics who are imposing their culture [emphasis added].”32 Enrique Krauze, a prominent Mexican writer and member of the board of directors for two of Mexico’s more prominent corporations, Televisa and Grupo Financiero Santander México (Mexican Bank), opined that Mexican immigrants in the US were “a powerful weapon that could decisively influence the political life of the United States.”33

Perhaps Mexico’s best-known writer, Carlos Fuentes, concurred, cheering on the “silent reconquest of the United States” through mass migration.34 He saw mass migration as an opportunity to right the US-Mexico border, which he considered is “not really a border but a scar.”35

Our political leaders in Washington never talk about Mexico’s subversive policy, choosing instead to characterize the Mexican government as a well-intentioned, somewhat hapless neighbor. But Mexico, along with other hostile powers, has latched on to this notion of subverting the United States via cultural Reconquista.

In 2023, the second most powerful man in Russia behind Vladimir Putin, made a trip to Latin America. Nikolai Patrushev, the secretary of Russia’s Security Council, was a former head of the notorious FSB intelligence service. He ventured to Cuba before heading to Nicaragua, Bolivia, and Venezuela. Patrushev and Putin regularly use migration as a weapon against their neighbors, bringing Muslim migrants to Moscow and giving them Russian visas before shipping them to the Polish border. The Polish government called it a “hybrid attack.” Moscow also pushed migrants into Finland.36 So, they know what subversive migration looks like. During Patrushev’s Latin American visit, a Russian-controlled media group broadcast a map of the southern US border. But it was markedly different from the real map. The US-Mexico border was moved north—placing “Arizona, half of Texas, and two-thirds of California” under Mexican rule. “There can be no doubt that sooner or later the southern neighbors of the United States will regain the territories stolen from them,” Patrushev told the government-controlled Russian News Agency. The United States, he added, is “a patchwork quilt that can easily come apart along the seams.”37 This Russian applause for reconquest was published in the prominent Mexican newspaper La Jornada.38

Make no mistake, the Reconquista narrative is meant to be a seam ripper. It allows senior Mexican government officials to talk and operate as if, in fact, the border does not exist.

While the geopolitical border has not yet shifted, cultural and political allegiance boundaries have, and this thinking has also seeped into American politics.

Firebrand progressive congresswoman Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez embraces the notion of Reconquista—at least in some form. Echoing the Mexican reconquistas, she explains that US immigration laws should not apply to Indigenous people because they descended from Mesoamerican cultures here before the United States. “We are standing on native land,” she told a crowd at a 2019 rally, “and Latino people are descendants of native people. And we cannot be told, and criminalized, simply for our identity or our status. Period.”39

Dolores Huerta, a longtime Mexican-American labor leader and cochair of the Hillary Clinton presidential campaign, explained the issue of American sovereignty this way: “And so when they say to us, ‘Go back where you came from’—hey, we are where we came from. We didn’t cross the border. The border crossed us.”40

Other American politicians have embraced the notion of Reconquista, having been leaders of the radical student group MEChA (Movimiento Estudiantil Chicano de Aztlán) while in college. MEChA is a fringe organization that advocates for the Reconquista of the American Southwest, even adopting the mythical land of Aztlán as a native homeland. Former Los Angeles mayor Antonio Villaraigosa once served as president of a MEChA chapter at UCLA; Cruz Bustamante, the former lieutenant governor of California, was a member of MEChA as a student at Fresno State College; and Congressman Raul Grijalva belonged to the University of Arizona’s MEChA chapter during his student days.41

People often later regret or reconsider some of the views that they adopted in their college years, but Villaraigosa continued to embrace the notion of Reconquista well into his political career, at least when speaking before certain groups at particular times. Villaraigosa, in 1997, before he was mayor of Los Angeles and Chairman of the 2012 Democratic National Convention, told a crowd: “Somos Mexicanos! The question is not whether Reconquista will take place, but how and with what consequences?” At that time, he was not a fired-up student, but the speaker of the California Assembly.42

* * *

Pushing masses of people into the United States is a start. The number of migrants coming may ebb and flow. The count dropped after the 2008 financial crisis and then exploded under the Biden administration. But for the Reconquista to succeed, migrants who come to the United States must be prevented from assimilating. They must remain bonded to Mexico. Here, the Mexican government and allied American political organizations work aggressively to subvert whatever allegiance new migrants might form once residing in America.

Mexico has established a vast network of over fifty consulates in the United States that have become beacons for political activism and resisting assimilation, as will be more fully discussed in the next chapter. The scale here is enormous—China has but five consulates in the US; Great Britain has eight. With this massive network in place, the Mexican government began “creating consulate programs to bolster migrants’ political, cultural, and economic loyalty” to Mexico, according to a sympathetic study.43

Indoctrination begins with children.

Mexico does not want young migrants in the United States to be loyal to the United States; it wants them instead to cling to Mexico’s resentments about its northern neighbor. It accomplishes this by invading our classrooms. Local US school administrators, either out of ignorance or sympathy for the cause, are happy to oblige.

The Mexican government has shipped millions of textbooks to American schools for instructing young Mexicans residing here. In 2005, they gave nearly one hundred thousand textbooks to the Los Angeles Unified School District alone. Over the next decade, the numbers grew quickly. “From San Diego to Orlando, from Chicago to Las Vegas, the Mexican government, through its . . . consulates throughout the United States, is accelerating its ambitious ‘foreign aid’ program designed to deliver millions of Spanish-language textbooks to American schools this decade,” explained one approving reporter.44

About one million textbooks are sent to the United States every year by the Mexican government to teach its version of American history and other subjects.45 These are the same controversial textbooks that students in Mexico use.

The textbooks are written and produced under the control of the Mexican government, with the explicit purpose of offering a “decolonial” perspective on all topics. They are inspired by the work of a Brazilian Marxist named Paulo Freire, who penned a book called Pedagogy of the Oppressed.46

“There is little doubt that the officials in charge of compiling the textbooks do wax nostalgic for the old Soviet Union,” notes the Associated Press. “One of the two officials [in charge] proudly bears the first name ‘Marx,’ and the other previously worked for Venezuelan President Nicolás Maduro.” (Maduro is universally recognized as a Marxist dictator.) The introduction to the seventh-grade language arts book confirms: “The Rabfak, the schools for workers in the former Soviet Union, were considered spaces of knowledge. The dream is that Mexican middle schools and their textbooks can achieve that quality.” The Associated Press adds that “you can find plenty of references to capitalism being bad in the textbooks, as early as the fourth grade.” Even a chapter in a fourth-grade sciences-math-history textbook is entitled “The deterioration of nature and society under capitalist Culture.”47

In one secondary-level book, children are taught that “a fundamental cause of the origin of inequality [is] neoliberal socio-economic models [capitalism]” and that “in modern capitalist societies, a small group ‘exploits’ the majority.”48

Clearly, distributing such books to American schools to teach Mexican migrants in the United States is meant to foster Mexican, not American, patriotism. One Mexican history book explains, “We love our country because it is ours.” Another sixth-grade book “celebrates the troops who fought the Americans during the Mexican-American War.” But “all the sacrifices and heroism of the Mexican people were useless,” the book explains. The “Mexican people saw the enemy [US] flag wave at the National Palace.”49

The Mexican government especially likes to keep its version of the Mexican-American War alive in the minds of young migrants. “The historical memory of the humiliating Mexican-American war (called La invasión norteamericana in official Mexican textbooks) is kept fresh for Mexicans and Mexican-Americans in the Mexican media and popular culture,” explains Professor Dennis Gilbert.50

Other advocates cheer the textbook program as promoting “‘Greater Mexico’—one textbook at a time.”51

For their part, Mexican diplomats speak poetically of “strengthen[ing] the identity of Mexican children and youth living in the United States.”52

For Mexican-American adults living in the United States, the situation is the same. They can attend classes in adult education organized by the Mexican consulates around the country, but none are designed to promote integration and assimilation in the US.53

According to Raquel Romero, director of Mesoamerica Foundation, a nonprofit that helps distribute the Mexican government schoolbooks in the US, the effort is about transforming America. “This is more than an outreach program,” she said approvingly. “This is part of a concerted program to educate Hispanic children in the United States, and to help the United States make the transition into a bicultural society this century. It is a way of understanding that Mexican culture is expanding across the border, that it is in ascendance, and that Hispanic and Latino children in the United States will never be blond, blue-eyed Anglos.”54

Mexico has another reason to keep Mexicans in the United States from assimilating: money. Mexicans living in the United States send more than $60 billion annually to their home country in the form of remittances. Much of that, of course, goes to their families. But they also send money home to their local regions where the funds are supposed to be used for development. Mexicans living in the United States who adopt an affinity for America would be much less likely to send money back to their home country.55

Some people look at Mexico and see a failed state: chronic corruption, rampant poverty, and an estimated one-third of the country controlled by drug cartels. Yet others see Mexico as having a superior civilization compared to the United States’, and they justify waging civilizational war against America. “When you talk about developing countries, what do you talk about?” asks UCLA professor Steven Loza. “Technology, economics? Or culture? Because in many ways, Mexico is more advanced than the United States. Culturally, there is more development.”56

Just as Brazil’s president Lula blamed the 2008 financial crisis on the “blue-eyed bankers,” many Mexican elites would treat anything “Anglo” as negative and dangerous.57 This is rarely discussed by the media and our politicians, but it is profoundly important to understand how the Mexican political class tends to view gringos. José Vasconcelos, author of The Cosmic Race (La Raza Cósmica), famously popularized the idea. First published in 1925 and later reissued in 1948, The Cosmic Race posits that the American continent is the arena for a fight between Anglo-Saxons in North America and the Iberian-Latin indigenous cultures of Central and South America. According to Vasconcelos, it was once a global battle, but “now the conflict is set entirely in the New World.”

The Anglo-Saxons were winning, Vasconcelos argued. “Not only were we defeated in combat; ideologically, the Anglos continue to conquer us,” because Latin America was adopting Western ideas and values.58 Mexican President AMLO echoed Vasconcelos’s sentiments in 2024 when he complained that when “ambitious young Mexicans” came to study and train in the United States, they were instructed in the vision of that country, so when they were in power, “they would undertake strategies and policies that favored Washington.”59

Vasconcelos called on Hispanics to oppose their Anglo neighbor by focusing on their “higher common mission . . . if we are going to keep Anglo-Saxon culture from remaining triumphant in America.” The Anglos had superior knowledge, industry, and technology, but it would not matter in the end. “At the beginning, the Whites will try to take advantage of their inventions for their own benefit, but since science is no longer esoteric, it is not likely that they will succeed. They will be absorbed into an avalanche of all the other races, and, finally, deposing their pride, they will combine with the rest to make the new racial synthesis, the fifth race of the future.”60

This would be the superior race, a “cosmic race.”

It would be easy to dismiss Vasconcelos as an archaic, eschatological nut. However, Vasconcelos is considered by some to be the “founder of modern education in Mexico.”61 He served not only as the minister of education but also as rector of the National University. He helped inspire the university’s motto: “Por mi raza hablará el espíritu”—“The Spirit shall speak through my race.”62

Vasconcelos’s vision for a future “racial synthesis” depended on the present racial divide and domination. “We need to stimulate our national culture,” he explained, “because we have in front of us a culture that is powerful and imperialist [the United States]. However, in order to strengthen our national culture, it is necessary that our nationalism become continental [emphasis added] and lies its foundations not only on political but also ethnic grounds.”63

The book includes racist tropes about Anglos, Blacks, and Asians. “The black,” Vasconcelos declared, was “eager for sensual joy, intoxicated with dances and unbridled lust.” He wrote of Asians “with the mystery of his slanted eyes that see everything according to a strange angle.”64

How deeply have these ideas embedded themselves among activists in the United States? The powerful American Latino lobby group La Raza, now UnidosUS, says that Vasconcelos’s La Raza Cósmica inspired its original name.65

When AMLO was elected president of Mexico in 2018, his political victory was also presented as a cultural victory, symbolizing the spurning of Western culture. His inauguration included a celebration in the ceremonial center of one of Mexico’s most important plazas, Zócalo. Once the site of an Aztec temple, it now features a grand Catholic cathedral constructed after the Spanish conquest, using stones from the temple. For the inauguration celebration, AMLO welcomed a limpia “cleansing or purification ceremony,” an indigenous ritual involving the burning of herbs and chanting. The plaza that had been the ceremonial center of the Aztec capital before the Spanish conquest of Mexico was being reclaimed from European and Christian influence. The ceremony, it is said by supporters, “represented a virtual repudiation of European religion.”66

AMLO’s inaugural act at Zócalo was more than superficial theatrics. He envisioned himself as the one who would abolish Mexico’s European heritage as he romanticized Mexico’s pre-European past. “Before the Europeans invaded us,” he proclaimed, “there was no private property, no slavery, no greed, and great civilizations flourished.”67 AMLO was an enormously popular president in Mexico who also won the popular vote among Mexicans living in the United States. Mexico’s recent presidents have largely rejected the European components of their heritage in favor of the Aztecs. President Sheinbaum has demanded that the king of Spain apologize for his country’s exploration and settlement five hundred years ago of what is today modern Mexico.68 As of this writing, the king has refused. Meanwhile, Sheinbaum has embraced the brutal Aztec rulers of the past.

The irony here, of course, is that the very lands in the United States that Mexico’s elite consider occupied—California, Arizona, New Mexico, and Texas—came under their initial control because of their Spanish imperial history. They were never part of any Aztec or Mayan empire.

In the spring of 2025, Sheinbaum gathered most of Mexico’s top political leaders, including members of her cabinet, Mexico City authorities, indigenous communities, and special guests, and held a state funeral. The funeral was for the last of the Aztec rulers, Cuauhtémoc, on the five hundredth anniversary of his death at the hands of the Spanish. From Zlotcho, she lauded him and declared, “We renew our admiration and respect for your life dedicated to the dignified defense of your people.” She added that “for Mexicans, Cuauhtémoc represents our ancestors who bequeathed us with love and courage, the defense and cultural resistance of our nation against anyone who would violate its sovereignty. He represents the dignity of a free and resilient people.” There was an ironically European-style military honor guard, an artillery salute, and a military call to arms.69 Of course, unmentioned was the widespread use of slavery and human sacrifice at the time under his rule and the brutal way the Aztecs treated other Indigenous tribes. Indeed, the last Aztec king had been deposed by the Spanish with the enthusiastic assistance of local native tribes tired of the Aztecs’ oppressive and brutal rule.70 Sheinbaum and Mexico’s political leadership view their European heritage as oppressive, apparently failing to consider how much more backward and oppressive their society might be had the Aztecs ruled for another two hundred years or had they avoided European influence altogether.

The idea of an irreconcilable ethnic and cultural divide extends to Mexico’s foreign policy views that Mexicans who have migrated to the United States, either legally or illegally, are still part of Greater Mexico. Mass migration serves Mexico’s manifest continental destiny.

In 2025, Mexican president Claudia Sheinbaum began adding another song to official events she was attending, along with the national anthem. The militant tune is called “Somos Más Americanos” (We Are More American), performed by Los Tigres del Norte. The band, originally from northern Mexico, moved to San Jose, California, after enormous commercial success. Los Tigres songs include narcocorridos, or “drug ballads,” which in some cases glorify the lives of drug traffickers. “Somos Más Americanos,” originally released in 2001 but newly embraced in recent years by Mexico’s leaders, echoes some of the same themes of Reconquista and the Cosmic Race.

The song describes how states from California to Texas and Arizona to Wyoming were stolen from Mexico. The land was free until the gringos arrived.

The refrain ends:


We are more American than all of the gringos.



The song chorus echoes:


Indians from two continents

mixed with Spanish

we are more American

than the son of an Anglo-Saxon.71



As we will see, the song has also become an anthem for activists and protesters inside the United States.

When Mexican consulates operate in the United States, they perform services not just for Mexicans living in the country but for other Latin Americans as well. Indeed, Mexico often assumes the posture that it speaks not just for Mexicans but for all Latin America. “We also advocate for individuals from other countries, not just Mexicans, as they are our brothers and sisters,” explained Alejandro Robles, a member of Mexico’s parliament and a senior Morena Party official who works to advance the government’s interests in the United States, in 2025. “This solidarity acknowledges a shared colonial past marked by the exploitation of our Latin American peoples and territories.”72

We will show that a group of foreign governments, including Mexico, are actively engaging in political activities in the United States to subvert and shape American elections and alter the direction of our country. Working in conjunction with political figures and nongovernmental organizations in the US, their goal is the fundamental transformation of America. This is civilizational warfare: first, arrive surreptitiously; second, cultivate allegiance to hostile foreign entities; and third, sabotage the cultural norms of your host country.

By cultural norms, I don’t mean group-defining food, clothes, customs, or even language. What I mean is what people think life is about, what we strive to do or be, and the ethos that binds us together. As Professor Lawrence Mead of New York University states, America’s “strongly individualist ethos” comes from the Declaration of Independence, the Constitution, the free market system, and a genuine embrace of individual liberty, not our generic DNA. Recent migrants from Mexico and elsewhere “reflect the more cautious, collective-minded, and deferential societies of other parts of the world.” Mead elaborates: “Western culture is individualist, whereas non-Western cultures are much more collectivist. . . . Western culture is moralistic, while non-Western cultures tend to be conformist. Westerners generally treat moral norms as principles that apply to all people, in all times and places . . . [while for non-Western cultures], moral behavior is shaped less by personal principles, goals, and values than by the immediate expectations of others.” Mead’s observations are supported by facts, laid out in the massive World Values Survey, which tracks cultural attitudes around the world on these issues.73

Certainly, many immigrants from Mexico and Latin America assimilate and embrace America’s more individualistic ethos. But today, those who do so are boats fighting the current. They have assimilated despite the best efforts of foreign governments and certain advocacy groups in the United States.

American political figures have blurred the notion of citizenship and assimilation. Congresswoman Yassamin Ansari of Arizona explained at a 2025 press conference that illegal immigrants in her district were her “constituents.” “If somebody is an asylum seeker, if somebody has a green card, if somebody is a U.S. citizen, if somebody lives in the community, I represent them,” she added.74 Congresswoman Delia Ramirez from Illinois, during a speech the same year in Mexico City, declared, “I am a proud Guatemalan before I’m an American.”75

Mass migration without assimilation means, in the words of Professor Alejandro Portes of Princeton University, “transformations” of “receiving societies,” in particular, the United States. Professor Portes himself speaks as one who favors these transformations. Mass migration brings changes, Portes writes, that can go “deep into the culture, transforming the value system, or into the social structure, transforming the distribution of power.” Poorly educated, illegal migrants who cannot speak English can have a “durable impact” on American culture, “because of their initial ignorance of the host language [English] and culture and the tendency, especially among migrants from rural origin, to adhere tightly to their customs.”76 In Portes’s view, resistance to assimilation is a desirable migrant trait.

Professor Portes is not alone.

Government officials in the United States participate in the campaign to prevent migrants from assimilating and embracing American values. Ekhlas Ahmed, a policy analyst for the Maine Governor’s Office of New Americans, explains: “My advice . . . for anyone who’s coming is to hold on to their mother tongue, hold on to your culture, hold on to your religion, to your beliefs, uh, there is no reason to assimilate.”77 Corporate executives echo these sentiments. “Stop telling immigrants to assimilate and start helping them participate,” Rick Goings, the chairman and CEO of Tupperware Brand Corporation, told the World Economic Forum.78

Another song of protest embraced by Mexico’s political leadership is “La Jaula de Oro” (The Golden Cage). AMLO, when he was president, featured the song at his media events, in which the narrator is angry that his children are assimilating in America.79


My children don’t talk to me

They have learned another language

And forgotten Spanish

They think like Americans

They deny that they are Mexican

Even if they have my [skin] color



Thinking “like an American” is considered an insult.

Jorge Ramos, a media star on the Spanish-language television channel, proudly explained that Mexicans were not melting into the US culture as other immigrants. “Some like to call it La Reconquista,” he wrote in a Spanish-language essay, using a term he did not dispute. The mass migration was a “cultural invasion” because Mexicans were not assimilating. He went on: “The famous and stereotypical idea of the melting pot is a myth. The European immigrants—Italians, Germans and Poles, that preceded the Latinos assimilated rapidly to the American culture. But the Latinos have achieved the feat of integrating economically to the United States without losing their culture. Such a phenomenon has never occurred before.”80

Former Mexican foreign minister Jorge Castañeda, who now teaches at New York University, shares this view: “Mexican immigrants are not being assimilated into the American melting pot the way other ethnic groups have been in the past.”81 In his eyes, this is a good thing.

Powerful American figures who also seek the transformation of America are supportive. Indeed, they maintain that expecting migrants to assimilate is insulting and wrong. In 2014, senior officials gathered at the White House for a meeting on immigration. Eva Millona, who President Barack Obama appointed to serve as the cochair of the National Partnership of New Americans, took her turn at the microphone. Words like assimilation “implicitly privileges” the culture of the “receiving community,” she complained. It was far better to think about “valuing what diverse newcomers bring with them” rather than migrants conforming to the country.82 In the Biden administration, Millona was appointed assistant secretary for the Department of Homeland Security.

UnidosUS is one of the largest Hispanic activist groups in the United States. The group awards organizations that “promote self-determination instead of assimilation” and worries about “assimilation stressors,” because there is too much pressure on migrants to assimilate.83

In 1997, when Mexico decided to allow Mexicans living in the United States to maintain dual citizenship, it established the Presidential Office of Mexicans Abroad. This cabinet-level office works to deploy Mexicans and other Latin American migrants residing in the United States as a tool of the Mexican government against the gringos. The goal is not to help Mexicans assimilate or embrace America as patriotic citizens.

Those who were in the US illegally could not apply for citizenship, so the Mexican consulates started issuing IDs in the United States called matricula consular.84 One of the first to embrace it was Mayor Willie Brown of San Francisco. He declared in 2002 that illegal migrants could use the matracula as a form of ID to open bank accounts, get a bus or plane ticket, and identify themselves to police officers. Three years later, more than two hundred thousand illegals living in San Francisco had one. (For comparison, the population of Salt Lake City, Utah, is just 217,000.) The Mexican government eventually convinced other local governments around the US to accept them as legitimate forms of ID. Mexico’s foreign minister at the time, Jorge Castañeda, later explained that this was a strategy of “creeping legalization,” or “backdoor amnesty.”85 The cards have no strict requirements that prevent rampant fraud. Illegals in the United States used them to open bank accounts, apply for government services, and obtain driver’s licenses. Millions of matricula consular were distributed by Mexican consulates across the country without an act of the US Congress to make any of it the law of the land. Simply put, the Mexican consulates acted, progressive mayors agreed to it, and it became the new rule.

The goal was clear for Mexicans living in the United States.

“I want the third generation, the seventh generation, I want them all to think ‘Mexico first,’” explained Juan Herandez, the first head of the office.86

Mexican president Vicente Fox encouraged Mexicans living in the US to speak Spanish as a symbol of Mexican patriotism. “To continue speaking Spanish in the United States is to ‘Ôhacer patria’ (fulfill one’s patriotic duty).”87

Somehow, meddling in American domestic politics became official Mexican foreign policy. After all, as Mexican president Felipe Calderón said in his September 2007 state-of-the-nation address, “Mexico does not end at its borders . . . Where there is a Mexican, there is Mexico.”88

His statement was no glassy-eyed sentimentalism, but an expression of a strategic and hostile foreign policy undermining the political sovereignty of the United States. Debates over immigration restrictions in the United States heightened Mexico’s intrusion into American politics. As Mexican foreign minister Jorge Castañeda explained to his country’s Congressional Foreign Affairs Commission, “We are already giving instructions to our consulates [in the United States] that they begin propagating militant activities—if you will—in their communities.”89

Remember that word—“militant.” You will hear it again in the next chapter.

Mexican consulates are diplomatic offices that are not supposed to interfere in American domestic politics. Yet, at the will of the Mexican government, they became hubs for political resistance to stricter immigration rules. Hispanic nonprofit organizations registered and coordinated with the Mexican consulates to fight immigration laws like Proposition 187 in California and the Border Protection, Anti-terrorism, and Illegal Immigration Control Act of 2005. They even formed political action committees to support candidates that were “friendly to the cause of Latinos and undocumented immigrants.”90

The Foreign Ministry established an organization called the Institute for Mexicans Abroad (IME) to serve as its lobbying mechanism. The advisory board included Hispanic activist groups in the US. The purpose of the IME is to create “a lobby group in favor of Mexican immigrants (and Mexico) in the United States,” according to two professors sympathetic to the effort. What Mexico has erected is unique: “No other country has this diplomatic infrastructure within the borders of the most powerful nation in the world.”91

The strategy was developed by a senior Mexican diplomat in the Foreign Ministry, and the purpose was crystal clear: “Mexico needs Mexican Americans to lobby the U.S. government to make decisions favorable to Mexico.”92 These Mexican-American activist organizations were to “carry out the task entrusted to them by the Mexican government.”93

Does this not sound like subversion?

The Mexican Foreign Ministry began forging alliances with activist political groups in the United States, creating a group of advisors that would help the Foreign Ministry carry out its plans in the US. Many of America’s largest immigrant rights groups joined up with the Mexican government, including the National Council of La Raza, the Center for Community Change, and the League for United Latin American Citizens. They also appointed as advisers to the Mexican Foreign Ministry Mexican-American labor leaders like Eliseo Medina, head of the Service Employees International Union, and Esther Lopez, the international secretary of the United Food and Commercial Workers union.94 None of them filed with the US Department of Justice under the Foreign Agents Registration Act (FARA), even though anyone in the US working on behalf of a foreign government is required to do so. (None of these organizations were charged with failing to register.)

Among the members of this advisory group were radicals like Angela Sanbrano, who worked with MEChA. She actively organized protests against the US government while advising the Mexican government.95

Initially, this activist advisory board had 128 members, with roughly two-thirds born in Mexico and one-third Mexican American. The first meeting took place in the Mexican consulate in San Antonio, Texas, with activists from Arizona, California, Texas, Colorado, and Illinois. All the meetings were supposed to be conducted in Spanish. Among the first initiatives was the formation of an antidiscrimination group to “reduce the use of the word ‘illegal’ in the media.”96

By 2021, the IME had partnerships with two thousand groups in Mexico and the United States, an astonishing political network.97

The Mexican Foreign Ministry’s efforts were, in the words of professors Jane Bayes and Laura Gonzalez, “important in strengthening and enhancing the operations of many groups concerned with immigrants and immigration” that were previously operating in the US and Mexico.98

Turning Mexicans in America into a subversive US political force for Mexico made sense. “Since the issues that most interest us Mexicans are a matter of US domestic policy, our best strategy is to strengthen the organizing capability of our migrants and foster the US agenda of Mexicans and Mexican-Americans. . . . Supporting them is the best way of helping ourselves,” explains Carlos Heredia, a former member of the Mexican parliament.99

According to professors Bayes and Gonzalez, the Mexican Foreign Ministry was providing an opportunity “for Mexican American leaders to study and endorse candidates running for office in Mexico and in the United States.”100 There was also an open discussion about running and supporting candidates for elective office in the United States.101

“On a federal level [in the US], less has been achieved, but we do have congresspersons,” explained Cándido Morales, head of the Institute of Mexicans Abroad, candidly.102

Because this invasion into American politics appears to violate US law, Mexican diplomats mask what they are doing. They deny that they are organizing Mexicans in the United States into a political force “when they address non-Hispanic American audiences,” noted Columbia University professor Rodolfo de la Garza, “but indicate that they seek such a relationship in meetings limited to or dominated by Mexican-Americans.”103

Mexican diplomats have organized political activities inside the United States, violating diplomatic agreements between the two countries. At the Chicago consulate, they were key “in the formation and consolidation of immigrant-related organizations” but also the “political mobilization and participation of Mexican immigrants” in US politics, according to Mexican professor Gustavo Cano.104

Other, smaller countries like Ecuador began to imitate Mexico’s scheme, extending their own foreign influence into America. The Ecuadorian government referred to Ecuadorians living in the United States as being the “Third Region” of Ecuador. Eventually, in 2016, Mexico joined forces with the consulates of Honduras, Guatemala, and El Salvador to create TRICAMEX to share strategies for consulate activities. This approach was designed, in the words of Mexican professor Karla Vanlenzuela-Morena, to “expand their control beyond their territorial boundaries” into the United States.105

To reiterate, the Mexican consulates work not only with Mexicans living in the United States, but also with non-Mexican migrants.106

Mexico, working with its domestic allies, has staged successful mass protests. During the spring of 2007, hundreds of thousands of protestors took to the streets across America in multiple marches to defend illegal immigrants. They blocked roads, carrying Mexican, Salvadoran, Guatemalan, or Dominican flags. The chants reflected a presumption of the right to become citizens regardless of their host country’s laws. “‘Today we march, tomorrow we vote’ and ‘We didn’t cross the border; the border crossed us.’” An astonishing 3.5 million to 5 million people participated in the marches in twenty cities over a couple of months.107 While many Americans were shocked by the political display, radicals noted with pleasure “the highly organized protest against the exclusionary model of citizenship.”108 It worked: the bill raising illegal immigration to a felony died in the Senate.

At one Los Angeles protest involving hundreds of thousands of Hispanics, including illegal aliens, the Associated Press reported that Alberto Tinoco, a Mexican television reporter, was “almost giddy” watching the subversion of American political sovereignty, telling viewers on Mexican television: “With all due respect to Uncle Sam, this shows that Los Angeles has never stopped being ours.”109

It never stopped being ours.

The reporter was echoing the popular sentiment among senior Mexican officials and many of these activist groups. Let’s expose in the next chapter what they have been up to more recently inside the United States.




Chapter 3

Mexico: Organizing Militancy in the US

More than sixty people gathered in the white brick, two-story building on the west side of Oklahoma City in late May.1 It was hot, but not because of the Oklahoma weather. America was amid the heated 2024 presidential election.

Among other subjects, the group was talking strategy about American politics, but in an unusual place. While they were in Oklahoma, they were in the Mexican consulate. Mexico had a lot to lose if the wrong person won the US presidential election in November.

The group included Mexican diplomats from consulates across the United States, including Phoenix, Little Rock, Los Angeles, Atlanta, San Francisco, Orlando, Chicago, Boston, and other cities. They had brought guests, many of them activists.2 Mexican officials had flown in from the Foreign Ministry in Mexico City. Mexican politicians were on hand, too, to offer advice and encouragement to the US-based political activists who had gathered. This would be a conversation about how “to positively influence the country’s [US] policy for the benefit of Mexican communities.” The stated purpose of the meeting was to emphasize “citizen participation and collective action” inside the United States and to “develop a solid plan of action” to fight back against immigration restrictions, specifically those pushed by Donald Trump. Cristina Planter, then director general for North American Political Affairs at the Mexican Foreign Ministry, addressed the group. There was even a message from the Mexican foreign minister, Alicia Bárcena, emphasizing the importance of the meeting.3

This meeting was a foreshadowing of what would become an outrageous Mexican government intrusion into American politics, including a cast of participants selected to influence the election.

Among those attending the gathering were activists from across the United States. Some had dual loyalties: they lived in the United States, but they worked for the Mexican government as advisors and even elected members of Parliament. Karina Ruiz, an immigrant rights activist in Arizona and head of the Arizona DREAM Act Coalition, was there to emphasize “the importance of voting and knowing local representatives” in the United States. While she lived in the United States and worked as a political activist, she was about to take up a position in the Mexican Senate as a member of the ruling Morena Party. She is the first member of their senate to represent Mexicans living outside of Mexico. Ruiz is a Mexican citizen, having come here illegally as a teen, but she’s been protected by DACA.4 She had pledged, “Now from this side of the border we are going to create conditions and support the agenda of Dr. Claudia Sheinbaum [the recently elected Mexican president].”5

Ruiz has led protests in both Arizona and Washington, DC, sometimes wearing a “Citizenship 4 All” headband. When activists confronted US senator Krysten Sinema and forced her to seek refuge in a bathroom at Arizona State University,6 Ruiz defended the act. In a statement, Sinema said those who interrupted her class engaged in “unlawful activities,” “deceptively entered a locked, secure building,” and held a protest that “was not legitimate.” President Joe Biden condemned the actions as “inappropriate.”7

“We don’t need her resentment,” Ruiz said. “We don’t need her to be upset at us. We need her to hear our pain and do something about it.”8

Ruiz organized “raucous” protests at the Arizona State Capitol, where more than a dozen people were arrested.9 In 2021, Ruiz helped lead a sit-in in Senator Krysten Sinema’s Phoenix office, demanding she end a filibuster against immigration legislation.10 As a Mexican senator, she supports the idea of making Mexicans living in the United States the “33rd state of Mexico,” thereby extending Mexican sovereignty farther into the United States. “We are going to be exploring this idea of forming a constituency abroad that involves Mexicans abroad, like this sixth constituency or that 33rd state,” she said.11

To the group in Oklahoma City, she explained that Latino activists in the United States needed to show “constant, constant” action, not only getting involved in political races but electing politicians in the US that “look like us.” American democracy was “falling to pieces,” she declared. She also compared the immigrant situation in the US to a “genocide.”12

Among those also at the Mexican consulate in Oklahoma was Ramiro Luna, a political operative from Texas who has been deeply involved in political races across the Southwest United States and “working to elect Democrats to local offices.” Luna, head of a Latino organization called Somos Tejos (We are Texas), had himself been granted “temporary status” in the United States as part of the DACA program.13

In Oklahoma City, Luna told the group: “I am an activist, I am an organizer, I am a revolutionary. I am here to fight for the rights of our community, [the] immigrant and the Latino community.” It’s a fight for “people of indigenous roots [to] make sure that we thrive in this country that’s ours.”

As the diplomats and other activists listened, Luna discussed how to turn states from majority Republican to Democrat controlled. In 2024, he was helping “change the state of Texas for the Latino community because the same thing that happened in California happened in Arizona and is going to happen in Texas.” He went on: “California was a red state. They screwed us [Latinos], and you saw what happened. The state turned blue. In Arizona, the same thing happened . . . They fought against our community. We fought back and now Arizona is blue.” He warned Republicans, “It’s a classic case, an example of I’ll f*ck around and find out.”14

Those connected to American political figures were also in attendance, including Margarita Salas Crespo, a senior advisor to the governor of Nevada, a crucial swing state in the upcoming election.15 They discussed the work of Mi Familia Vota, which worked to register Latino voters for progressive causes. They debated how to “generate better communication” with organizations such as UnidosUS (formerly La Raza), and the Mexican American Legal and Education Fund.

Had this mixing of Mexican diplomats, elected officials, and American activists plotting political action together in America’s heartland been made public, there would have been howls of protest at Mexico’s meddling in American internal affairs. But they proceeded quietly, behind closed doors. After all, foreign countries are prohibited from interfering in American elections by law and also by conventions of foreign diplomacy.

Yet, the counsel general of the Mexican Consulate in Oklahoma City and members of the Foreign Ministry sat in and watched the discussion unfold on “collective action” in the United States.16

Given the emphasis on collective mobilization, it is highly likely that the Oklahoma City Consulate meeting represents one of several similar political meetings taking place at other Mexican consulates in the United States. In 2024, mobilization of Mexican assets for American elections was the order of the day. The Mexican government launched a television channel called TV Migrante (Migrant TV) and beamed it out to the tens of millions of Mexicans living in the United States. While the programming featured some practical advice, the government-funded channel also bombarded the audience in the US with political messages.17 The channel ran glowing videos about Kamala Harris.18 On the other hand, they fed migrants a diet of reports on candidate Trump’s “fake news and lies.” They also repeatedly played the Migrant Anthem as a call to arms for migrants living in the United States, reminding them to do their duty for their country.19


We change places, but not flags

I carry green, white and red in my veins.20



After Trump returned to the White House in January 2025, the Mexican government used Migrant TV to beam messages to millions of Mexicans living in the US, such as “Racism, Hate, and Business: The Trumpist Model.” They also ran slick stories about how “the United States Department of Homeland Security has become the main spokesperson for hatred against migrants” and stories about Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE)’s “repressive machinery.”21

The American media failed to report on the Mexican government’s massive interference in American domestic politics. While news reports of Russia buying Facebook ads and running social media campaigns have garnered cries of Russian interference, Mexico’s far wider and more aggressive efforts are ignored. Indeed, Mexico and other foreign actors have become particularly assertive in their involvement in American internal politics at a level that would not be tolerated if the United States were doing the same in their countries. Rather than denouncing this foreign interference, American progressives have embraced it, all in the name of the resistance to Trump.

* * *

Mexico’s efforts to extend its political tentacles into America has been going on for decades, aided by the rising flow of illegal immigrants into the country. With Trump in the White House in early 2025, Mexican officials were crisscrossing the US to mobilize “militants.” Mexican officials were encouraged by what they called the “unprecedented” activism of Mexicans in the United States against Trump. The ruling Morena Party was building a network inside their neighbor to the north. This was not just a political battle but a civilizational struggle. “Their mobilization is not only an act of resistance, but also a reaffirmation of their identity,” the party declared. “From Mexico, this awakening must be recognized and supported. It is necessary to strengthen the ties with this new generation of Mexicans abroad, who, although not grown on Mexican soil, take Mexico in their hearts and struggle [emphasis added].”22

Among those operatives dispatched to the United States is Alejandro Robles, a former member of Mexico’s Chamber of Deputies and the executive secretary of the party’s National Committee of Mexicans Abroad. During his tenure as a legislator, he was accused of having a neighbor savagely beaten after threatening him with a gun. It is also reported that he violently attacked another deputy. Robles denies the allegations.23

“The extreme speech of ‘Make America Great Again’ ignores the migrant contribution, and, thus, deserves an extreme response [emphasis added],” Robles declared, “which signifies organizing disadvantaged people to come out of the shadows, and the Mexican people are not alone; we have a patriotic government and a political party Morena, dedicated to the defense of its people. This is why the policy of Morena is and should be: For the good of all, migrants should come first.”24

Robles was making trips to the United States, “meeting with militants, supporters and Morena committees” in cities like Houston, Austin, and New York City, according to his party’s account of his activities.25

Robles was sent to stoke resistance to Trump in the United States, meeting with migrants both illegal and legal, as well as progressive activist groups. And he was blunt.

“It is important to note that Morena is the only party that has an agenda for the care of the migrant community; our mission is to organize the militancy abroad [emphasis added],” declared Robles. The Morena party was pushing “training workshops” for “compatriots in the United States” so they could enhance their militancy.26 Morena had a vast network of party chapters in forty-nine states (all save Hawaii), and party leaders bragged, “There is a very important network of our movement” inside the US.27

Mexican officials “are constantly traveling to the country of the Stars and Stripes,” he told people on social media. “We will be on American soil fighting for our people.”28

Robles pointed out how they had helped thwart US officials from carrying out their official duties in major US cities. “In that sense, our committees are on the front line to battle in these moments of civil resistance,” he said.29

Read that again: The ruling party of Mexico, through its consulates, was on the “front line” of “civil resistance” in the United States. This is the very definition of subversion.

Mexican congressman Robles also joined with American radicals and forged a common cause. He appeared at the People’s Forum, a radical organization in New York funded by a wealthy American benefactor in China named Neville Roy Singham. The People’s Forum supported groups like Antifa and other protestors. “That is the revolution of consciences,” Robles told the audience. “Morena is not a movement limited to the national territory; it is a social movement that accompanies migrant dignity throughout the world.”30

American sovereignty be damned.

* * *

When Donald Trump was first elected president in 2016, Mexican consular officials also became involved in rallying opposition to Trump’s policies, a seemingly blatant violation of their diplomatic status. Then the consulate general in Chicago, Carlos Jiménez was a former politician and governor of a Mexican state that was a major source of migrants coming to the United States. With Trump in office, his goal became mobilizing Mexicans in the United States against the Trump administration. He was specifically looking to ally with Americans who did not like Trump. As he put it in 2017, “Here in Chicago there are politicians of Mexican origin and very important migrant activists, what we must do is strengthen other alliances with the local civil society, alliances with the academic sector, alliances with the business sector . . . with all those sectors of this North American society that does not share the views of the current president.”31

In short, a Mexican diplomat was actively trying to sway American politics.

Immigration organizations “supported by the Mexican Consulate” in Chicago “created campaigns training people to be informed and prepared in case of deportation,” according to scholar Estefania Cruz Lena. The Mexican consulate also supported the creation of a bilingual pamphlet dubbed “nada-nada” for use in confrontations with law enforcement, and telephone apps that assisted migrants who might encounter US immigration officials.32

Mexican consular officials were at the same time “encouraging and even financing” Mexicans in the United States to become citizens of this country before election day, according to Lena.33 Why would a foreign government pay for its citizens to become citizens of another country? Clearly, it was because they saw the political benefits of doing so.

Mexican consulates have held political training seminars for Mexican nationals living in the United States for years. While ostensibly designed to encourage Mexicans to participate in their home country’s politics, everyone knew that the training, in the words of professor Patricia Escamilla Hamm, “facilitated participation in US politics.” This included training on how to organize rallies, marches, protests, and lobbying US politicians, one thousand miles from their home country. The instruction had one purpose: to mobilize activism in the United States, not in Mexico. They trained US citizens and noncitizens; whether they were in America illegally did not matter.34

Indeed, during Trump’s first term, Mexican consulates became meeting or rallying points for political protests and boycotts organized to expand migrants’ rights.35

Trump’s border policies were an existential threat to the Mexican political class’s plan and ambitions. Beyond Mexico’s quietly aggressive political subversion, Mexican officials increasingly publicly meddled in American politics.

Shortly after Trump entered office in 2017, the Mexican government authorized more than $50 million to implement a strategy called “Strengthened Assistance to Mexicans in the United States.”36

In February of that year, Mexico’s political interference in the United States escalated when then-Mexican presidential candidate and later president, Andrés Manuel López Obrador (AMLO), conducted a tour of American cities. This was no ordinary foreign dignitary tour. AMLO explicitly intended to rally Mexicans living in the United States against President Trump. The tour included stops in Los Angeles, Chicago, El Paso, Phoenix, Laredo, San Francisco, and New York, all cities with large populations of legal and illegal Mexican migrants. He strongly supported the idea that Mexicans had a right to ignore the border between the United States and Mexico. He had publicly expressed support for the concept of Reconquista. The Mexican consulates established hotline services to arrange legal representation for undocumented immigrants living north of the border.37

AMLO made clear he was looking to partner with anti-Trump forces north of the border in a partisan attempt to thwart the new president. According to the invite sent to local leaders in Chicago, candidate AMLO wanted to “meet with immigrant clubs, trade unions, social organizations, the community in general, as well as US academics and intellectuals who possess civic, social and democratic values with whom he can create alliances to form a national defense front to support and defend the immigrant community [emphasis added].”38 This, in the United States.

One would be hard-pressed to find another example of a political figure from a country with which we are at peace working so aggressively and brazenly to subvert American politics.

Imagine for a moment an American presidential candidate flying around Mexico and pledging an “alliance” with Mexican political forces to advance American interests inside the country and thwart the efforts of the sitting Mexican administration. The outcry would be immense—and rightfully so. Yet AMLO’s meddling in America was largely either ignored or approved of by major media outlets.

AMLO countered Trump’s criticisms of illegal mass migration by declaring it was “yet another attack against those he considers foreigners.” Never mind that those illegally in the country, of course, are by definition “foreigners.” The future Mexican president suggested plans to “convert Mexican consulates in the US into migrant defense offices” and to interfere in American politics by “linking up with good-willed Americans—of whom there are many—who are victims of this [Trump] manipulation and deceit.”39

AMLO was not simply aiding migrants in their legal battles in the United States; he was calling for and working toward an electoral change inside the US. A foreign leader so brazenly interfering in American politics was unprecedented, at least from a country with which the United States was not at war.

In California, AMLO spoke before thousands of Mexicans, some illegally in the country. “Here, in Los Angeles,” he said, “we want you, the Mexican people on this side of the border, to know that we are with you and that we are one.”40

AMLO tied his rhetoric of unity specifically to the progressive agenda. It was evil free-market capitalism that “forced Mexican people to leave their homes,” not his own country’s failures.41

American progressives cheered.

AMLO sought to persuade American voters to adopt his collectivist vision, which was distinct from the Anglo-Saxon individualism that he thought was such a problem.


We must reach out to lower- and middle-class American workers, explaining that their problems are rooted in the poor distribution of income in the United States and that, compounding the problem, political power is in the hands of businessmen notorious for paying as little as possible.

It is essential to appeal to the good hearts of ordinary people, to make them see that our task is to build, here on earth, the kingdom of justice and fellowship for all. A world without walls, poverty, fear, discrimination, or racism.



He again expressed “complete solidarity with our countrymen who have come to the US.”42

Complete solidarity—as long as no one questioned the corruption and incompetence of the Mexican government that caused people to leave.

Shortly after, in Phoenix, AMLO appealed to the Mexican moral superiority of impoverishment over American materialism. “Let’s touch the hearts of the American people: let’s remind them that true happiness resides not in the accumulation of material goods, titles, or fame, but through spiritual well-being; that is to say, being at peace with ourselves, our conscience, and our neighbors.”43 It was a crude rendering of The Cosmic Race’s argument, which I more fully described in chapter 2. Let’s just say here that AMLO’s tour was hardly a demonstration of neighborly peace with the United States.

Clearly, the socialist rhetoric has served the corrupt leadership of Mexico well, allowing them to avoid accountability for its government failures. AMLO continued to bang this drum in New York City. “We must not forget that you are here by necessity. You, like many others, have been victims of a neoliberal political system that has been imposed on our country for over thirty years.” And while AMLO would declare that “migration is the clearest and most painful proof of the exclusionary nature of the neoliberal (capitalist) model,” he would also admit that in contradiction, “the remittances you make to your families, totaling over $24 billion a year, sustain, in large part, the economy in Mexico.” Of course, the socialist event would not have been complete without the requisite false analogy: the “villainy for Trump and his advisors to speak of Mexicans as Hitler and the Nazis spoke of Jews, just before launching their vile campaign of persecution and extermination.”44

In San Francisco, the pattern of blather continued: “The US is a clear example of the truth that material wealth alone does not necessarily create better living or working conditions,” as his fellow countrymen continued their steady stream across the border in search of material wealth.

AMLO explained that he wanted to work “toward a world without . . . borders,” which sounds lovely until you examine the ugly realities contributing to the one-way flow.45

AMLO never mentioned his vision for mass migration to his American audiences. There was no mention of “reconquering” lands taken from Mexico. His goal was to keep migrants here for his purposes. Not to rile up the locals.

He was not just fighting for Mexican migrants, but for all migrants in the United States; this was a civilizational struggle. “And soon, very soon, with the triumph of our movement, we will defend the migrants of Mexico, of Central America, the entire American continent, and all the migrants of the world who, out of necessity, have to leave their homes to seek a life in the United States,” he said. “It is a human right that we will defend for all Mexicans and for all migrants.”46

AMLO’s interference in American politics also included highly personal attacks on American leaders such as Governor Greg Abbott of Texas, as well as senators Marco Rubio, Ted Cruz, and Bob Menendez when they called for stiffer border controls.

He warned Governor Abbott before an election: “Well, look, we don’t have to do much, just tell our countrymen not to vote for the governor of Texas, nor for the legislators of the Republican Party who support these measures.” AMLO and his protégé Sheinbaum, like all recent Mexican presidents, consider US-born citizens of Mexican ancestry to be Mexican.47

AMLO is not alone among senior Mexican officials trying to steer the votes of Mexicans living in the United States. President of the Mexican Senate José Noroña explained in 2023 that given the Republican position on illegal immigration, “we should call on Mexicans in the United States who have dual nationality not to vote for the Republicans.”48

During Trump’s first term, the Mexican Foreign Ministry inserted itself further into America’s debate over immigration. The Office of the Undersecretary for North America inaugurated “Mexican Civil Rights Advisory Groups” in the United States. “These groups provide an institutional framework for working with civil rights groups to engage in high-impact litigation,” as the Foreign Ministry put it. By 2019, forty national, state, and local organizations participated in the MCRAGs as part of this “Mexican Migration Assistance Strategy.”49

Mexican officials have also cultivated opportunities to train activists in the United States to advance their agenda on American soil.

Beginning in 2023, for example, a program was launched to bring Latin American activists in the United States to meet and strategize with Mexican officials on issues such as immigration. The program “is designed to provide insight into social issues and develop strategies for promoting social change” in the United States, according to organizers. The program, Civic Leader Education and Advocacy Program (CLEAP), brings Latino progressives in the United States to Mexico City. It is run by a Colorado-based organization called Voces Unidas, which is part of a family of political organizations that, in their words, “can influence policy change using the several political levers.” The meeting in April 2025 included “leaders who self-identified as immigrants with a passion and interest in immigration policy.”50

The head of the organization, Alex Sánchez, fought immigration reforms like the Laken Riley Act. Laken Riley was a twenty-two-year-old nursing student in Georgia who was out jogging at the University of Georgia in 2024 when she was brutally attacked and murdered by a twenty-six-year-old Venezuelan man named Jose Antonio Ibarra who had entered the United States illegally. Ibarra had been caught crossing the border by federal officials but was released into the United States. In Washington, outraged by the crime, Congress passed a law in her name requiring the federal detention of illegal immigrants arrested for serious crimes.

“That bill, the Laken Riley Act, will forever be recognized as one of the most vindictive, anti-immigrant, and consequential laws passed by this administration,” he wrote.51

Mexican officials also formed and funded a group called the Migrant Force (Fuerza Migrante) to organize efforts in the United States. They opened an office in the National Press Building in Washington with the backing of local governments in Mexico.52 Avelino Meza, secretary general of Migrant Force, accused Trump of “psychological terrorism” against migrants.53

* * *

When Trump won in 2024, there was again a call to arms against Trump that included Mexico’s efforts to manipulate events in the United States politically.

President Claudia Sheinbaum announced that her Mexican government was going to strengthen the network of fifty-odd consulates in the United States. “We are reinforcing the Consulates,” she said. “Tell our brothers and sisters in the United States that we will always defend them, so that they should come to the Consulates.”54 Mexico’s foreign minister explained that the government would “strengthen strategic alliances” with its partners in the United States, including sympathetic government officials who were likely resisting Trump.55

Sheinbaum boldly declared to her countrymen, “We will never jeopardize our sovereignty.”56 A strange choice of words considering that she was subverting ours.

Activists like Alejandro Robles, mentioned earlier, were joined by other Mexican officials to fan the flames in the United States.

Mexico mobilized to move further into American politics. The head of the Institute for Mexicans Abroad (IME) in the Mexican Foreign Ministry was Luis Gutierrez Reyes, who was educated in Cuba.57 The Foreign Ministry committed itself to, in its own words, “using the diaspora as a strategic resource . . . The nationals residing in the United States are not alone, as they have the support of the Chancellery and its consular network.” And it echoed the words of the Migrant Anthem, which Sheinbaum was beaming to migrants in the United States: “We change places, not flags; I have green, white, red in my veins.”58

Trump’s return to the White House brought street protests, which involved foreign forces playing an important role. Beginning in early February 2025, thousands of protestors took to the streets in Los Angeles to protest Trump’s immigration policies. Many carried Mexican flags. Organizers blasted “We are More American” over loudspeakers.59 “We are more American / Than the children of the Anglo-Saxons.”60 The song became a source of “resistance and pride” in Mexico, too, according to the Mexican media.61

In an April 2025 interview, Robles, who seems to be spearheading Mexican activism in the United States, attacked those Mexicans who had “Americanized” by trying to “blend in,” sharing that President Sheinbaum referred to them as “traitors.” “They don’t agree with being Mexican; they would prefer always to be an imperialist colony, to be part of the United States.”62

In New York City, in early February 2025, migrants gathered carrying Salvadoran, Mexican, and Ecuadoran flags. It was part of the nationwide “Day Without Immigrants” protest. “We are more American than the son of the white man,” one protest leader declared over the loudspeaker.63

On May 1, 2025, protesters rocked Chicago by marching through the center of the city. The May Day rally included thousands who blocked traffic and voiced their support for migrants illegally in the country. Jorge Mujica was one of the organizers. Months earlier, he had promised to spearhead the opposition to Trump, “calling for a full week of civil disobediences.” In addition to the protests, he promised work stoppages.64 Mujica also began training union leaders on how to become “sanctuary unions” for illegal migrants.65

Jorge Mujica had been “one of the masterminds” behind the massive demonstrations in 2006 that led millions to take to the streets in a failed effort to secure amnesty for those in the country illegally.66 Mujica, a self-described “radical labor activist,” learned his trade while living in Mexico before bringing his politics to the US as an illegal migrant.67 Mujica had denounced efforts to enforce immigration laws as “a strategy of ethnic cleansing.” After all, while he was a labor and political activist in Chicago, he had also been an advisor to the Mexican Foreign Ministry. Beginning in 2021, he was also a member of the Mexican Federal Congress.68 Mujica was widely quoted by established news outlets in the United States on Trump and migrant rights, but none mentioned that this American activist was also a Mexican government official.

When Trump first announced his candidacy for the White House in 2015, Mujica dismissed the real estate mogul. As he told Time magazine at the time, “His ideas are so ridiculous they could never happen. . . . Trump doesn’t seem to realize that these things are politically impossible. Rather than making you cry, it makes you laugh.”69

After Trump’s first election, Mujica was no longer laughing. Nor was the Mexican government. “Everybody is under attack right now,” he declared.70 Also helping organize the protest was Omar Lopez of the Immigrant Defense Resistance Council, which had proudly issued an anti-Trump policy manifesto.71 Lopez, like Mujica, had ties to the Mexican government, serving as an advisor to the Mexican Foreign Ministry when he had led raucous rallies in Chicago in 2006.72 Lopez enjoyed a long-time working relationship with the Mexican consulate and described his efforts as “pushing and fighting for establishing a very clear political link between Mexico and Mexicans living abroad.”73 Now he was back, helping Mujica put bodies in the streets to resist Trump.

In Phoenix, Mexican senator Karina Ruiz, who had also been at the OKC meeting, led thousands of protestors, addressing the throng behind a Join the Fight placard.74

“So, it needs to be resolved and if this administration can do it, then we have to sit down and discuss how it’s going to be done,” she explained in one interview. “From Mexico, we’ve said dialogue is the priority.” To be clear, Ruiz was demanding that Washington consult with Mexico on a domestic political matter. “The main thing for them to know is that the Mexican government is not alone, [migrants] are not alone.”75

Other Mexican government officials were in the United States trying to fuel opposition to Trump as well.

* * *

In 2024, Aniceto “Cheto” Polanco had rallied people to attend the May Day protests in Los Angeles and demanded amnesty for migrants living in the United States. The protest route began conveniently in front of the Mexican consulate in Santa Ana, California, and then proceeded to the Ronald Reagan Federal Building. A van with a banner reading “Full Rights for Immigrants” in both Spanish and English led the march. Polanco had made outrageous claims about the situation in California, contending that Orange County, California, is a hotbed of Ku Klux Klan activity.76

Months after those protests, Polanco became a deputy in the Mexican Congress. Like all legislators, he declared his oath to Mexico and promised to protect his country patriotically. But Polanco continued to live in Los Angeles.

In 2025, with Trump back in office, now-Congressman Polanco cheered on the May Day protestors as they marched through downtown Los Angeles. “It’s admirable how young people have taken to the streets to defend their parents and families,” he said. “Trump was wrong to mess with this generation.”77

Matters escalated as the Trump administration began to enforce immigration laws, which led to deportations. Activists from Mexico’s ruling Morena Party who live in the United States met to discuss “brownist militancy” (as they call it).78 An organization called Union del Barrio set up a network to monitor the streets of Los Angeles, looking for groups of federal law enforcement and immigration officials.79 “You will not come into our community without facing an organized resistance,” declared Ron Gochez, a Los Angeles high school history teacher and spokesman for the group.80

When members of the organization spotted ICE vehicles in early June, they sent out the word on social media: “Support needed NOW!!! Massive ICE activity - The community has taken over the streets and [we] need more support.”81 Violent protests and riots followed, law enforcement officials were assaulted, and rioters attempted to block law enforcement vehicles from moving. (Union del Barrio members have not been charged.) Why might Union del Barrio work so hard to prevent deportations? A look at the group’s political program reveals that they want “the liberation and reunification of Mexico under a revolutionary government,” which will be “committed to the liberation and unification of Nuestra América” and the deconstruction of the United States as an “illegal settler state.”82 In other words, Reconquista. In 2010, Gochez told a rally in Los Angeles, “Where we now stand is stolen, occupied Mexico!”83

Union del Barrio might be easily dismissed as a fringe movement except for the fact that it is simply a more radical version of the views expounded by senior members of the Mexican government and elite over several decades.

After violent protests broke out in Los Angeles by early afternoon on June 6, Alejandro Robles, who had been crossing the country meeting with activists, declared later that night, “It’s very encouraging to see the activism of our people in the United States.”84

He went on: “This situation helps us to give more validity to our maxim, that only the people can save the people, and the organized people can rescue the nation. And this is what we are doing in our committees, particularly in the United States. Today, beyond our political training and affiliation tasks, we are focusing on the defense of our fellow Mexicans.”85

As the violence erupted, the president of the Mexican Senate, Gerardo Fernández Noroña, declared on social media that Los Angeles and Palestine were “two sides of the same coin.” Both were occupied territories.86

“Los Angeles is migrant land,” he said.87

Migrante TV, the Mexican government-funded news service for migrants in the US, offered detailed coverage of what it described as “the repression of protests of the Latino community.”88 Other Mexican officials living in the United States joined the chorus in support of the protesters and even seemed to sanction violent acts.

Congressman Polanco posted a video of Hispanic cops being harassed for doing their jobs and being disloyal to their ethnic heritage, a verbal badgering he appears to participate in.

“That’s how it goes, our race for our race,” he captions another video, which shows protestors screaming at the police.89

The congressman also went on social media with a video of protesters blocking traffic in LA, carrying Mexican flags. He likened them to Aztec warriors, interspersing graphics of the same with weapons in hand, between video footage of the LA protestors. “For our race,” he announced.

“When Mexico rises, the continent trembles,” the video’s Spanish narration continues.


The Mexicans in Los Angeles made that clear. When Mexicans take to the streets, there’s no force that can stop them. They went out with flags, their souls burning, shouting for all those who remain silent, raising their voices throughout Latin America. Who dared to confront the system? The Mexican. Who stood up to the authorities without fear? The Mexican. Who endured the tear gas, the shoving, the threats, the Mexican, damn it. Because when Mexico rises, it doesn’t rise, it only drags with it a whole history of struggle, of people, of land, of Latin blood. Mexico doesn’t hide; Mexico stands up for everyone, and let it be heard clearly in every corner of the world. Mexicans are not trampled on; they are respected, because when they resist, they resist for everyone.90



After a day in which cars burned in the streets and violent protesters had been tossing concrete pieces off overpasses onto law enforcement vehicles below, Polanco told his thousands of followers on June 9: “We declare ourselves in permanent resistance.”91

How have our leaders in Washington allowed a foreign country to so deeply penetrate our country?

For some of our leaders, the simple answer is they have been unaware of the extent of the subversion until the release of this book, but for others, the answer is an old one. They have allowed it to happen because they politically stood to benefit from Mexico’s actions. Among these are three American presidents.




Chapter 4

Voter Mills

A simple memo written by a Catholic priest sat on the corner of the president’s desk. This document was not a spiritual missive. Rather, it touched off actions that would radically transform American elections over the next three decades to serve the needs of one particular political party.

In February 1996, Henry Cisneros, then Secretary of Housing and Urban Development, forwarded a letter to President Bill Clinton from Father Miguel Vega, an activist priest in Los Angeles who worked with the Industrial Areas Foundation (IAF). The IAF was a radical group founded by Saul Alinsky to align religious groups with leftist goals. Father Vega had launched the California Active Citizenship Campaign months earlier to help migrants obtain citizenship and then get them out to vote.1 In the memo, Father Vega requested that the Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS) speed up the approval of applications for US citizenship. The usual application process requires several important steps, including conducting criminal background checks, language and other proficiency tests, interviews to determine the moral fitness of the applicant, and other procedures meant to ensure the qualifications of applicants for citizenship. As it happened, millions of migrants who had been granted amnesty in 1986 were now eligible to become American citizens, and Vega saw a huge political opportunity currently bogged down in the citizenship process. In a later letter to Vice President Al Gore, Vega included a column from the Los Angeles Times, indicating his agreement. In discussing the backlog in naturalization, the column stated the seminal issue of immigration: “The administration may be blowing a great chance to create a whole lot of pro-Clinton Voters.”2

Bill Clinton had prevailed in the 1992 election with just 43 percent of the popular vote, the worst showing for the winning candidate since 1912. In February 1996, Cisneros was being investigated by a special counsel for having lied about a five-figure payoff to a mistress. Bill Clinton was winding down his secret affair with White House intern Monica Lewinsky. Both had a great deal at stake in the 1996 election.

The priest’s letters stirred the Clinton White House to aggressive action. If Mexico’s leaders were seeking a Reconquista via mass migration and were becoming politically active in the United States, powerful elected Democrats saw an easy opportunity to create new partisan voters. The Clinton team tossed aside required FBI checks for criminal records, dumbed down the required civics exam, and scrapped English-language proficiency requirements in a mad dash to generate new Clinton voters. A stunning 1.2 million new citizens were sworn in during the 1996 election year, three times the number processed by the INS the previous year. As a vote generator, it worked: eighty-five percent of this population voted for Clinton-Gore.3

But as a generator of American citizens, it was a travesty. An audit conducted by the accounting firm KPMG Peat Marwick for the federal government later revealed that more than seventy-five thousand of the new citizens had their arrest records ignored; another sixty-one thousand were granted citizenship without ever even submitting their fingerprints for a requisite criminal background check. And a large swath who became citizens could not even speak rudimentary English or pass the basic civic test as required.4

For Bill Clinton, the goal was new Democrat voters, not ideal citizens. It was such an audacious success that Clinton’s successors, Barack Obama and Joe Biden, replicated the approach, severely damaging an American civic tradition. (The three biggest years in history for naturalization are 1996, 2008, and 2022.) Democrat party leaders began to see immigration policy in purely transactional terms: more migrants = more Democrat voters. Citizenship requirements be damned.

Migrants, it appears, could be useful political tools.

In February 1996, just days after Father Vega’s first letter circulated in the White House, INS Commissioner Doris Meissner met at the White House with Harold Ickes and other Clinton aides.5 Officially, Ickes was the Deputy White House chief of staff. Unofficially, he was the White House fixer. Nicknamed the “Garbage Man” in a New York Times profile, Ickes, who was never charged with a crime, had been “caught up in so many of Clinton’s scandals and crises that he came to describe his function in the White House as ‘director of the sanitation department.’”6 The Clinton administration’s scheme to circumvent the citizenship vetting process and create new voters was the perfect sort of operation for Ickes. The trusted aide knew how important every vote would be to the president’s reelection chances, and a point underscored in a memo aide Stephen Warnath wrote for him conveyed the Hispanic Caucus’s sentiment: “Faster naturalization means more potential Democratic voters in the next election.”7

Several weeks after that White House meeting, on March 1, 1996, INS headquarters released a memorandum to field offices instructing “that all applications for naturalization received by the end of that month had to be completed . . . by September 30, 1996 [emphasis added].”8 Why was the end of September so important? Because it was, in many locales, the last date citizens could register to vote in the presidential election. Douglas Farbrother, an aide to Vice President Al Gore and former Department of Defense career employee, later told Department of Justice investigators that he believed the deadline “was directly connected to the upcoming election” and “he presumed that such voters would support the Clinton/Gore ticket.”9

Indeed, Farbrother made clear what these efforts were all about in an email to his boss, Vice President Al Gore: “naturalizing one million new citizens in time for the November 1996 election.”10 Farbrother and other aides knew that the White House was steering the citizenship process because “the President had learned from someone that there were large numbers of immigrants who had applied for citizenship in Southern California and the President was interested in naturalization because he thought this group would mostly vote for him.”11 Father Vega’s memo was moving mountains.

On March 8, Vice President Gore was in Los Angeles and sat down with Father Vega and other senior officials from the Industrial Areas Foundation in Los Angeles. The IAF engaged in “community organizing” and included Marxists, progressive Catholics, and ethnic activists. At the meeting, which they held in private, “Gore pledged the Clinton administration’s full cooperation with their efforts to expedite citizenship applications.”12

The White House ran into resistance from career employees at the Immigration and Naturalization Service, who saw the plan for what it was— “they suspected it grew out of partisan purposes.” But the plan proceeded anyway. INS officials later recalled how Rahm Emanuel “took midnight trips to INS headquarters to meet with [then-Commissioner Doris] Meissner.”13

Expanding citizenship application reviews to 1.3 million before the election meant ignoring the requirement to investigate criminal records and determine if the applicant was “of good moral character.”14 Essentially, they were told to take every applicant at their word.

FBI arrest records were sent to INS offices as required to conduct criminal background checks on applicants. But the drive to create new voters often meant simply ignoring them. In the INS’s Chicago office, the documents were never even placed in the applicants’ files—alien criminals were granted citizenship as a result. One migrant received his citizenship while sitting in jail. A later investigation by the Department of Justice revealed that “INS offices were naturalizing applicants so quickly that applicant criminal history reports,” produced by the FBI, “were arriving in INS offices only after the applicant had been sworn in as a United States citizen.” INS employees complained that people were being granted citizenship “without ensuring that they were eligible.”15

Despite the full press, the White House was impatient. On March 21, White House aide Elaine Kamarck, a senior policy advisor to Gore, fired off a note to Farbrother pressing to speed things up even more quickly: “THE PRESIDENT IS SICK OF THIS AND WANTS ACTION. IF NOTHING MOVES TODAY WE’LL HAVE TO TAKE SOME PRETTY DRASTIC MEASURES.”

District INS offices were instructed to “recruit and hire temporary employees” for the citizenship push.16

To become a US citizen, an applicant must demonstrate a basic, workable knowledge of the English language. However, with pressure from the White House, the INS “did not properly enforce the English-language requirement of naturalization.” Many INS workers reported that they “regularly encountered applicants who presented passing certificates but who could not speak even simple English.” They became US citizens anyway.17

The problem was not just that these moves broke the lawful process, but that the pool from which applicants were drawn was itself tainted. More than one million of the people who were eligible to apply for citizenship at the time had become permanent residents via an immigration program “widely regarded as having been rife with fraud,” according to the Clinton Justice Department. An estimated 70 percent of those who came through the Special Agricultural Workers (SAWs) program had lied on meaningful parts of their application.18

But never mind.

Farbrother and other White House aides were aware of how their activities might look to the public. He advised Kamarck on March 29 of the need “to blunt any charge that we are running a citizenship/Clinton voter mill” by pushing for some INS reforms. Meissner, the head of the INS, also warned, “If we are too aggressive at removing the roadblocks to success, we might be publicly criticized for running a pro-Democrat voter mill and risk having Congress stop us.”19

By early April, Father Vega was encouraged to write another memo. He told White House aides it was a real possibility that “as many as 229,000 new citizens [will be] voting in Los Angeles this November” and that across America, “some 800,000 will become citizens in time for the election.” (The actual number would be 50 percent higher.) Vega’s memo was passed along to Vice President Al Gore with a cover note: “Thought you might like to see this response from Father Vega. He seems very pleased with you.”20

The Clinton White House and the INS brass had even greater plans that must have pleased Father Vega. On May 1, the order came down from INS headquarters to loosen even further the naturalization standards by whittling down the required interview with the citizen applicant to just five minutes. Under Commissioner Meissner, the INS eliminated “the testing of Civics and written English proficiency” from the interview.21

By late summer, President Clinton turbocharged his citizenship machine: On August 22, he issued an Executive Order directing all agencies to assist INS in naturalizing applicants for citizenship.22

As the Clinton White House steered the new INS policies, outside activist groups joined in the effort. Several “community-based organizations” went to work as INS “outreach” to generate seven hundred thousand new applicants within a year.23 Vice President Al Gore and White House aides met regularly with some of these activist organizations.

In addition to the citizenship machine, the Clinton White House needed to ensure that these new citizens registered to vote right away. In March, Harold Ickes pressed White House aides for information on arranging voter registration at naturalization ceremonies. Aides reported that the process was underway, explaining in internal emails that there would be a “mass ceremony” planned in Chicago and that the “registration attempt” would be “coordinated with Skinny Sheehan [sic], our best field organizer.” Skinny Sheahan, the “Director of Special Events for the City of Chicago” and a “longtime Democratic field organizer in Chicago,” led that registration effort.24

Skinny fattened the voter rolls for Clinton’s reelection effort.

In Orange County, California, the Latino advocacy group Hermandad Mexicana Nacional worked aggressively to help people apply for citizenship and register to vote—not necessarily in that order. The organization registered people who were not citizens, and some would cast ballots in the 1996 election. To motivate migrants to register to vote, they ran an illegal lottery to win a brand-new Chevy Camaro, with registering to vote or applying for citizenship as ways to enter. The winner of the lottery, a noncitizen, was given $12,000 in cash instead.25

According to informants who later cooperated with prosecutors, the group’s employees filled out voter registration forms for migrants to sign even though they were not citizens. Prosecutors concluded that employees of Hermandad Mexicana “willfully and unlawfully” helped 227 noncitizens register to vote, sometimes filling out the forms themselves. Investigators discovered that 632 ineligible people were registered to vote.26 (No one was ever indicted over this.)

While these numbers in isolation may seem low, consider the effect if Hermandad Mexicana Nacional were one example of hundreds—or thousands—of such groups.

Even some political allies like Al Chavez, a member of the Democratic Central Committee in Orange County, disapproved of the group’s aggressive tactics. He accused the group of “exploiting immigrants who lack education and experience in the US political system.” Hermandad Mexicana officials said they did not intentionally break any laws; they were only trying to register citizens to vote.27

After the US Department of Justice’s Office of the Inspector General conducted the internal investigation and audit of the Clinton White House citizenship operation, another investigation discovered that in the Chicago INS office, five thousand arrest reports for citizen applicants were hidden in boxes. They arrived in time to be reviewed by INS officials but were cast aside. How many more such incidents were happening in other offices around the country?

As part of the investigation, DOJ lawyers interviewed dozens of White House aides and INS officials. Presidential advisors Harold Ickes and Rahm Emanuel refused to sit for interviews. Vice President Al Gore did the same. The official investigation concluded that “the integrity of” the citizenship process “suffered badly as a result of INS’ efforts to process naturalization applications more quickly,” and that the White House “hoped for a political benefit” in the upcoming election by cutting corners and pushing through more citizenship approvals.28

Despite these conclusions, no one was fired, and no criminal or civil charges were brought against anyone. However unethical and antithetical to American principles, the experiment was a success. It proved that ignoring immigration and citizenship laws and requirements on a mass scale could result in major political rewards with few, if any, consequences.

Some American politicians now saw the magic of loosening citizenship requirements to boost their voter numbers.

In 2000, when Al Gore was on the ballot for president, the Clinton White House revved up the machine once again. According to INS employees in Chicago, for example, agents in district offices were “directed to relax the testing for English, complete every interview within twenty minutes, and ensure that all applicants pass the Civics test by continuing to ask questions until an applicant got enough right. Sometimes it was necessary to ask twenty or twenty-five questions before four or five were answered correctly.”29

Activist groups were able, again, to commandeer the application process and influence the approval of certain applications. A Department of Justice Investigation in 2000 revealed that USCIS employees “discouraged the pursuit of potentially disqualifying issues” because “the pressure they were under was, in fact, pressure to approve applications” and there was “historical favoritism shown to certain [outside] organizations” who would push through certain applications.30

It was now received wisdom that by ramming through citizenship applications, one could gain additional power. Hollywood even noticed. In season 3 of the television drama The West Wing, released in 2001, two presidential aides discussed that very thing.

Victor Campos, played by Miguel Sandoval, a Hispanic labor leader from California, proposed “Complete amnesty.”

“No way,” replied presidential aide Sam Seaborn, played by Rob Lowe.

“Complete amnesty for all undocumented immigrants from the Americas, Mexico, Chile, El Salvador.”

“It’ll also expand the Democratic Party,” added presidential aide Connie Tate, played by Connie Britton.

“If I take this to the President, what do we get?” asks Sam.

“California and its 435 delegates,” replied Campos.31

* * *

Across the pond, British power brokers saw how well their American counterparts fared at cultivating new citizens for political power. British prime minister Tony Blair was, in many respects, Bill Clinton’s political twin. Blair posited that just as new migrants in the United States skewed heavily Democrat, new migrants in Great Britain were potentially a massive voting bloc for Blair’s Labour Party. “Once the ethnic minority population of a constituency reaches 30 percent . . . it becomes almost impossible for [the Conservatives] to win it,” explained Lord Cooper of Windrush, a British politician. A white paper later leaked to the media described the political benefits of encouraging immigration and the broader objective of reengineering British society with mass migration. A public version of the paper released in 2001 excluded some of the more shocking aspects of the original paper, including only references to the “social objectives” of increasing immigration.

Blair’s goal was to maximize immigration to achieve the political benefits that it would bring the Labour Party. After the 1998 election, “there was a deliberate policy of loosening immigration controls in almost every sector.” The Labour Party never campaigned on that issue, just as Clinton never campaigned on softening citizenship assessments. The results were undeniable: the policy “accounted for two-thirds of the 3.6 million net foreign migration under Labour.”32

The deliberate plan was to “open up the UK to mass migration,” recalled Andrew Neather, who served as an advisor to both Tony Blair and his home secretary, Jack Straw. Eventually, the Labour Party released a paper from Blair’s office by something called the Performance and Innovation Unit. As Neather would recount: “Earlier drafts I saw also included a driving political purpose: that mass immigration was the way that the Government was going to make the UK truly multicultural . . . I remember coming away from some discussions with the clear sense that the policy was intended—even if this wasn’t its main purpose—to rub the Right’s nose in diversity and render their arguments out of date.” The plan was real, according to Neather. “But ministers wouldn’t talk about it. In part they probably realised the conservatism of their core voters: while ministers might have been passionately in favour of a more diverse society, it wasn’t necessarily a debate they wanted to have in working men’s clubs in Sheffield or Sunderland.”33

* * *

In 1992, A. G. Currie Middle School in Tustin, California, decided to fly sixty-five flags to represent the home countries of all its students. Principal Dan Brooks explained that Currie intended to become a “model multicultural school.” After all, he saw “diversity as a strength.”

By 2009, the middle school had become 91 percent Hispanic.34

By the mid-1990s, half of all Mexican immigrants—documented or not—lived in the state of California.35

Mexico’s elite wanted migrants to push forward so their expansionary dreams could be realized. The billions sent back to Mexico as remittances didn’t hurt either. Meanwhile, Democrats had realized that this was a pathway to greater political power.

The sweeping influx of illegal migrants into states like California and Nevada shifted the political balance in those states. With a more collectivist mindset, distinct from the more typical American view, migrants became a powerful tool to push left-wing political interests. Progressives shared with all Democrats their belief that migrants could promote their political agenda. “Progressives hope the expansion of the electorate [to include illegal immigrants] will help advance progressive candidates and policies,” explained Ron Hayduk, a sympathetic author.36

In 1998, President Clinton invited Mario Obledo, the former California state secretary of health and welfare, to come to the White House for a special ceremony. Clinton awarded him the Presidential Medal of Freedom. Likely, Obledo received the award less because of his government career and more because he was the cofounder of the Mexican American Legal Defense and Educational Fund.37 Obledo was a confident, even cocky, leader who personified the fusing of Democratic political ambitions to use migrants as a tool of power while the Mexican elite yearned for a cultural and ethnic reconquest. “We’re going to take over all the political institutions in California,” he explained. “California is going to be a Hispanic state, and anyone who doesn’t like it should leave . . . they ought to go back to Europe.”38

Progressives were confident they could ride that same wave. Deepak Bhargava, who had led the social justice organization Community Change, zeroed in on the core fact that mass migration meant that “translating demographic advantages into durable political coalitions will sustain progressive policy changes.” 39

Mass migration changed California not only by moving it left politically, but also by giving the state more national power and making elections easier to win. California was home to nearly 4.8 million noncitizens who couldn’t vote legally but did get counted in the US Census. By 2020, California had eleven more congressional seats than it otherwise would have had because of the presence of immigrants. To put that into perspective, that is a larger congressional delegation than thirty-three US states. If you count only illegal migrants in California, that amounts to three extra congressional seats, larger than the congressional delegations of thirteen US states. This also meant that California would get a larger share of federal government block-grant money, which is based on population totals, whether the people being counted were in the country legally or not. It’s not just in California. In the state of New York, according to The New York Times, there is fear that changing the census to exclude illegal migrants could cost the state congressional seats.40 Congresswoman Yvette Clarke, of the Ninth Congressional District (Brooklyn), candidly explained in January 2024 her calculus for wanting illegal migrants in her district: “I need more people in my district just for redistricting purposes.”41 Winning congressional races in these states became easier because the number of actual voters in each district was much smaller. During the 2018 congressional elections, for example, in the five districts with the highest percentage of voting-age noncitizens, an average of only 132,000 votes were cast. In the five districts in the country with the smallest number of noncitizens, an average of 232,000 were cast.42

In Nevada, a similar push was taking place. The immigrant vote was key to transforming the state of Nevada from a red to a purple state. As D. Taylor, the international president of the UNITE HERE union, put it: “The immigrant vote was crucial in all this.” 43

The union started a Citizenship Project, which offered a glimpse into its broader cultural goals beyond just winning political races. The group offered a themed license plate in the state of Nevada to highlight its work. The plate featured a picture of an Aztec calendar.44 The Aztecs, of course, were never in Nevada. But it is one of the US states that was “stolen” from Mexico, and the Aztecs are one of the foundations of Mexican culture. The union’s workshops are conducted along with the Progressive Leadership Alliance of Nevada.45

Clinton and Gore were the first to see the partisan political benefits of abandoning the normal rules of citizenship for political gain. They were certainly not the last.

* * *

It was a hot July 2009 in Washington, DC, and a silver-haired labor boss stood before the crowd and personified the fusing of Mexico’s territorial ambitions with those of an American president looking to create new voters.

Eliseo Medina was the secretary-treasurer of one of the most powerful unions in America, the Service Employees International Union (SEIU), and honorary chair of the Democratic Socialists of America. He also had the ear of the newly elected president, Barack Obama, who had met with him when he was a senator. “Before immigration debates took place in Washington,” Obama had said, “I spoke with Eliseo Medina and SEIU members.”

Medina was a labor boss, but he was also an immigrant. Apparently, he wanted to change America profoundly.

“When they [recently naturalized migrants] voted in November,” Medina observed, “they voted overwhelmingly for progressive candidates. Barack Obama got two out of every three voters who showed up.”


So, I think there’s [sic] two things that matter for the progressive community: Number one: If we are to expand this electorate to win, the progressive community needs to solidly be on the side of immigrants. That will expand and solidify the progressive coalition for the future. Number two: [If] we reform the immigration laws, it puts 12 million people on the path to citizenship and eventually voters. Can you imagine if we have, even the same ratio, two out of three? If we have eight million new voters . . . [we] will create a governing coalition for the long term, not just for an election cycle.46



What Eliseo Medina didn’t say on that day was that he was not only an immigrant, labor leader, and Obama confidant. He was also an advisor to the Mexican government’s foreign ministry, in particular, the Institute for Mexicans Abroad, which, as we saw earlier, was created by officials because “Mexico needs Mexican Americans to lobby the US government to make decisions favorable to Mexico.”47

Elected in the shadow of the 2008 financial crisis, President Barack Obama brought a message of “hope and change” through the “fundamental transformation of America.”48 The transformation he envisioned was both cultural and political, and Obama likely saw migrants as the vectors for such transformation. Obama’s second job out of college was as a community organizer for the Chicago-based Gamaliel Foundation, “an organization that had long supported immigrant rights.”49 Immigrants had long been a cornerstone of the progressive coalition in Chicago, where Obama grew up politically.

During the 2008 Democratic Party campaign, Obama lost the hotly contested Pennsylvania primary to Hillary Clinton. He was later caught on tape explaining to donors why, blaming rural voters who opposed mass migration. “And it’s not surprising that they get bitter, they cling to guns or religion or antipathy to people who aren’t like them or anti-immigrant sentiment or anti-trade sentiment as a way to explain their frustrations,” he told them.50 When he wasn’t expressing concerns about the immigrant sentiments of ordinary Americans, Obama declared that his immigrant roots gave him unique and special insights. He told voters in Iowa that “his childhood years in Indonesia and his Kenyan roots” led him to oppose the Iraq war because those experiences had taught him “how powerful tribal and ethnic sentiments are.”51 For the 2008 election, Obama and his team brazenly “adopted a prominent phrase from within the immigrant rights movement” and made it their campaign slogan: “Si se Puede! Yes we can.”52

What Obama understood was that unlike those rural voters, the most supportive group in the United States for his expansive government agenda to transform America were immigrants. And many of them, like Obama, wanted America to change from the foundation up.

Not only did newly naturalized migrants vote for Democrats in large numbers, but they were also significantly to the left of the typical Democrat. In 2010, 69 percent of immigrants supported Obama’s plans for a massive government takeover of health care, according to polling. Surveys regularly demonstrated that migrants preferred larger and more intrusive government practices, often reflecting socialist experiences in their home countries. During Obama’s first term, 75 percent of Hispanic immigrants told pollsters they preferred a “bigger government providing more services.” Only 41 percent of the general American population agreed.53

At the same time, migrants were shown to be less supportive of preserving America’s core values. A 2013 Harris Interactive survey found that “only 50 percent of naturalized citizens” believed “schools should teach children to be proud Americans,” compared with 81 percent of those who were native-born. When asked if “the US Constitution is a higher authority than international law,” only 37 percent of naturalized citizens agreed, compared to 67 percent of American-born natives. And while surveys found that 85 percent of Americans viewed themselves as US citizens and not “citizens of the world,” only 54 percent of naturalized citizens embraced that view.54

The partisan advantage for Democrats that Obama and Medina noted was not only real, it was growing. Four years after his election, in 2012, a YouGov survey found that recent immigrants favored Democrats over Republicans by almost four to one.55

Therefore, the hard work of ignoring citizenship standards to create these voters needed to continue.

* * *

Alejandro Mayorkas was angry.

The balding, slender director of Obama’s US Citizenship and Immigration Service (USCIS), who would later head the Department of Homeland Security in the Biden administration, had stopped by the California Service Center of the USCIS to meet with employees who were reviewing citizenship and visa applications.

It was 2010, and Obama was up for reelection in two years. Mayorkas was “visibly agitated,” federal employees recalled, because they were pursuing greater fraud detection capabilities in reviewing applications.

“Why would you be focusing on that instead of approvals?” Mayorkas asked.56

The visa programs were rife with fraud, and the job of these employees was to detect and combat it. But Mayorkas didn’t want to hear any of it. He told them not to focus on fraud concerns but instead to “look at petitions from the perspective of the customer.” The “customer,” by which he meant migrant, was more important than the taxpayer and the integrity of the US citizenship system. For Mayorkas, the customer was apparently always right.

Mayorkas had been pushing government employees to ram through applications with less scrutiny for a while. In January 2010, he had instructed Deputy Chief of Staff Doug Craig to “get to yes” on visa and citizenship applications. It was a phrase he used often with senior staff. The California Service Center, one of the busiest visa and citizenship application processors in the country, was also pushed to abandon basic anti-fraud procedures. In the past, citizenship and visa applications were screened against a list of people known to have a history of fraud; any matches would be forwarded to fraud specialists for detailed evaluation. Mayorkas wanted this eliminated: fraud specialists were told to no longer focus on high-risk applications.

Many senior managers and employees resisted Mayorkas’s corruption of the process. In response, he called them out at a conference in Landsdowne, Virginia. He complained of “managers with black spots on their hearts” who would not approve every applicant. “I am dealing with some of these managers.”

And indeed, he was.

Employees who resisted his efforts were reportedly transferred involuntarily to other assignments so that employees more amenable to his agenda would take their places.57

As a result of Mayorkas’s efforts, there was a 30 percent decrease in the denial of applicants over the twelve months from August 2009 to August 2010.58

An investigation by the Department of Justice later discovered that some immigration officers were “required to approve specific cases against their will.” In other instances, cases would be reassigned. “Cases are sometimes taken away from us and given to officers who the supervisor knows will approve the case,” they told investigators.59 (No charges were ever filed against Mayorkas.)

During the Obama years, “a low standard of proof” was used for most cases of citizenship or a visa. According to a Department of Homeland Security Investigation, “applicants or petitioners must demonstrate only that the facts in their case are slightly more likely to be true than not true.” A very low bar.60

The Obama calculus appeared simple. Rather than persuade more Americans to go along with their plans to transform the country, why not simply change or alter the political DNA of America by radically expanding the numbers of new citizens through suspending or ignoring the rules?

It is hardly surprising that the Obama White House imitated and expanded upon what Clinton had done. Rahm Emanuel, who had spearheaded the efforts in the Clinton White House, became Obama’s chief of staff. In 2012, when Obama was up for reelection, the White House pushed the INS to randomize (minimize) required background checks for citizenship applicants, instead opting for a “lean and light” procedure to speed up the process.61

In 2014, Obama created something called the White House Task Force on New Americans, which included a “strategic action plan” to help millions of green card holders become US citizens.62 The new task force was cochaired by White House Domestic Policy Advisor Cecilia Muñoz, and its representatives included almost everyone from Obama’s cabinet.63 Munoz was previously vice president of the National Council for La Raza (The Race).64 La Raza members were also serving as advisors to the Mexican Foreign Ministry.

This Obama task force directed the INS to pull resources from its Electronic Immigration System, a computerized system to conduct national security and criminal background checks and instead send letters to nine million green card holders urging them to naturalize before the 2016 election.65 The task force also invested in a “comprehensive media campaign targeting major media markets in California, New York, Texas, Florida, New Jersey, Illinois, Massachusetts, Virginia, Washington, and Arizona.” Additional funds were allocated for “citizenship preparation programs in communities across the country.” The Obama administration also decided to waive the $680 citizenship application fee, which helped pay for the extensive background checks, screenings, and interviews.66

So, taxpayers picked up the bill for this elaborate Democratic campaign scheme loosely cloaked in altruism. Mexican authorities certainly did not object. As we saw earlier, they were happy to pay for their own citizens to apply for US citizenship.

* * *

When Joe Biden entered the White House in January 2021, he and his people had a well-oiled machine to fine-tune. So, the naturalization process was further simplified in the hope that it would benefit Biden’s chances of reelection in 2024. If the previous citizenship test included a 128-question pool, with twenty questions and a 60 percent passing score, the new Biden test included only a 100-question pool with ten questions asked. The Biden administration ditched the oral response requirement that was meant to test command of English and instead made it multiple choice, taken on a computer tablet.67 The Biden administration also shortened the medical form that allowed immigrants to claim disabilities and disability benefits. Changes to the process under the Trump administration suggest that under the Biden administration, the program suffered from a susceptibility to fraud.68

President Biden effectively decriminalized the act of illegally crossing into the United States. “We should not be locking people up. We should make sure we change the circumstance . . . [of] why they would leave in the first place?”69 But of course, as we will see, Latin American leaders in the countries producing the most emigration want their people to migrate to the United States. They propel them into the United States as a weapon pointed at us.

In June 2024, two State Department officials were caught on a hidden camera admitting that the Biden administration’s immigration policy facilitated a specific desire. Daniel Fitzgerald, who had responsibility for allocating US aid dollars in Latin America, and an international consular official, spoke candidly about what was unfolding. “Traditional, standard Americans are not leftists,” the official said. “Latin Americans are all leftists. This is just to try to change the demographics [of the United States.]” Further, the same official allowed, “I wish people knew we were letting in criminals [to the United States] daily.”70

Many members of America’s political class have played directly into the hands of America’s enemies by choosing to use migrants for their partisan political benefit over national identity and security. That is especially problematic when you realize how mass migrations are not spontaneous acts of individual initiative, but organized events by hostile foreign powers.71 Speaking of hostile foreign powers, let us now consider the most sophisticated practitioner of weaponized migration and subversion, the People’s Republic of China.




Chapter 5

China: The Manchurian Generation

As we sang “Auld Lang Syne” in the early morning minutes of January 1, 2025, the first American newborn of the year arrived to much fanfare and celebration, as happens every year. But this time, the baby was the progeny of Chinese citizens, and the mother had intentionally traveled to give birth on American soil, so that the child would automatically be granted US citizenship, a practice known as birth tourism. When such children turn twenty-one, they can also apply for resident status for both of their parents. This New Year’s baby was born in the US territory of Saipan in the Pacific. More than 70 percent of the newborns in Saipan have PRC birth tourist parents who utilize the territory’s forty-five-day visa-free visitation rules and the “Covenant of the Northern Mariana Islands” to guarantee that their children will have American citizenship.1

That little child’s parents are two of many who are taking advantage of America’s birthright citizenship policies, based on an interpretation of the Fourteenth Amendment to the Constitution. How many is anyone’s guess. Birth tourism is a massive business in China alone, but how many such births are we talking about? No one really knows, least of all the US federal government, which does not directly track birth tourism.

The rough estimates from outside organizations are startling. In 2012, one nonprofit estimated that about thirty-six thousand foreign-born women gave birth in the United States and then left the country.2

But the number is likely to be far, far higher.

Chinese officials estimate that the number is a staggering fifty thousand of their own citizens per year.3 Scholars who have studied the subject in depth, like Australian-based professor Salvator Babones, put the figure even higher, perhaps twice that. “With up to 100,000 Chinese babies being born US citizens every year,” he writes, “birth tourism may result in millions of new elite Chinese-Americans.”4

Some place the numbers higher still. Media Research, a Chinese data analysis company, says that in 2018 alone, 150,000 people came from China to the United States to practice birth tourism.5

The practice of Chinese birth tourism in the United States has been practiced for decades, but it has especially flourished in the past fifteen years. That means at least 750,000 and possibly as many as 1.5 million Chinese, who are also American citizens by virtue of being born here, are now growing toward adulthood in China.

So, as millions from Mexico and the developing world stream across the border, China has methodically exploited our laws with a more sophisticated approach. Because of US birth tourism, perhaps more than a million Chinese nationals have become US citizens by virtue of being born here, but have no memories or allegiance to our country. As we will see, they are often the children of elites who have prospered in the communist Chinese system. They have been suitably indoctrinated in CCP-controlled schools and taught about US values, culture, or history, from a distorted CCP perspective. Technically, as American citizens, they are eligible to vote in US elections and can relocate to the United States at any time. When they turn twenty-one, they can sponsor their parents to come here, too, as permanent residents. Based on what little data we have about Chinese-to-US birth tourism, this tidal wave could hit American society beginning in 2030, when the first baby wave reaches eighteen years old.

We might call them the Manchurian Generation, but it’s a story stranger and more lethal than fiction.

The US federal government does not even collect this data or track the numbers—it is a guessing game in Washington.6 Officials in Washington have admitted for a while that birth tourism is a problem. When it first emerged as a large-scale practice during the Obama administration, the US State Department expressed the obvious national security implications. As officials told a US Senate committee, “permitting short-term visitors with no demonstrable ties to the United States to obtain visas to travel to the United States primarily to obtain US citizenship for a child creates a potential long-term vulnerability for national security.” Birth tourists “are able to help that child avoid the scrutiny, standards, and procedures that he or she would normally undergo if he or she sought to become a US citizen through naturalization.”7

Yet, as we will show, the Obama administration encouraged this practice.

Especially in China, birth tourism is highly organized, supported by the Chinese Communist Party, and perhaps represents a covert method of injecting millions of “citizens” into America. Some of these parents may not favor the CCP and could be seeking an escape hatch from communist China. But many of the parents involved are pillars of the Chinese elite: CCP members, senior officials of intelligence agencies, and government ministers. The practice targets a vulnerability in US immigration law, suggesting that China’s malicious intent is civilizational warfare through subversive immigration. China has done this before elsewhere.

There is an even more insidious method of penetrating the United States through birthright citizenship.

While hundreds of thousands of pregnant Chinese women have flocked to the United States to give birth in this country so their children will be American citizens, another even more byzantine and suspicious form of birthright citizenship is the widespread use of surrogate mothers in the United States to carry the children of senior CCP officials. These officials then collect the children at birth and raise them back in China.

One such senior Chinese Communist Party official lives in a fortress-like mansion in Southern California. When not carrying out his predictable duties as a senior official for several CCP “united front groups” in California designed to advance the interests of communism in the United States, he is helping to breed dozens of children in the United States. To what end?

Guojun Xuan is a slender, sixty-five-year-old Chinese businessman who has purchased more than $100 million in California real estate. Back in China, he has served for decades as a deputy of the Xinjiang Uyghur Autonomous Regional People’s Congress, a branch of the Chinese government’s National People’s Congress. In the United States he serves in senior leadership positions of several organizations controlled by the CCP and Chinese intelligence services called the United Front Work Department, including the All-China Federation of Industry and Commerce, where he serves on the executive committee.

Xuan has another interest: producing children via surrogacy with woman across the United States. In May 2025, when a two-month-old infant under his care was hospitalized with head injuries, officials found fifteen children living in his $4.1 million Arcadia, California, mansion, ranging in ages from two months up to thirteen years. In total, they found twenty-one children connected to the CCP member.

Xuan arranged the births of his children through mothers spread throughout the United States. The contracts were made through his Mark Surrogacy Investment LLC, which served as a multistate embryo pipeline. Surrogates often were unaware that others were carrying children for the same couple at the same time. Neighbors saw pregnant women coming and going from the house, which seemed to operate more like a surrogacy command center than a traditional home.

Xuan is listed as the owner of dozens of companies in California, most of them either investment or real estate firms. He has purchased more than 150 properties in Southern California worth more than $105 million.

He is not alone in his surrogacy baby mill. He is in fact the tip of a very large iceberg of children with Chinese parents being produced via surrogacy with American woman and thereby US citizens who will join the legions of others born here via birth tourism. Records in California indicate there are 107 companies with the word surrogacy in the name in the state, all owned by Chinese individuals. In China, IVF treatments in the United States have been incorporated into the government’s Belt & Road Initiative. In 2019, for example, officials organized an expo to match Chinese patients with overseas providers including the United States under the banner of Belt & Road.8

The booming surrogacy industry, primarily based in Southern California, is essentially nonregulated. The American surrogate mothers (referred to as “carriers” in the industry)9 are implanted with the sperm of the father and in some instances the eggs from the mother and carry the child to birth. The Chinese government publicly condemns the practice as evidence of capitalism buying and selling people. “Despite the government’s insistence that commercial surrogacy is illegal in China, the law specifies no punishment for it,” note Aviva Xue and Kate Rose. “Surrogacy businesses openly advertise on digital mass media and elsewhere.”10 Also, they grant visas to bring the children home, and run positive stories about the practice in the People’s Daily Online, featuring American moms holding smiling babies next to the Statue of Liberty.11 And while surrogacy is illegal in China, there is one strange exception: military hospitals.12 As with birth tourism, many of those who are having children born via surrogacy in the United States are senior officials connected with the CCP like Guojun Xuan. In fact, China’s hardline foreign minister, Qin Gang, had a child born this way in the United States.13

And these Chinese clients have some unusual demands. For example, they want their carriers to be Caucasian, especially “blond, blue-eyed American women to bear their children.”14

The surrogacy business has operated in the United States for decades, catering to families in the United States and in some cases overseas who are having trouble giving birth. But demand from China exploded a decade ago. “I’ve never seen anything like it,” said John Weltman, the founder of the firm Circle Surrogacy, in 2017, “it’s like an explosion.”15 The trend took off in 2009, as word spread through the Chinese elite about this mechanism for gaining US citizenship for their children.16 It is openly discussed on WeChat, the closely monitored and censored social media platform controlled by the Chinese government.17 The scale is hard to comprehend. No numbers are tracked. One Los Angeles–based producer, who does a lot of business in China, reported that she would regularly see between four and ten newborns in business class on flights from LAX to Beijing. “It was like a flying nursery—we saw it trip after trip.”18

As with Chinese children born to birth tourists, children born to surrogates are granted US citizenship automatically, too. “As soon as the baby takes its first breath, the names of the clients go on the birth certificate immediately,” notes Mario Caballero, executive director of Extraordinary Conceptions in California, in an article entitled “Rent-a-womb,” published by the nationalist website Global Times in China.19

Chinese parents using surrogate mothers are more secretive than other clients. “Chinese expect less [contact] during and after the relationship,” explains Kim Bergman, owner of Growing Generations.20 Chinese clients will “straight up disappear on you” if a child has a health condition, says Bai Guan, who works in the industry. He admits that there is a lot of mystery connected with Chinese clients, noting that American surrogate mothers are often shaken by the cold, transactional nature of the reactions they can get from Chinese clients. “More than a few surrogate mothers complain to me about how long these parents have yearned for a child, so why is their manner so severe when they actually take the child into their arms? Why are they so silent? There’s no sense of joy.” Perhaps it is cultural? Perhaps something else is going on? In some cases, the parents are unable or unwilling to pick up the child to transport it back to China and send a third party instead. “You might well wonder how these children will be raised once they get back to China,” he says. “I don’t know. Thinking about it gives me a headache.”21

The Chinese Communist Party views itself not simply as a competing power, but as a superior civilization that must vanquish the decrepit, corrupt, and evil West. Just as the Mexican elite loathes key elements of Anglo-Saxon America, so too does the CCP. Jin Fenglin, a professor at the Central Communist Party School, the philosophical rudder of the CCP, says Western civilization only thrived because of “the brutal economic plundering of Africa, [North and South] America, Asia, and other countries,” and that the success of the United States is “inextricably linked to the long prevalence of a new model of slavery.” Beijing rejects the current system “based on Christian civilization, with individual rights as the starting point” and instead developed a superior civilization to “counteract, oppose, and transcend the Western civilization hierarchy,” says Jin. President Xi himself casts the CCP not just as a form of government but as “a new model of civilization.”22

Understanding their strongly held view as a rival civilization explains why the CCP champions mass migration to the United States not just from their own country, but from anywhere in the world, including through their coverage and embrace of Mexico’s Reconquista claims against America in government media.23

The Chinese government works aggressively to ensure that Chinese migrants resist the temptation to assimilate in the United States. China’s foreign minister has argued to Chinese immigrants abroad, “No matter how blonde you dye your hair, how sharp you shape your nose, you can never become a European or American. You can never become a Westerner.” In the heart of Washington, DC, sits the Chinese American Museum. Funded by a Chinese American businessman, it is aggressively promoted by the Chinese government. The goal is “to establish the first and only destination in Washington, DC, dedicated to the Chinese-American story because it is the capital.” And it paints a story of an ugly America. Museum founder Phillip Qiu explains that “it’s not easy for them [Chinese] to be part of mainstream society.” He believes that “fourth or fifth-generation Chinese Americans . . . know little about Chinese culture,” and need a cultural primer on their history. But the museum presents a dark picture of America and is “designed to alienate Chinese Americans from their new culture and imply that they owe some kind of loyalty to the modern Chinese communist state,” notes one observer. It “seems designed to undermine our image of America as the welcoming country in which millions of Chinese have made their home.”24

The Chinese Communist Party executes civilizational warfare through mass migration unlike anyone else.

* * *

No one in the Irvine, California, neighborhood noticed anything unusual until one day a forklift delivered “a huge pile of diapers” to a nondescript apartment building.25

The delivery was to a business run by two Chinese nationals called You Win USA. It quietly occupied twenty apartments in a suburban complex and discreetly hosted pregnant Chinese women so they could give birth to their children on US soil. You Win USA charged its customers between $40,000 and $80,000 for its services, which included helping Chinese parents avoid detection by US Customs and Border Patrol when entering the country. They instructed the women to wear loose-fitting clothes to hide their pregnancies. They were also instructed to steer clear of certain American ports of entry with tighter security. It is better to fly into Las Vegas or Honolulu before heading to Los Angeles Airport, where the screening of international flights is stricter.26 Some Chinese mothers checked into the Trump International Hotel in Honolulu and spent the night so they could show customs officials the hotel receipt and demonstrate their wealth and status.27 Chinese parents were also instructed to lie on their visas, that is, to declare that they were simply “tourists” visiting the United States for thirty days of travel, with no planned medical procedures.28

Once the Chinese mothers-to-be arrived safely in Los Angeles, You Win USA put them in apartments and provided them with prebirth medical care. Chinese birth tourism companies tout the fact that the Southern California hospitals they use, like Fountain Valley Regional Medical Center, have “Chinese doctors and bilingual nursing staff to provide you with comprehensive care.”29

When it was time to give birth, You Win USA took the mothers to Orange County, California, hospitals and told them to lie (again), declaring that they were indigent and unable to pay the full cost of the medical expenses. These wealthy Chinese clients would then get reduced rates, paying only $4,000 (sometimes less) when the normal cost was $25,000. More than four hundred Chinese babies were born in one Orange County medical facility over two years, costing the hospital nearly $1 million in lost revenue.30

Medical studies of birth tourism suggest that these mothers often have much higher medical costs than a typical American birth. Birth tourist babies are more likely to be delivered by cesarean, have much longer hospital stays (fifteen days versus the regular seven days), and have more surgical interventions. As a result, hospital costs are typically more than twice as high.31

Other Chinese birth tourism companies encourage their Chinese clients to skip out entirely on their hospital bills. One Chinese birth tourist was charged by the Trump Justice Department in 2018 for lying on their visa application, never having disclosed that they were having a medical procedure done in the United States. But when the hospital bill came due, they paid less than $5,000 of the $32,291 in hospital charges for the birth of their child. To avoid charges, they fled the country. “Anyway, I’m already home,” the father later said. “US can’t do anything to me.”32

This sort of hubris among Chinese birth tourists and the companies that serve them is not uncommon, suggesting that those who participate are quite aware that what they are doing must be sanctioned by the Chinese government.

Dongyuan Li, a Chinese national who lived in Irvine, California, and ran You Win USA, pleaded guilty to conspiracy to commit immigration fraud and one measly count of visa fraud. (If you lie or encourage other people to lie on their visa application, you are committing visa fraud.) She was sentenced to less than one year in prison.33 Li’s disregard for the United States is telling. When communicating with Chinese clients from California, Li referred to US immigration authorities as “the foreigners.”34

While Li’s operation was shut down, many others continue to operate as of this writing.

China Mifubaby Group (Mifu) is a luxury baby operation based in Irvine, California. It has a big footprint in China—with offices in Beijing, Shanghai, Guangzhou, and Shenzhen. In addition to bringing expectant mothers to California, it also offers services in Saipan (a US possession in the Pacific), as well as Toronto and Vancouver, Canada.35 Mifu has roots in the 1980s and is owned by Shanghai Ximing Industrial Co., Ltd. Mifu was the first to offer this service online.36 Mifu is very active on Chinese social media, explaining why Chinese mothers should go to the US to have their children.37 Some selectable (paid) services include private, award-winning chefs, Chinese medicinal consultations, tours of SoCal, and extensive consultations, training, and seminars about living permanently in the United States.38 Mifu does not disclose the volume of clients, but they bring in millions in revenue every year. Nearly every Irvine property they own was purchased for more than $1 million with a mortgage, and they have at least fifty properties.39

Birth tourism from China exploded under President Barack Obama’s tenure because his administration made it “more accessible,” according to a US Senate report. The Obama administration instructed US consular officers “not to deny visa applicants solely because they planned to travel to the United States to obtain citizenship for their child.” Obama made it so Chinese birth tourists did not even need to lie on their visa applications. The change in policy also made it harder to prosecute visa fraud cases involving birth tourism.40

During President Donald Trump’s first term in office, there were some raids, arrests, and prosecutions in California. But the federal investigators who took down some of these operations said it was just the tip of the natal iceberg. “We are trying our best to quell this, but it is growing,” said Mark Zito of Homeland Security, who was involved in one raid. “Other nations will start taking advantage of this.”41

Indeed, they have. While most birth tourists and birth tourism companies are Chinese, enterprising companies that specialize in other foreign nationals are moving in on the lucrative market. One company operating out of South Florida that caters to Russians notes that its clients include “the wives of dignitaries, oligarchs and celebrities,” so discretion is guaranteed.42

The Mexican government itself estimates that twenty thousand Mexican nationals come to the United States every year just to have a baby to get citizenship.43 This is in addition to the millions of illegal migrants from Mexico living in the US.

Mexican drug lords are also embracing the trend.

The notorious drug lord Joaquín “El Chapo” Guzmán of the Sinaloa Cartel, sent his wife Emma Coronel to Los Angeles so that his twin daughters would be born in America and thereby be granted US citizenship. Mrs. El Chapo was herself an “anchor baby” because her mother was illegally in the United States when she was born.44 (A US citizen who has a baby in another country must apply for citizenship for the child through the consulate, which would have been complicated by being married to the most famous criminal in North America. It was easier, as a US citizen, to travel freely to the United States, give birth here, and leave the father’s name blank on the birth certificate.)45

In Longview, Texas, an Egyptian doctor named Dr. Yasser Zeid advertises on Facebook, “No matter where in the WORLD you live, we can care for you,” and describes his “Travel for Care” program as an opportunity to give birth in the United States. It’s not a surprise that dozens of women from Egypt, Saudi Arabia, and the Netherlands have flown to the East Texas town precisely to take advantage of his services.46

Beyond Trump, few government officials seem troubled by birth tourism. California authorities have done little to nothing to confront the problem. In 2015, Los Angeles County formed a birth tourism task force after locals complained about birthing houses operating in their neighborhoods. The Task Force ended in 2018 when complaints decreased. The main purpose of the effort was apparently to “prevent improper uses of buildings and property,” according to Alex Garcia, who helped lead the task force.47

While other foreign nationals may embrace birth tourism as a state-sanctioned practice, China is by far the most aggressive and organized. Birth tourism services are widely advertised in China. Clients say they type phrases into the approved Chinese government search engine Baidu, such as “giving birth to babies” and “going to the US,” and millions of results return. The companies have names like “Good American Baby (Meijiabei).”48

Chinese birth tourism websites, such as Asiamchild.com, lay out housing and food options for parents while in the United States and offer shopping sprees.49

Why would a repressive government like Beijing not crack down on this practice? After all, the children of their best and brightest are being born as American citizens. Indeed, the Chinese hubris surrounding the “right” to birth tourism is quite astounding. In a country with restricted freedoms, no elections, and no guaranteed rights, the Chinese media confidently explains to readers that birth citizenship “is a right that has long been rooted in the US Constitution.”50

As far back as 2011, China Daily, the government’s main newspaper, offered a lesson in American constitutional law to their millions of readers, explaining, “Thanks to the Fourteenth Amendment to the US Constitution, children born on US soil automatically become US citizens, regardless of where their parents hail from.” The paper noted how awareness of the amendment had contributed to a rise in “birth tourism,” and “more intermediaries providing cross-border baby delivery service [in China].”51 There was no concern expressed about “dual loyalties” with the practice.

In November 2014, the Obama administration made Chinese birth tourism even easier when President Obama announced a ten-year reciprocal visa agreement with China.52 Before the agreement, visas issued to Chinese citizens to visit the United States were valid for only one year and required an annual interview for renewal. With the ten-year multi-entry visas, Chinese nationals could shuttle back and forth, giving birth to multiple children in the US without even having a single interview.53

According to Professor Babones, “Young Chinese women granted (renewable) 10-year US multiple entry visas in the first years of the program may have as much as 25 years of fertility ahead of them.”54

Indeed, US Customs records of interviews with birth tourists suggest that such shuttling back and forth happens all the time. In 2017, a couple traveling from China already had two children born in the United States and was now having their third. The father happened to be a Chinese military officer. According to a US Senate Report, having multiple anchor babies in the US is relatively common.55

Beijing’s appeal to the Chinese elite encouraging US birth tourism has nothing to do with American values or patriotism. Birth tourism operators tout that the United States is “the most attractive nationality” because of free stuff, not freedom. US citizens receive “free education from junior high school to public high school,” and even “senior supplement benefits [Social Security and Medicare] when you are living overseas.”56

One Chinese agency offers “a primer on how the US welfare system works.”57

Another agency describes how “parents can apply for immigration as guardians at almost zero cost . . . [and] parents can emigrate to the United States without quota restrictions and go to California to enjoy the sunshine after retirement, as well as enjoy California’s white card program for the elderly and free medical care.”58

For this industry, says one birth tourism agent, “the return on investment is higher than robbing a bank.”59

Chinese baby tourism operators frame the practice as a legitimate business model, not fraud. Chinese officials seem to agree. Lawyer Liang Zhiyi explained to a Chinese government newspaper, “[Birth] tourism is an opportunity to make money. Operators should not waste this opportunity.” He adds: “This could have a long-term positive impact on the United States. Bruce Lee is a child of childbirth travel. Maybe we can still find a genius.”60

What exactly does a “positive impact on the United States” mean from a Chinese Communist Party perspective?

The Chinese elites using these services offer no evidence that they reject the CCP and embrace American or Western values. As we saw earlier, Chinese military officers engage in birth tourism. A Chinese birth tourism company called Star Baby Care has a client list that includes government tax officials, executives at China Telecom, Chinese Central Television, and Bank of China.

USA Happy Baby customers include people who worked for the government’s radio propaganda agency and the feared Public Security Bureau.61

Before the prospect of birth tourism to the United States became widespread, most mainland Chinese families would go to Hong Kong. Hong Kong’s constitution granted permanent residency to any mainland Chinese born in the territory. By 2010, nearly half of all births in Hong Kong were to mainland Chinese parents. The practice of granting a Hong Kong passport to children whose parents traveled from mainland China became so widespread that by 2013, it was banned.62

Communist China has a long and notorious history of using mass migration as a strategic weapon. In 1997, Great Britain began the two-decade process of Hong Kong’s transition from British to communist Chinese rule. During that period, Beijing, under the auspices of the Chinese Communist Party, engineered an elaborate effort to have more than eighty-three thousand Chinese with fake identities migrate to Hong Kong. These immigrants represented 1.4 percent of Hong Kong’s population, but even more importantly, they totaled 9.12 percent of the territory’s voting population. “These fifth columnists appear to be ordinary immigrants, but they carry the Chinese government’s official blessing,” explains scholar Yin Qian.63

“These migrants served as Beijing’s ‘invisible hand’ to steer the territory in the designed direction,” adds Qian.64

Beijing also used the same migration weapon against Tibet. The Chinese government flooded Tibet with Han Chinese migrants as part of their colonization program. The Dalai Lama later expressed concerns about Europe being swamped by African and Middle Eastern migrants, suggesting they go back. He was undoubtedly influenced by what he had witnessed in his own country.65

* * *

What is perhaps America’s most mysterious and corrupt immigration program was the brainchild of a Chinese spy.66

A small, simple section inserted into an American immigration bill launched a program that opened the floodgates, allowing wealthy and connected foreign nationals to buy their way into the United States. Most are from China. Less obvious—but also by Chinese design—was that this created a gateway for Chinese and other foreign nationals to donate (legally) vast sums of money to American political campaigns.

The Employment-Based Fifth Preference (EB-5) investor program seems designed to encourage American business and jobs. Anyone from overseas who invests $1.05 million ($800,000 in an economically distressed area) and creates at least ten American jobs is granted permanent resident status through a green card to live in the United States. Once granted resident status, the investor can sponsor their entire family to join them.67

EB-5 was pitched as a global investment program, but 90 percent of the visa applicants come from China.68 Since most of the projects are run by Chinese-based agents, it ensures that Beijing maintains dominance of an ostensibly American immigration program.

The EB-5 program was reportedly the creation of a Chinese-American named Maria Hsia. Born in Taiwan, she came to the United States on a student visa in 1973 and settled in Los Angeles, where, more than a decade later, she launched the Pacific Leadership Council (PLC) with some other immigrants, including John Huang. PLC started donating large sums of money to US politicians, quickly forging ties to powerful American politicians like senators Al Gore and Alan Cranston, as well as congressmen like Harry Reid (later a senator), Mel Levine, and Howard Berman.

However, the PLC was not a homegrown organization. Hsia had a close relationship with the Lippo Group, led by Mochtar Riady and his son James Riady. John Huang was a senior executive at a bank owned by the firm. The Lippo Group was based in Indonesia but had deep ties to mainland China. The Riadys sought to expand their financial and political influence in the United States, and Hsia’s PLC would play a central role.

The PLC’s first major event was a fundraiser at James Riady’s Los Angeles home in April 1988, which raised $110,000. Senate investigators later uncovered that some of the contributions at the event were supplemented with Lippo Bank funds because not all the donors could meet the fundraising requirements. They funneled money to key lawmakers, including senators Al Gore, Paul Simon, and Tom Daschle.69

A new immigration bill, which eventually became the 1990 Immigration Act, was being crafted in Washington, and Hsia advocated for the creation of an EB-5 visa category. Her ties to Asian and Chinese financiers and her role in drafting provisions of the bill raised suspicions about the program’s purpose and implementation. Hsia lobbied senators Al Gore, Tom Daschle, Paul Simon, and Barbara Mikulski to pass the bill. And Congress did indeed pass it, and President George H. W. Bush signed it into law.

However, Hsia later emerged at the center of the Clinton-China fundraising scandal in 1996, where millions of dollars from China ended up in the Clinton campaign. According to the US Senate Governmental Affairs Committee’s investigation, Hsia acted as “an agent of the Chinese government, that she has acted knowingly in support of it, and that she attempted to conceal her relationship with the Chinese government.”70

Some of the earliest beneficiaries of the new EB-5 program were Lippo employees, who not only secured green cards but also poured millions into political campaigns. In particular, Lippo employees began to make substantial contributions to the Democratic National Committee and other Democratic campaigns. Others in the visa industry later claimed the EB-5 program had been set up precisely for this purpose: to funnel campaign donations from overseas. “We believe the EB-5 visa category was set up to funnel Lippo money to the Clinton-Gore campaign,” said James O’Connor, the founder of Interbank Group, a financial services company later charged with visa fraud. “It was [a] very deliberate, premeditated plot. Before the EB-5 visa category was established, Lippo had nothing to do with this industry. The only reason they supported creating the EB-5 visa was to get their people admitted to the United States so they could get money to Clinton.”

While Bill Clinton was dramatically loosening naturalization laws to create new voters, he was also collecting campaign donations from foreign nationals courtesy of the EB-5 visa program.

There is plenty of evidence to support the idea that EB-5 allowed foreign influence of elections. According to Federal Election Commission records, Lippo Group employees began making large donations to the DNC and Democratic campaigns in 1992, just as the investor program was getting off the ground and permanent resident status was being granted via EB-5. Among the Lippo executives who could now make donations was Felix Ma, who started with a series of $5,000 checks to three state parties just ten days before the election, and another $10,000 went to the Democratic Senate Campaign Committee. He indicated that his employer was Lippo Bank, Hong Kong. Over the next year and a half, Ma sent $44,500 to various Democratic candidates. Charles de Queljoe, president of Lippo Securities, gave some $45,000 to Democratic candidates over the next three years. Another Lippo Bank employee, Agus Setiawan, began giving to the DNC in March 1993, and his donations totaled $6,000. Joseph Sund, an employee with the Lippo Bank branch in New York, tossed in $23,500. Tay Kim Tin and Susato Widjata gave $7,500 to Democrat campaigns.71

These incremental employee donations may not seem like much as isolated cases, but there is evidence that this was part of a coordinated Chinese government influence operation. In 1996, the FBI warned select members of Congress about CCP efforts to fund American political campaigns.72 EB-5 quietly facilitated this effort.

What is truly remarkable about the program is that EB-5 visa holders don’t even have to relocate to the United States to fund US political campaigns. There is no requirement that they “move to our country.” Bottom line: “Some do move here, many do not.” 73

According to leaked US State Department cables from China, the “explosive growth” of the EB-5 program among Chinese is driven by people who “indicate that they do not plan to relocate to the U.S. Rather, they will continue to operate businesses in China and travel frequently.”

Chinese officials emphasized in their meetings in the United States that just because an applicant received a green card through the program did not mean the applicant had to move to the United States. A deputy chief of the Chinese government’s program emphasized that scrutiny of where you lived as a US “permanent resident” was not a serious concern. At one presentation, “when an audience member asked whether or not the consulate would delve into applicants’ finances, the presenter assured the audience that records would not be rigorously examined and that most interviews took between three and ten minutes.”74

In addition to the large number of American citizens living in the United States courtesy of birth tourism, we also have a significant number of “permanent residents” of the United States who reside permanently in China.

Rather than see the threat that the EB-5 program posed, official Washington embraced it because of the promised wealth, and not just for the country. Money-making opportunities abounded for politicians and their families. President George H. W. Bush’s brother, Prescott, sat on the board of American Immigration Services, one of the leading EB-5 visa vendors.75 Hillary Clinton’s brother got involved in another. Powerful politicians like former mayors Willie Brown of San Francisco and Richard M. Daley of Chicago started peddling EB-5 visas to foreign investors. (None of this was illegal.) As ABC News put it, “The obscure immigration program that helps wealthy foreigners get American Green Cards is proving profitable to some people with very familiar names.”76

Speaker of the House Nancy Pelosi lobbied for a big project funded with EB-5 money and run by the developer Lennar to redevelop decommissioned military bases in the Bay Area. Her nephew, Laurence Pelosi, was Lennar’s director of acquisitions. Willie Brown, who as mayor of San Francisco authorized the first use of Mexican-issued IDs as legitimate in the United States, left politics and opened an EB-5 visa firm called Platinum Advisors. He then hired Douglas Boxer, son of former senator Barbara Boxer, as a lobbyist for the project. As one government ethics expert put it, “If I had to diagram this project, it would look like a family tree with lots of extra little problems.”77

Former senior US government immigration officials cashed in, too. Harold Ezell, the Western regional commissioner for the Immigration and Naturalization Service from 1983 to 1989, had an investor visa consulting business in California.

“We’ve done a great job on boat people,” he joked. “I see no problem with a few yacht people.”78

By all accounts, the program is rife with fraud and a lack of oversight. Criminals and spies became permanent residents in the United States with impunity.

Shuren Qin from China became a US resident via the EB-5 program. Later, he was arrested and charged by the US Department of Justice for exporting items with military applications to the People’s Liberation Army (PLA) and navy in his home country. He attempted to conceal items that “can be used for weapon delivery systems, anti-submarine warfare, mine counter-measures as well as intelligence, surveillance and reconnaissance activities.”

Other EB-5 recipients or applicants have been exposed for their involvement in efforts to trade with Iran, China, and North Korea illegally and used the EB-5 program to launder their proceeds.79

* * *

Chinese citizen Danhong “Jean” Chen had permanent resident status in the United States and a thriving immigration law practice. Chen and her then husband and business partner, Jianyun “Tony” Ye, ran the Golden State Regional Center, an EB-5 visa company based in California. They took in some $52 million from investors and would-be green card recipients from China.80

Chen is a resident but not a US citizen and, therefore, cannot vote. Nonetheless, she poured hundreds of thousands of dollars into US political campaigns. Specifically, between 2014 and 2018, she sent a whopping $294,300 into campaign races for Democrats. Another $449,052 was donated from her law firm’s address by various people unaffiliated with the law firm.

Who were these donors? Were they straw donations from China? There is no way to know.

We know of these cases because in 2018, Chen and Ye were indicted for visa fraud, obstruction of justice, and aggravated identity theft. Chen fled the country and Ye went to prison. Chen was recently apprehended in the Kyrgyz Republic and was extradited to the US to face charges.81

Chen and Ye are only two of many EB-5 operators who funnel large sums of money into American political campaigns despite being foreign nationals. They tout to their foreign visa-buying clients the idea that they will get access to American politicians. Sherry Xue Li, a resident of New York, ran a $27 million EB-5 operation that not only would grant foreigners a green card but also “access to political figures” in the United States. In this case, that political figure was Donald Trump. Sherry Li’s team brought twelve Chinese nationals to a June 2017 Trump fundraiser.

Those who did not have visas could still funnel cash to American politicians, one text explained. “It’s unlawful for businessmen in China to make donations,” one message to a Chinese national said. “But these businessmen can invest in our company and become our shareholders. We can then arrange for them to meet with the president, congresspeople, etc. Donation is definitely necessary. Our company can do that and it is legal.”82

Chinese nationals with green cards are clearly still subject to the influence of or even control by the Chinese Communist Party, whether they remain in China or move to the United States. Many have family members who are still back in their home country. A variety of Chinese cultural associations and organizations, usually linked to the embassy and the United Front organization in China, play an important role here in steering the actions of these permanent residents while in the United States.

During her 2008 presidential campaign, Hillary Clinton’s coffers swelled with an influx of mysterious money from New York City’s Chinatown. Checks of $1,000 to $2,000 came from donors with listed addresses in dirty tenements with paint peeling from the walls and trash bins in front. An investigation by the Los Angeles Times discovered that those contributions were highly questionable, given that many were coming from Chinese visa holders making just $500 a week. What emerged is how the campaign donations came at the direction of Chinese neighborhood associations, including one that was “a descendant of Chinatown criminal enterprises that engaged in gambling and human trafficking.” Many of those who donated to Clinton said they did so because leaders of the associations had told them to. Many of the donors spoke little or no English.

“Resident aliens may contribute even if they don’t appear likely to make their permanent home in this country,” explained The Wall Street Journal.83

The Federal Election Commission, which oversees campaign donations, does not have the resources to check the nationalities of contributors. They rely on the campaigns themselves to vouch for the legality and the source of the money.84

More recently, billionaire Wang Wenliang, a Chinese national who has served in the CCP governing parliament, gave $2 million to the Clinton Foundation in 2013. He controls a company that gave $120,000 to Democratic Virginia governor Terry McAuliffe starting the same year.85

In 2024, a Chinese billionaire named Qin Hui, who had a fraudulent green card, was convicted of US election interference for making straw donations to political candidates in two states. He gave money to others who made donations in their names on his behalf.86

In New York, donations to leading New York politicians by US-based Chinese community groups with “close ties to the United Front Work Department” operated by the Chinese Communist Party were uncovered. A million dollars was donated, but that was only contributions from “the groups and their principals who are linked with the united front system in China.” Donations from other members of the associations were not included. Recipients included Hillary Clinton, Congresswoman Grace Meng, who represents New York’s Sixth District, Governor Kathy Hochul, and Mayor Eric Adams. The donations to Meng were clearly organized and came in clusters: twenty-two donations from principals of pro-CCP groups gave to Meng’s campaign on a single day. The pattern happened repeatedly.87

The Wanxiang Group is a Chinese-based conglomerate founded by Lu Guanqiu, who enjoyed close ties to the CCP. Wanxiang America, the US portion of his empire, is run by his son-in-law, Pin Ni. Both Ni and his wife, Weidi Lu, are massive donors to American political campaigns despite being ineligible to vote.

The Wanxiang Group touts its ties to the CCP. It posthumously awarded the company’s founder, Lu Guanqiu, with the title of “National Outstanding Communist Party Member,” praising the founder as one guided by “the pursuit of communism as a lifelong ideal and practice.” They recognized that he “insisted that the development of an enterprise is inseparable from the correct leadership of the party.”88

The company award makes the Wanxiang Group’s family allegiances clear. Lu Guanqiu was a political leader in China, “elected as the 13th and 14th Representative of the Communist Party of China and a delegate to the 9th, 10th, and 11th Chinese National People’s Congress.”89

The founder’s son-in-law and daughter are politically active in the United States, advancing the interests of China. Wanxiang, under Ni’s leadership, has funded China’s controversial Confucius Classrooms in Chicago’s public schools, which embed CCP ideology in their cultural programs aimed at young people in the US.90

Ni enjoyed presidential-level access to the White House during the Biden administration, donating to candidates across the country, including a $10,000 check for a gubernatorial race in Mississippi, a $33,400 check to the Democratic National Committee, and a $33,900 check to the Democratic Senatorial Committee. He also cut checks for $10,000 to the Connecticut for Justice PAC and well over $30,000 to the Republican Congressional Committee.91 There are many more.

His wife, Weidi Lu, has separately donated, including $33,400 to the DNC, $36,500 to the Democratic Senatorial Committee, and $3,300 to Mike Pence.92

Donations made by individual foreign nationals are traceable because individual campaign donations must be disclosed. However, it is impossible to determine whether a donor who has made a large contribution is a citizen or not because that information is not required. An additional problem is the use of obscure limited liability companies (LLCs) to funnel cash to political movements without detection. These are often anonymous companies because many states that register LLCs do not require the disclosure of who owns the company.93

The EB-5 visa program is widely advertised in China by consulting firms looking for clients. The CCP does nothing to restrict the program.

Beijing’s embrace of the EB-5 program is curious. The People’s Republic of China officially restricts its citizens from transferring more than $50,000 out of the country per year. Yet, they turn a blind eye in the case of the EB-5 program, which requires, at a minimum, ten times that amount to participate. EB-5 investments are openly solicited in China, and the government does nothing to shut them down.94

Why?

The obvious answer is that it serves the strategic interests of the PRC. It is interesting to note that EB-5 brokers in China are registered through their Public Security Bureau, the chief law enforcement bureau of the CCP.95 In other words, it is officially sanctioned by the government.

In addition to creating opportunities to funnel money to American political campaigns, the program also allows Chinese state-owned companies to acquire stakes in major US infrastructure projects. Many of these projects are located in strategic areas like Washington, DC, New York City, or California, or those that are potentially near military bases, government facilities, and critical infrastructure.96

In fact, the San Diego FBI Field Office was constructed in part by Chinese EB-5 financing.97

The state-of-the-art facility is “the only FBI office in the country where the regional computer forensics lab (RCFL) is located inside the FBI building itself,” noted the San Diego affiliate of NBC News.98

Forty million dollars of the project’s funding came from Chinese investors through the EB-5 program. The concern is that the Chinese investors would have been “privy to the architectural plans, construction specifications, and the site’s communication infrastructure such as phone and internet networks.”99

When Chinese investors were recruited for the project, the promotional materials featured the acronym “FBI” in the pitch, including an entity named “EB-5 FBI LLC.”100

The EB-5 program also provides a back channel in case the United States restricts other means of gaining residence in the US. For example, if birth tourism is restricted, we may see a significant increase in EB-5 demand.101

* * *

Beijing’s weaponized migration allows it to create US citizens through birthright citizenship and surrogacy. The EB-5 program allows wealthy Chinese nationals to pour money into American political campaigns. But the CCP can also activate a network of agents to influence our elections, as we permit them to do so.

Like Mexico, China activated its network in the United States in the wake of Trump’s political rise. With his views on migration, tariffs, fentanyl, and other issues, Trump represents a major threat to Beijing. A key component of their effort comes through the Chinese United Front Work Department, which includes social and ethnic groups that are mobilized for the Chinese state.102

In addition to its consulate staff, Beijing employs a “global network of ‘consular volunteers’” who serve as mechanisms to engage in the domestic country’s workings to advance China’s interests.103

Chinese United Front groups like the New York–based American Association of Cantonese endorsed and worked to elect candidates to political office in the United States.104

In August 2020, the FBI issued a classified internal information report concerning Chinese efforts to shift the 2020 election in favor of Joe Biden. According to the internal document, “the Chinese government produced a large amount of fraudulent US driver’s licenses that were secretly exported to the United States which would allow tens of thousands of Chinese students and immigrants sympathetic to the Chinese Communist Party to vote for US Presidential Candidate Joe Biden, despite not being eligible to vote in the United States.” FBI agents rated the reliability of the confidential human source who tipped them to the scheme on a scale of 1–10 as “9–10 range.” But FBI headquarters intervened to not have the information released to the public, noting in internal emails that the report would contradict the public testimony of FBI Director Christopher Wray, who had said that China was not playing favorites in the 2020 election. One field agent expressed concern: “I think it gets dangerous if we cite potential political implications as reasons for not putting out our information.”105

In 2024, with Trump’s reelection looming, Chinese consulates began setting up gray-zone mobile consulates that moved around cities and towns. China experts like Sze-Fung Lee feared that these activities “align with the PRC’s broader strategy of influence and electoral interference in the United States, targeting districts with substantial Chinese American populations and potentially mobilizing community support for specific candidates and political agendas.” These pop-up consulates appeared to have an election interference function. According to Lee:


For instance, of the 11 sessions hosted in New York State between March and July 2024, most were hosted in distinct congressional, senate, and assembly districts. The only exception was the city’s Chinatown, a constituency with a large Chinese American population, where three of the events were hosted. This suggests that the pop-ups could provide a basis for mobilizing people to support specific candidates running for seats at various levels of government.106



China had a clear preference for Harris over Trump. On October 25, 2024, The New York Times reported that Chinese government-linked hackers had targeted the phones of Donald Trump and his running mate, J. D. Vance.107

Chinese United Front groups like the Coalition of Asian Americans for Civil Rights looked to bring immigrant voices to bear on national politics. In a 2024 interview, the head of the organization, John Chan, who has close ties to the Chinese Communist Party, stated: “Expanding the strength of the Chinese community is CAACR’s mission. The ability of only 6 million Jews to influence the US government is a reference for the Chinese.”108

The Trump administration’s efforts to enforce immigration laws prompted active resistance from CCP-aligned groups like the Party for Socialism and Liberation. (For a detailed accounting of these ties, see my book Blood Money.) PSL organized sometimes violent protests across the country from Los Angeles to Tampa Bay. “We wanted to send a very strong message at that office that they need to stop kidnapping community members,” said PSL’s Ruth Beltran, referring to deportations.109

In Washington, DC, thousands of protestors gathered in Washington to rally against Trump. The rally was led in part by the PSL.110

PSL helped lead another protest in California, where one headline said, “Anti-Trump Protests Take Over San Francisco.”111

Another Beijing-tied group was also causing chaos in the streets. The Freedom Road Socialist Organization helped organize “Hands Off,” anti-Trump rallies across the country. “We will show the enemy what’s possible when we refuse to back down,” the group bragged. “We need to make the United States ungovernable.”112

Both groups joined radical Mexican groups in the streets of Los Angeles in June 2025.

* * *

The eleven-thousand-foot-plus runway was carved out of the California clay during World War II. Castle Air Force Base, as it came to be known, was constructed on about two thousand acres near the Central Valley town of Merced to train B-17 and B-29 bomber pilots. When the Cold War came, those planes gave way to the massive B-52 as the base became part of the Strategic Air Command. Shortly after the Cold War ended, the USAF shuttered the base.113

Today, hundreds of pilots are training there again.

Only this time, they are Chinese. And there is virtually no oversight.

How this happened is a testament to Chinese ingenuity in manipulating our immigration system for subversive purposes and using our openness and generosity against us. It is also a tribute to American innocence, or at worst, ignorance.

The People’s Republic of China has a pilot problem. Beijing needs five thousand pilot cadets every year to meet the demand for both military and civilian pilots. Because the Chinese military tightly controls the country’s airspace, it can domestically produce only about 1,200 pilots a year. So, Beijing quietly erected a system to train three thousand of them a year in the United States. Across the US, at least sixteen flight schools, operating out of taxpayer-funded airports, are training Chinese cadets—sometimes without disclosing their foreign military ties. They do so by sending future military pilots to the United States posing as civilians to learn how to fly.114

This also applies to Chinese helicopter pilots, who are trained by the thousands in the United States. The US Army itself uses civilian helicopter pilot training to augment its capacity to produce pilots.115

These Chinese pilot cadets come to the United States on student visas and receive minimal scrutiny.

Beijing has established a sprawling network of international partnerships that includes Chinese aviation training centers and academic institutions that send talent directly into the Chinese military-industrial complex. As a result, America is feeding a pipeline of Chinese pilots, some of whom may one day face US forces in the skies.

The Civil Aviation Administration of China (CAAC) has approved several flight schools in the United States to train their pilots. The Sierra Academy of Aeronautics in Atwater, California, is one of them. And it trains eight hundred Chinese pilots a year. The CAAC’s name starts with the word Civil, but don’t let that fool you. The CAAC works closely with the Chinese People’s Liberation Army Air Force. China has a strategy called Military-Civil Fusion, which means that the CAAC serves important military functions in China. And while Sierra describes the pilots it trains as civilian airline pilots, the reality is far more complicated. Sierra participated with several Chinese entities directly tied to the military-industrial complex to create flight training systems within China too.

Documents show Sierra works with Chinese colleagues involved in aeronautical manufacturing, including those embedded with military contractors and talent pipelines to the communist government.116

These American flight schools are training Chinese pilots in the basics of aviation, so those pilots can be later trained in advanced military aircraft. As in life, to be a pilot, before you can learn to run, you need to know how to walk. Because China blurs the distinction between civilian and military pilots and the Chinese military conducts “force projection drill[s] with civilian aircraft,” creating new pilots directly enhances China’s military capabilities. Beijing has also used “civil aviation for long-distance transport of live troops and live ammunition,” according to PLA Daily newspaper headlines.117

Even if some of the Chinese pilots training in the United States remain civilians, they are still likely to play a significant role in the Chinese military. The US Department of Defense has long believed that the PLA would seek to “supplement its military transports with civilian aircraft in a combat scenario,” according to a 2024 report.118 So, the Chinese description of “civilian” and “military” powers is a distinction without much difference.

In fact, military officials complain that China often designates its military transport planes as “civilian” by giving them civilian call numbers to deceive the West.119

Lawrence Trevethan, an expert with the US government’s China Aerospace Studies Institute, is more blunt: “CAAC (Civil Aviation Authority of China) can provide civilian air transport assets without meaningful limit” to the Chinese military.120

In short, if you are training pilots for the Chinese civilian aviation market, you are helping the Chinese military enhance its aviation power. America is ignoring the inherent danger.

Sierra is owned by John Yoon, who has several related companies with extensive Chinese ties. A few years ago, they developed plans to create a cargo facility at the Castle Airport that would fly goods in and out of China. They were hoping to use EB-5 money from China to do it. “Because Sierra Academy has been working with the Chinese government, institutions, airlines—we have all the right contacts to put this program in place,” explained Brian Johnson, Sierra’s vice president and chief flight instructor in 2013. They sought $30 million through EB-5 with investors from China and possibly from Yoon’s home country of South Korea. The plan is to channel that capital into various commercial projects centered around Castle Airport. These projects include flight schools, hangars, maintenance facilities, cold storage warehouses, and even petroleum wholesale operations.121 They are selling both aviation training and US residency—a double win for Beijing.

In short, Sierra Academy has positioned itself as both a gateway for foreign pilots and a conduit for foreign capital, establishing a privately operated immigration pipeline based at a former US military base.

Those China ties remain, as most of the pilots who train at Sierra are Chinese nationals. Many students at Sierra and any other flight training schools in the United States are sponsored by Chinese state-owned airlines, ostensibly to be trained to fly commercial aircraft. But those same state-owned airlines, in addition to providing support for the military, have also been implicated in spying and working with Chinese intelligence services. The Chinese government sees airline crews as “nontraditional collectors” of intelligence. The Department of Homeland Security reported that Air China employees, for example, were providing “assistance with foreign intelligence collection.” When China’s police stations need to kidnap and hustle someone back to China, they receive assistance from Air China. The airline has also provided false paperwork for Chinese consular officials. In 2020, employees of another government-run outfit, Xiamen Airlines, guided a Chinese researcher on how to wipe her electronic devices in advance of an inspection by Customs and Border Patrol. In 2019, an Air China employee at JFK Airport in New York pleaded guilty to transporting packages for People’s Liberation Army officers and masking who the packages belonged to.122 She also reportedly helped a Chinese national under FBI investigation flee the country on an Air China flight.123

Locals in Merced have expressed their opposition to what has been taking place at Castle Airport, but their voices have been ignored. Residents like Fred Warchel asked, “Why train potential enemies to fly?” He went on: “Hundreds of Chinese students are receiving initial and advanced flight training here in Merced at the Sierra Academy of Aeronautics. This means if Chinese and American pilots ever engage in combat, both may be able to say: We received our training in America at the former Castle Air Force Base.”124

Sierra is not alone in training a great number of Chinese pilots on American soil every year.

Near Phoenix, a company called AeroGuard is also training hundreds of Chinese pilots. In 2022, the company signed an agreement to train pilots for the Chinese government-controlled Cathay Pacific airline, with plans to train “hundreds of cadet pilots” at its campus in Phoenix, Arizona. The deal was even approved by the US Department of Homeland Security during the Biden administration, thanks to the work of local congressman Greg Stanton. As AeroGuard put it in a press release, “Arizona Congressman Greg Stanton, [a] member of the House Subcommittee on Aviation, assisted AeroGuard in securing and expediting the training program approval with the Department of Homeland Security and Immigration and Customs Enforcement. Representative Stanton’s support was invaluable in making sure the approvals were obtained in a timely fashion.”125

Ironically, at the same time Congressman Stanton was helping Beijing advance its air capabilities, he was sponsoring a bill designed to reduce Chinese influence in the United States.126

AeroGuard has been training Chinese pilots since 2001. Of five hundred students in one year, 360 were Chinese. Tuition is more than $90,000 per year, but the Chinese government pays for that through the airlines that sponsor the pilots. The program lasts for twelve to fifteen months.127

The Chinese government, like Mexico’s, has used diverse forms of migration as a weapon against America. But beyond these foreign governments, foreign radical political movements working with American collaborators have also weaponized migration to subvert the United States. Let’s meet some of them.




Chapter 6

Importing the Revolution

While Mexico’s political class pushes mass migration into the United States as a form of civilizational warfare, or Reconquista, and China abuses various US visa and immigration policies to achieve dominance on US soil, American progressives welcome these and other foreign nationals to advance their political agendas. In the words of Mary Kay Henry, president of the powerful Service Employees International Union (SEIU), the goal is to create “a convergence of social movements,” which will guarantee the progressive movement’s political success.1

Indeed, radicals who migrate to the United States have become central to the progressives’ decolonial, cosmopolitan, and communitarian agenda, including radicals getting favored treatment in the US.

The illegal immigrant sanctuary movement emerged in the early 1980s as a group of churches pledging to protect immigrants entering the United States from war-torn Central America from federal immigration officials. Over the decades, it has grown to include sanctuary cities and even sanctuary states. The number of those covered by the sanctuary movement has reached millions.

From its earliest days, the sanctuary movement embraced the idea of using suitable immigrants as radical agents of change in the United States. Immigrants present an opportunity to create “a social movement,” explain Arizona law professors Lynn Jones and Nancy Wonders, affecting “significant social change” in the United States. Immigrants have great “transformative potential.”2

A major player in the movement was the Chicago Religious Task Force on Central America (CRTF), a “nominally Catholic organization that promoted [Marxist] ‘liberation theology’” and was comprised of a vast network of over four hundred congregations around the country. They coordinated the underground network of churches and nonprofits in the United States, smuggling in tens of thousands of Central American refugees.3

While the publicly stated purposes of the CRTF were humanitarian, quietly advancing their radical political interests drove their work. The CRTF had an “ideological litmus test for refugees.” If you had worked for a Latin American government fighting Marxist guerrillas in the region or were not supportive of their cause, CRTF was not interested in helping you. “At its height,” noted the Capital Research Center in a study, “the movement vetted prospective refugees for their ideological pedigree through the Catholic networks in Mexico and Central America, before they even reached the border.”4

Renny Golden, one of the cofounders of the CRTF, had taught liberation theology at Harvard Divinity School and became a leader of the sanctuary movement. She saw channeling illegal immigrants into the United States as something more than humanitarian work. According to Golden, refugees are spokespersons for “a people in a liberation struggle.”5

Some in the sanctuary movement intended to help refugees “regardless of the political origins of their persecution or their usefulness in promoting preconceived political purposes.” But in the 1980s, the CRTF dominated the movement and even went so far as to avoid sharing information with other organizations that would not comply with its political vetting process.6

As a result, many of the immigrants coming illegally into the United States had significant ties to radical political networks in their own countries, such as the Farabundo Martí National Liberation Front (FMLN). This radical Marxist guerrilla movement from El Salvador established a foothold in the United States with the engineered arrival of hundreds of thousands of migrants, many presumably screened by the sanctuary movement. Some FMLN members eventually gained legal status in the United States. Others remained undocumented. Either way, many brought with them an FMLN ideology that promoted contempt for the United States and worked for radical change here.

These radical immigrants created entities like CASA de Maryland, later just CASA, a Latin activist group empowered by illegal immigrants in the United States. “There are 500,000 undocumented immigrants close to the [Washington, DC] metropolitan area and many of them are our members,” the head of the organization explained in 2015.7

Gustavo Torres, who founded CASA, reportedly fled his native Colombia in 1987. He went to Nicaragua and worked for a Marxist Sandinista newspaper for four years, and then came to the United States with an American woman whom he married. He obtained his US citizenship, and then they divorced in 1996. Another CASA de Maryland senior official and founder of CASA de Virginia was Lindolfo Carballo, who fought against the US and Salvadoran governments as a member of the FMLN military wing and then came to the United States illegally. Far from embracing the American values of their host country, Torres and Carballo have remained true to their radical roots and championed revolution in the United States.8

In 2007, Torres traveled to Hugo Chavez’s Venezuela for a panel discussion on that very subject: “United States: A Possible Revolution.” At the meeting, Torres joined a chorus of panelists on how various groups were working to turn illegal immigrants in the United States into a transformative force. “Several of them gave a vivid and accurate picture of conditions of life for immigrant workers in the United States and the growing resistance and confidence manifested in strikes and ongoing street mobilizations against raids and deportations,” a socialist newspaper reported.9

While CASA positions itself as a Latino advocacy organization, it is deeply immersed in radical politics. It works with foreign governments hostile to the United States, like Cuba, to advance the cause.

In 1998, five Cuban intelligence agents were arrested and later convicted on espionage charges and conspiracy to commit murder by a jury in Florida. (The Cuban government acknowledged later that they were, in fact, Cuban spies.)10 CASA de Maryland took up their cause as an act of injustice, hosting art exhibits at their headquarters and bringing in young Latinos in the area to learn about the case.11 The Castro government–controlled media reported that sympathetic legislators around the world lauded these men as “Cuban fighters.”12 In 2014, the chief of mission of the Cuban Interests Section in Washington, DC, addressed CASA members at a discussion about the intelligence agents’ plight.13 CASA has pushed Cuban propaganda in other ways too. CASA has brought teachers who taught in Cuba to discuss how education programs in the communist country “made us revolutionaries.” Migrants in the audience attentively watched as they were encouraged to sign up, visit Cuba, and join the “international brigade.” A Cuban embassy official was on hand for the event. CASA’s Lindolfo Carballo lauded Cuba’s education programs. “Imperialism will never succeed in teaching people to read.”14

Today, CASA operates out of an eighteen-thousand-square-foot Langley Park, Maryland, mansion, and boasts members across forty-six US states, calling itself “a national powerhouse organization building power.” Among their causes is Kilmar Abrego Garcia, the accused MS-13 gang member (an allegation he denies) who was expelled from the United States and returned to El Salvador by the Trump administration in 2025. His deportation to El Salvador set off a media firestorm, much of it generated by CASA.15

Abrego Garcia became a cause célèbre when his case gained public attention. Despite his reported connections and suspicious activities, activists called him simply “a father in Maryland” who was being unfairly targeted for deportation. CASA led the charge, holding press conferences in his defense, providing legal representation, and bringing his girlfriend into the public eye to protect his character. The last step turned out to be a mistake when the police records emerged, indicating that she had placed a restraining order on him two years earlier because she feared for her safety.

The Prince George’s County Gang Unit in Maryland had identified Abrego Garcia as an MS-13 gang member in 2019. He was detained in relation to a murder investigation, but was never charged. During his interview with the Department of Homeland Security, he did not claim to fear returning to his country.16

Abrego Garcia was also involved in an apparent human smuggling operation when the vehicle he was driving was pulled over for speeding in rural Tennessee with eight migrants in the vehicle. Local police concluded that it was a smuggling operation because no one had ID, and no one had luggage.17

Senator Chris Van Hollen of Maryland, who has a “decades-long” relationship with CASA, lobbied hard on Abrego Garcia’s behalf. CASA provided critical political support via an early endorsement in 2015 when Van Hollen first sought the nomination for the US Senate seat in Maryland.18 Van Hollen not only questioned the deportation of Abrego Garcia, but he also traveled to Nicaragua and had lunch with him.

CASA took up his cause because it advanced the organization’s mission. It is also noteworthy that the FMLN and MS-13 have a history of cooperation.19

CASA is also the chief litigant in fighting to declare President Trump’s birthright citizenship executive order unconstitutional.20

En masse, immigrants present opportunities for foreign radical movements and American progressives alike to demolish American foundations of law and order, individualism, and limited government. The more that immigrants are allowed to defy the law, they argue, “the more they change history by undermining the sovereign pillars of contemporary societies.” Mass migration presents an opportunity to reshape the country.21

Groups like CASA perceive illegal immigrants as receptive to taking radical political actions because their illicit status marginalizes them. Illegal migrants “operate by definition from a place of non-citizenship and non-inclusion,” notes Frédéric Mégret, a law professor at Columbia University. He adds: “This means that they may be more easily freed from the need to obey the law. . . . Moreover, because they typically do not share a sense of fidelity to the law, they may be less sensitive to the potential harm of violating it on the host society. If and once they do violate the law, they may also be less inclined to be ‘civil’ about their disobedience [emphasis added].”22

American progressives perceive this predicament and work to encourage immigrants in the country illegally to protest in the streets. The National Immigration Law Center argues that immigrants should engage in “resistance to oppression in the United States” and that they should “feel empowered to participate meaningfully, safely, and fully in our democracy” regardless of their immigration status. The progressive organization offers tactics on how to prepare for protests and how to protect themselves from ICE. “Know the protest route and emergency exits,” they advise, to avoid detection. “Use encrypted messaging applications when communicating regarding the protest” to keep law enforcement in the dark. “Avoid posting photos online of your participation in protests” to shield your identity. “If you are undocumented, avoid carrying documents issued by other countries,” so it will be difficult for law enforcement to prove that you are in the country illegally.23

Let me be clear: Many legal migrants in the US embrace American values and principles. However, the progressive agenda would prefer their resistance to and repudiation of the American experiment. Mass migration from Mexico, El Salvador, and neighboring countries provides foot soldiers and generals for the progressive movement in the United States. They bring and maintain a collectivist mindset that is antithetical to the American way. And foreign governments like Mexico and China use their vast networks, including consulates, in the US to challenge the American system with Marxist ideals.

Consider America’s most powerful and radical unions.

Unions had been declining for decades, particularly those for unskilled workers, until the influx of illegal migrants reanimated their antiquated limbs. American labor bosses found migrants “far easier to recruit than natives,” according to UCLA Professor Ruth Milkman, who studies and is sympathetic to the union cause. “They had a more collectively oriented worldview than most native-born workers” and were “far less individualistic in orientation than their native-born counterparts,” she explains.24

Labor bosses find that immigrants are more likely to embrace other political causes rather than focus narrowly on economic interests, allowing the unions to “reinvent themselves as ‘social movement unions.’”25 Naturally, unions emerged as loud advocates for amnesty and immigrant rights.26

Illegal immigrants not only swelled the ranks of unions and revived them but also became the most radical vanguard. Many leaders of these new collective-minded immigrants had been “labor or social movement activists in their native lands,” according to Professor Milkman. As a result, she writes approvingly, “immigrants often arrive in the United States far better acquainted with the cultural idioms of collective organizing, unionism, and class politics than their native-born counterparts.” Many of the prominent leaders in the militant LA janitors’ campaign, for example, had been “veterans of the Salvadoran liberation struggle.” As a result, there was a “high level of class consciousness” among the immigrant janitors. When a wildcat strike occurred at a Los Angeles wheel factory, the organizers were immigrants from Latin America and had “union or left-wing political experience at home.”27

Radical Salvadoran activists like David Ayala-Zamora came to the United States illegally and were hired as organizers for unions such as SEIU. The unions sought seasoned activists who could organize workers as well as join political campaigns. Salvadoran radicals, in return, got the chance to advance their struggle into the most powerful country in the world.

“I never expected to live in this country, to knock on doors campaigning for a president of this country,” Ayala-Zamora recounted. “But I thank this country very much. In El Salvador, the frame of reference was small and local. Here in the United States, the perspective is much broader—it’s the whole world. So, I’ve learned more about other aspects of the struggle here.”28

Today, according to Milkman, many of America’s largest nonskilled unions are led by people who “had left-wing views and/or political experience in socialist and union movements at home.”29

So, if an American revolution does not develop organically, it can be imported instead.

Immigrants have, of course, played a central role in America’s labor movement for more than a century, but this time it is different. These new immigrant labor leaders, says Milkman, no longer share the “assimilationist thrust common in earlier periods.”30 Many want to remain distinct from American society, and they do not want to conform to American values. Rather, they expect America to transform to their radical vision.

American progressive labor unions need mass migration. “The future of the labor movement—and the country—depends significantly on immigrants and immigration,” explains Mary Kay Henry, president of the SEIU, in her endorsement of a progressive, pro-immigration book.31

* * *

As far back as the early 2000s, thousands of immigrants tied to foreign radical movements like the Marxist FMLN staked out important positions in American labor unions and became involved in American political campaigns, whether they were US citizens or not. In her sympathetic account of radical FMLN activists in the United States, Dr. Arpi Misha Miller explains:


In the five years that passed between the elections of 2004 and 2009, [FMLN] activists also gained additional experience on the ground in community and labor organizing, as lead organizers with powerful organizations like AFSCME, the SEIU, Change to Win, and OneLA (of the Industrial Areas Foundation). And by 2008, they were fresh off more than a full year’s work on the Obama campaign as individuals and through their work in unions. For some, this organizing was a full-time, paid job. As in the past, as individuals they continued to walk precincts with their families and friends in the U.S. for political contests at all levels of governance.32



For these radical activists, political work in the United States was a continuation of their Marxist insurgency in El Salvador. They brought their cause with them when they crossed the border. For Barack Obama and other progressive leaders, mi casa es su casa, ideologically. No wonder that Obama welcomed these activists to work hard on his campaign and pressed to get them citizenship as quickly as possible, in that order.

“Los Angeles is a strategic city for El Salvador with 800 thousand or more Salvadoreños!” one activist named Chavelita told Miller at a rally in Los Angeles in November 2008. “If you noticed during the Obama campaign, those estados ya definidos in the US went on and worked for the other states.” Then, tapping the emotions of everyone in the room: “This campaign did not start today. It started YEARS ago!”33

These radical foreign activists would not remain on the fringes. CASA, the activist group whose leadership includes FMLN members, would see two of their board members rise to the highest levels of government thanks to their work with the Obama campaign. Thomas Perez would become assistant attorney general for Civil Rights during the Obama administration and later, head of the Democratic National Committee. When Joe Biden entered the Oval Office, Perez became assistant to the president. Along the way, Perez championed voting rights for noncitizens. Cecilia Muñoz, another former CASA board member, served as head of the Domestic Policy Council during the Obama administration. When Biden was elected in 2020, she joined his transition team.34

President Obama rewarded FMLN members and adherents for their help. In March 2013, his administration took the unusual step of removing most of the terrorism-related rules that had prevented FMLN leaders and members from getting resident status or citizenship in the United States. While acknowledging that the FMLN was a “Marxist-Leninist armed insurgency that was backed by the Cuban government” and that it once qualified as a “Tier III terrorist organization” due to its violent activities, a waiver was granted anyway.35

American progressives unabashedly use radicalized Latin American migrants to advance socialist agendas that most American citizens oppose. These migrants serve as political conduits in their host countries, note UN migration officials Larisa Lara-Guerrero and Sebastien Rojon. They label these people “animators” who “can encourage and guide [other] migrants to become political actors with enough agency to engage in contentious politics.” They call it “immigrant political transnationalism,” when foreign nationals, often illegally in the United States, engage in political activities here “aimed at gaining political power or influence at the individual or collective level in the country of residence.”36

A better term might be subversion.

The FMLN has worked to inject itself into American presidential politics.

In 2016, a group of twenty-five travelers from the United States huddled in the convention center in San Salvador, El Salvador, five miles outside of the historic city center. They were attending a São Paulo Forum meeting with government officials and political leaders from across Latin America. Some of those travelers were American citizens, some were not. Some were employees of the Salvadoran Embassy in Washington.

The event featured a special session dedicated to celebrating Fidel Castro’s ninetieth birthday, and the closing ceremony included a video address by his brother Raúl Castro, the Cuban head of state at the time. For good measure, there was a session on “the new challenges on the migration front and the imperial counteroffensive.”

But beyond the speeches, there was plotting of how to influence an American election and defeat Donald Trump.37

Most people in the group were members of the FMLN. Strikingly, some of the FMLN members in attendance were attached to the Salvadoran Embassy in Washington.

Dan La Botz, an American socialist who was also present as an observer, noted that the FMLN “is both the leading party of El Salvador and an important political organization of Salvadoran immigrants in the United States in places such as the state of Maryland and in cities such as New York, Washington, D.C., and Los Angeles.” La Botz went on: “It is engaged in working to organize Salvadoran immigrant communities in social movements and in political action generally within the Democratic Party.”

The US delegation, like everyone else at the meeting, wanted Donald Trump stopped because of his hard line on immigration. “FMLN members and leaders argued that registering voters and high turnout against Donald Trump served the best interest of those [immigrants] in the United States,” recalled La Botz.38

Foreign political parties like the FMLN and foreign nationals living inside the United States—not to mention people working at foreign embassies in Washington—are not supposed to influence an American election. But that did not deter them.

Other radical foreign movements have also discovered that America could be a fertile ground for their causes, and opportunistic Americans have happily joined them in creating conditions for their own destruction.

* * *

Ismail Selim Elbarasse, an accountant by training, seemed to be living a quiet life in Annandale, Virginia. However, when police officers noticed him driving with his wife across the Chesapeake Bay Bridge and filming its critical structural elements, they decided to act, then detained him and notified federal agents.39 He was already a suspect in a scheme to provide funding to Islamist terrorist groups, and now agents were searching through his home for further evidence of his possible involvement. They discovered far more than a terrorism-funding scheme.40

Buried among the stacks of paperwork in his home was a document written in Arabic entitled “An Explanatory Memorandum on the General Strategic Goal for the Brotherhood in North America,” written in 1987 by a US-based Islamist leader within the Muslim Brotherhood, Mohamed Akram. The document was later approved by the Majlis al-Shura, or advisory council, of the Muslim Brotherhood in the United States and published for internal distribution in 1991.41 The Muslim Brotherhood is a secretive, global Islamist organization, banned in numerous countries such as Jordan, Egypt, and Austria, for its subversive activities and links to terrorist groups. Some officials in Washington, DC, have sought to have the group designated as a terrorist organization in the US.

The strategic goals memo specifically addressed the “Civilization-Jihadist Process” for using migration as a weapon of subversion. Members “must understand that their work in America is a kind of grand Jihad in eliminating and destroying the Western civilization from within and ‘sabotaging’ its miserable house by their hands and the hands of the believers so that it is eliminated, and God’s religion is made victorious over all other religions.”42

In the memo, Akram dictated the stages for achieving victory, including immigration, advocacy, consolidation of the Islamist movement, and, ultimately, the destruction of American civilization.43 Islamists joined Mexico, China, and other foreign radical organizations in their subversive methods but with a different goal in mind.

The memo’s directives called for the Muslim Brotherhood and its ancillary groups to begin implementing their plan. It is interesting to note that the 9/11 terrorist attacks occurred a little over ten years after the publication of the memo. Although the terror attacks were carried out by Al Qaeda, senior group advisor Ayman al-Zawahiri would later declare that Osama bin Laden was also a member of the Muslim Brotherhood. So, too, reportedly were Khalid Sheikh Mohammed, who masterminded the attack, and Mohamed Atta, hijacker and eventual pilot of American Airlines Flight 11, which struck the North Tower of the World Trade Center.44

Just as Mexican and Chinese officials are selective in what they reveal about their political intentions toward the United States based on their audience, Islamists mask the purposes of their work. Shukri Abu Baker, a leader in the US Muslim Brotherhood, was heard saying on an FBI wiretap, “I swear by Allah that war is deception . . . Deceive, camouflage, pretend that you’re leaving while you’re walking that way.”45

Even the group’s name, Muslim Brotherhood, denotes a simple fraternity looking to God and seeking to uplift an entire people group. The Muslim Brotherhood’s motto belies that deceptive notion: “Allah is our objective. The Prophet is our leader. The Qur’an is our law. Jihad is our way. Dying in the way of Allah is our highest hope.”46

The founder of the Muslim Brotherhood, Hasan al-Banna, positioned the Brotherhood in direct opposition to the West. “Today the Muslims, as you know, are compelled to humble themselves before non-Muslims, and are ruled by unbelievers. . . . Hence it has become an individual obligation, which there is no evading, on every Muslim to prepare his equipment, to make up his mind to engage in jihad, and to get ready for it until the opportunity is ripe.”47 The man who replaced al-Banna as the main leader of the Muslim Brotherhood was Sayyid Qutb, who offered this: “Our mission is not to compromise with the practices of the jahili society [those ignorant of divine law], nor can we be loyal to it. Jahili society, because of its jahili characteristics, is not worthy to be compromised with.”48

The Muslim Brotherhood specifically and Islamists in general represent a radical political and religious movement. They are different from mainstream Muslims. All Islamists are Muslim, but not all Muslims are Islamists, any more than all Latin American migrants are FMLN. What these radicals share is complete contempt for Western civilization and plans for its destruction. Just as the radical revolutionaries in Latin America are most interested in bringing fellow radicals into the United States, Islamist organizations want radical Muslims at the front of the immigration line to advance their revolutionary goals.

Islamists have long viewed immigration as a weapon to deploy against the West. “One of the goals of immigration is the revival of the duty of Jihad and enforcement of their power over the infidels,” declared Abu Basir, a radical Islamic scholar. “Immigration and Jihad go together. One is the consequence of the other and dependent upon it. The continuance of the one is dependent upon the continuance of the other.”49

The fact that some Muslim immigrants arrive in the West and become dependent on public assistance is seen by some Islamists as a good and just behavior, describing it as a form of jizya, a tax placed on non-Muslims for the benefit of Muslims. As Anjem Choudary, a Muslim preacher in Britain, stated: “We take the Jizya, which is ours anyway. The normal situation is to take money from the [non-Muslim], isn’t it? So, this is the normal situation. They give us the money. You work, give us the money, Allahu Akhbar. We take the money.”50 In 2024, Choudary was sentenced to life in prison for supporting a terrorist organization.51

Whatever the intentions of Muslims immigrating to the United States, for Islamists, it is a numbers game, and even those who do not share their goals can be helpful.

The Muslim Brotherhood is deeply entrenched in the United States and Western Europe. “The political system aimed for [by the Muslim Brotherhood] is reminiscent of a totalitarian system,” says the Austrian intelligence agency, “which guarantees neither the sovereignty of people nor the principles of freedom and equality.”52

In the United States, the Muslim Brotherhood operates through several groups that they have founded and/or funded, such as the Islamic Society of North America, launched in 1981, which describes itself as an umbrella organization for Muslims in North America “to advance the cause of Islam and service Muslims in North America so as to enable them to adopt Islam as a complete way of life.” The Muslim Brotherhood has other groups under its control, such as the Muslim Students Association, which actively recruits students on college campuses.53

The North American Islamic Trust was a financial entity created in 1973 to fund and hold real estate titles for mosques and Islamic centers in the United States. The organization has ties to the Muslim Brotherhood, and funding comes from Saudi Arabia. The trust gives the Brotherhood control over certain mosques and schools in the United States.54

The Brotherhood operates quietly throughout the Western world. “The identity of the members is secret; they operate in the greatest discretion,” explains the Belgian intelligence service. They seek to spread their ideology by focusing on second- and third-generation immigrants.55

It would be a mistake to dismiss the Muslim Brotherhood as a limited fringe movement. Further, the strange progressive bedfellows they have found in the United States—pro-gay, pro-abortion, and pro-feminist socialists—have increased the Brotherhood’s political influence and power as those progressives often work with Islamists in common cause. And what exactly is their common cause? According to veteran left-wing scholar and Princeton professor Michael Walzer, it comes from their common rejection of American values. Both Islamists and progressives want to subvert American civilization, their common enemy. As a result, progressives often rally as comrades with Islamists. Progressives like Professor Michael Hardt of Duke University and now-deceased Italian philosopher Antonio Negri applauded Islamists for their “refusal of modernity as a weapon of Euro-American hegemony.” They even praise the Iranian revolution as “a powerful rejection of the world market, we might think of it as the first postmodern revolution.”56

Professor Judith Butler of the University of California at Berkeley, another icon of the progressive left, argues for the need for “understanding Hamas, Hezbollah as social movements that are progressive, that are on the Left, that are part of a global Left, is extremely important.”57

In 2007, in a remarkable display of strange bedfellow solidarity, Aleida and Camilo Guevara, the daughter and son of Marxist revolutionary and college campus icon Che Guevara, traveled to Iran to discuss “common goals” with clerics and students at the Amirkabir University of Technology in Tehran. The two visitors met with these “militant students” to discuss the struggle ahead; Aleida even wore a head covering during the meeting. But the meeting went sideways when a student supporter of suicide bombings said communism was dead, Islam was the answer, and Che believed in God. “My father never talked about God,” Aleida retorted. “He never met God.”58

The meeting with the Iranian minister of culture and Islamic guidance, Mohammad-Hossein Saffar-Harandi, went much better. Before the two visitors from Cuba left, it was declared that the common goal was to fight America “everywhere and all the time.”59

It is just that simple.

So, while progressives denounce traditional Americans as bigoted against gays and oppressive toward women, they are prepared to work shoulder to shoulder with those who genuinely threaten the rights—or even lives—of women and gay people.

Senator Bernie Sanders, the secular, Jewish, self-described Democratic Socialist, courted Islamist Muslims during his presidential run in 2020 by naming the daughter of a radical Islamist operative as cochair of his presidential campaign in Virginia. Abrar Omeish, who was on the Fairfax County school board, is the daughter of a former president of the Muslim American Society, a group called the “overt arm” of the Muslim Brotherhood by US federal prosecutors. Her father had also served on the board of the Dar al-Hijrah mosque in Falls Church, Virginia, which has a long history of ties to the funding of terrorist groups. A committee from the Libya parliament has accused her father of links to terrorism.60 He has not been investigated as far as can be publicly seen in the US.

Sanders’s one selection pales in comparison with those of President Obama, who more broadly courted radical Islamists during his presidency. Even though the FBI severed all ties with the Council on American Islamic Relations (CAIR) in 2008 because of its ties to Hamas, officials from the group visited the White House more than twenty times. Obama reportedly appointed six Muslim Brotherhood–friendly activists to positions during his administration, including Mohamed Elibiary, who worked at the Department of Homeland Security.61

Perhaps prominent progressive-Islamic activist Linda Sarsour personifies the merging of these two movements best. Born in Brooklyn, New York, and raised by Palestinian parents, Sarsour became a prominent activist during the Obama years when she was regularly invited to meetings at the White House. In 2012, President Obama gave her the “Champions of Change” award at a White House ceremony.62

Sarsour sits on the board of the New York Immigration Coalition, which includes two hundred groups, and was the head of the Arab American Association of New York.63 In 2017, she helped organize the massive “Women’s March” in Washington and later became a campaign surrogate for the Bernie Sanders presidential campaign.64

Congresswoman Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez has aligned herself with Sarsour, headlining together the Sixteenth Annual Universal Muslim Association of America, as “the two took the stage to promote women’s rights and progressive values.” The event reportedly segregated men and women in attendance, and most women wore hijabs, but that did not seem to bother the congresswoman. Ocasio-Cortez later praised Sarsour when she was arrested for disrupting a US Senate hearing.65

In 2020, Sarsour served on a panel at the Democratic National Convention, declaring that, “The Democratic Party is not perfect, but it is absolutely our party in this moment.” After criticism, the Biden campaign was quick to declare that she had no formal role in the campaign.66

For Sarsour, America is the land of “white supremacy,” which means those living here are under “a supremacist state based on race and class.” I guess the United States is such a terrible place that we should invite more people from the Muslim world, apparently a less oppressive place, to live here.67

Sarsour has described Imam Siraj Wahhaj as her mentor and backer. A staunch Islamist preacher, Wahhaj was named as an unindicted coconspirator in the 1993 World Trade Center bombing.68 (He was never charged with anything and denies all wrongdoing.) Sarsour has defended Sharia law, the strict Islamist code that requires that women cover themselves, among other requirements, while touting its virtues. “You’ll know when you are living under Sharia law if suddenly all your loans & credit cards become interest free,” she wrote on social media. “Sound[s] nice, doesn’t it?”69 She claimed the so-called underwear bomber, Umar Farouk Abdulmutallab, was a CIA agent and says that Muslim children are “being executed” by the US federal government. And in case you missed it, the founder of the Muslim faith, Muhammad, was a progressive activist. “Our prophet was a racial justice activist, a human rights activist, a feminist in his own right,” she said. “He was a man that cared about the environment. He cared about animal rights . . . He was also the first victim of Islamophobia.”70

In 2017, she called for a “kind of jihad” against President Trump: “God is waiting for us to stand up to those who are oppressing our societies, not only the Middle East and abroad, but also here in the United States, and this is a kind of jihad, where you have fascists, white supremacists and Islamophobes. We have to remain angry.”71

The Muslim Brotherhood has amplified her message by posting her videos and praising her work. Critics argue that this is clear evidence that she works with them. “It’s no longer credible to say that it’s guilt by association when a major thought leader in the Muslim Brotherhood is using her material to establish a political agenda,” says Zuhdi Jasser, a Muslim and president of the American Islamic Forum for Democracy. Jasser is also a former US Navy officer.72

Sarsour and her comrades share a common vision with the FMLN and other foreign radical organizations that the United States must be torn down and rebuilt in their image. Like the FMLN, Sarsour works with progressive organizations and political causes to accomplish her goals through a “multiracial coalition” that includes Muslim, Sikh, South Asian, and Arab immigrants.73

They also share something else in common: Like the Mexican and Chinese governments, the FMLN, and many progressives in the United States, Sarsour does not want migrants to assimilate, lest her revolutionary goals be stifled.

“Our number one and top priority is to protect and defend our community,” she explained in a speech in 2017 before the Islamic Society of North America, a Muslim Brotherhood group. “It is not to assimilate and please any other people in authority. Our obligation is to our young people, is to women, and to make sure our women are protected in our community. And our top priority—even higher than all those priorities—is to please Allah and only Allah.”74

Aware that a clear, direct Islamist message has limited appeal in the United States, Islamists have exploited the strange Islamist-progressive relationship to produce some important political offspring, including several influential members of Congress. Both Ilhan Omar from Minnesota, Rashida Tlaib from Michigan, and André Carson from Indiana received considerable support from both progressives and the Muslim Brotherhood in their climb to political prominence.

Omar was on the radar of the Muslim Brotherhood–affiliated CAIR even before she was in Congress. CAIR was born out of a 1993 meeting in Philadelphia where members of a radical group called the Palestine Committee, which was tied to the terrorist group Hamas, discussed the creation of a moderate front organization to continue supporting Hamas.75 CAIR was also named as an unindicted coconspirator in the largest terrorism financing prosecution in US history, the 2007 trial of the Holy Land Foundation for Relief and Development in Texas. (A court later ruled it was a violation of their due process rights, since they had no way to defend themselves.)

According to CAIR officials, the purpose of living in the United States is to change it. “So, what is our role in that regard?” asked former Florida CAIR Director Hassan Shibly in a 2025 speech. “How do we even justify living here? I mean, why are we living here? Have we asked ourselves this question, why are we living in the United States? The only answer I believe is excusable and justifiable is if we are living here to shift this country’s political direction and spiritual direction together, engaging in da’awah [spreading Islam], and da’awah is essential.”76 Leaders also emphasize that assimilation to the American way of life is not an option. “Ultimately, we can never be full citizens of this country,” explained Ihsan Bagby, a member of the board of directors of CAIR, “because there is no way we can be fully committed to the institutions of this country. We can be citizens in the sense that we try to influence American policy.”77

In February 2017, before she was a member of Congress, Ilhan Omar was the keynote speaker at CAIR’s Annual Banquet in Chicago. Over the years that have followed, she has been a regular fixture at the organization’s events.78 In one of those speeches, she callously described the 9/11 attacks as “some people did something.”

“Omar is a byproduct of the Muslim Brotherhood legacy groups that coddled and developed her when she first came as a refugee from Somalia to live in Minnesota,” says Jasser.79

CAIR made a $5,000 contribution to her 2018 campaign.80 Omar’s rise to congresswoman was also fueled in part by donations from the Sabri family in Minneapolis, a Palestinian family active in Middle Eastern politics. The patriarch, Basim Sabri, owns a real estate empire in the Twin Cities. He spent time in prison for bribing an elected official in Minnesota.81 When Minneapolis’s Jewish mayor Jacob Frey vetoed a resolution on the Israeli War in Gaza, Sabri tried to ban him from the mall he owns in the Twin Cities. “I thought you were just a Jew but it appears that you lean toward the other extreme,” Sabri wrote the mayor in an email.82

Omar’s ties to CAIR and other groups have led critics to call her an “unofficial ambassador for the Muslim Brotherhood.”83

In Congress, Omar openly advocated for the release of a senior member of the Muslim Brotherhood, Hoda Abdelmonem, whom the Egyptian government had detained. The Muslim Brotherhood has been deemed a terrorist organization in that country.84 She has criticized the governments of India and the United States for oppressing Muslims and disregarding their civil rights. Still, when the Iranian government violently shut down women protestors in 2022, she likened it to American women fighting for abortion rights. “So, we know the women in Iran are bravely chanting, ‘Women, Life, Freedom’ for their rights, for their right to bodily autonomy,” said Omar. “So, here in the United States, when the right extremists are challenging our bodily autonomy, we have to stand up and say, ‘Women, Life, Freedom.’”85

Omar also promoted an article claiming that the woman leading the protests was on “the US government’s payroll.”86

In October 2019, a Canadian citizen named Alan Bender made a series of allegations about Congressman Omar under oath. Bender was born in Kuwait and has served as an envoy for powerful figures in the Middle East. He was testifying in a civil case in the United States that involved Sheikh Khalid Bin Khalifa Al Thani, who would later serve as the prime minister of Qatar. According to Bender, Qatari officials invited him to meet in 2017 to discuss the possibility of working with them on some sensitive matters.

During his meetings with Qatari officials, including the head of Qatari intelligence, Bender claims that they informed him about Qatari influence operations in the United States that involved Congresswoman Omar, stating that she was working for Qatari intelligence to benefit Iran. “Ilhan Omar is cooperating with the Qataris in providing them with information that is shared with the Iranian government,” Bender claimed.87

Bender provided no supporting evidence, and Omar has denied all of Bender’s allegations, declaring he is part of a Saudi disinformation campaign to discredit her.88

True or false, there is no disputing Omar’s close working relationship with entities widely seen as Iranian influence operations.

The National Iranian American Council (NIAC) has supported Omar’s political rise, donating to her political campaigns through their PAC and presenting her with the “NIAC Courage Award.”89 Omar has likewise praised NIAC for their work. Omar and the NIAC align on every major issue, whether it is fighting sanctions against the Iranian regime, a nuclear deal, Islamophobia in the West, Israel, or the Abraham Accords.90

NIAC is no ordinary lobbying organization. According to Distinguished Service Professor Hooshang Amirahmadi of Rutgers University, the organization was created either directly or indirectly by the Iranian regime’s foreign minister, Mohammad Javad Zarif.91 Members of Congress in both the US House and Senate have called for investigations into NIAC’s lobbying operations and ties to Tehran.92

The extent of Omar’s ties to NIAC is impossible to know, but there is no question that Omar’s outspoken positions have won her supporters within the Iranian regime. Recently, a glowing biography of Omar was published in Iran. Publishing a book in the country requires government involvement and approval. The Ministry of Culture and Islamic Guidance reviews every work before publication. “Discerners” evaluate the merits of the book and determine whether it is consistent with the regime’s goals.93 If they believe it does, the work will be published.

The biography of Omar, entitled Ilhan Omar: The Voice of Muslims in a Colonist Society, was apparently consistent with the regime’s goals because it was published by an Iranian-government-linked publisher and has been widely praised by government-linked media. The Student News Agency described the tome as “an opportunity for readers to become familiar with the realities of Western society and learn from Ilhan’s experiences.”94

The Iranian Book News agency is more direct, noting the volume offers “criticisms of US domestic politics, including on immigration, minorities, and racial perceptions in American society.”95

While Omar has advocated for Iran’s positions, Tehran has reciprocated. When Omar was removed from the House Foreign Affairs Committee by Speaker Kevin McCarthy, the Iranian Foreign Ministry expressed its outrage at the injustice.96 When Omar called US Secretary of State Mike Pompeo “a monster” for imposing sanctions on the Iranian government, Tehran amplified her message.97 One Iranian media outlet even ran a story entitled “Is Iran Influencing the US Congress Through Ilhan Omar and Rashida Tlaib?” repeating charges made by US conservatives. The article never challenged the claims.98

In nearby Michigan, Rashida Tlaib also received significant help from Muslim Brotherhood–linked organizations in her rise to national political power. Like Omar, Tlaib has frequently spoken to Muslim Brotherhood–tied groups like the Islamic Society of North America, even before she was in Congress.99

News outlets in Iran have applauded Tlaib’s rise. Bartarinha News crowed that she was a “Muslim Woman Who Brought America to Her Knees.”100

Iranian media frequently amplify her tweets, including her claims that the American police are “inherently and intentionally racist.”101

As a congresswoman, Tlaib was part of a hidden Facebook group called The Palestinian American Congress Group that not only supported Hamas but also mocked Jewish hostages. The page was created by Maher Abdel-Qader, a pro-Palestinian activist who had campaigned with Tlaib.102

Both Omar and Tlaib decry what they regard as censorship that prevents Muslims from expressing themselves and exerting political influence. At the same time, both demand censorship of those critical of Islamist ideas. Both signed a congressional letter to Facebook CEO Mark Zuckerberg demanding that he “eradicate anti-Muslim bigotry from Facebook.” They called for a “100 percent proactive detection and removal of anti-Muslim content.”103 What is “anti-Muslim content”? They never defined it.

Interestingly, both congresswomen Omar and Tlaib also have a keen interest in mass migration into the United States, advocating for open borders and minimal screening of immigrants. “No person seeking asylum is crossing the border ‘illegally,’” Omar has boldly proclaimed.104 Congresswoman Omar says she does not even want US immigration officials looking at the social media accounts to screen prospective immigrants, calling it “fascism.” Screening immigrants based on their views for or against the United States “weaponize[s] immigrants’ political views against them by denying entry.”105

Omar does not want mass migration everywhere. She opposes it in her home country of Somalia because she wants to keep ethnic Somalis in the clear majority. “We understand that Somalia’s unity and identity are tied to its people, but our homeland is under threat, and we are scrambling to claim territories we no longer possess,” she declared in a speech before Somalis in her congressional district. “Somalia belongs to Somalis—it is unified, and we are all brothers.”106

Tlaib has called for defunding border enforcement agencies. “Look, the simple answer to that question is we must eliminate funding for CBP, ICE and their parent organization, DHS,” Tlaib told a legal group in 2021.107

From Minnesota and Michigan, to Indiana, the American heartland is the surprising center of Muslim political activity in the United States. Congressman André Carson represents a district in Indianapolis, Indiana. Carson won office in a special 2008 election following the death of his grandmother, Julia Carson, who had held the seat for ten years. But unlike his grandmother, Carson is a convert to Islam.108 Over the course of his career, Carson, who sits on the House Intelligence Committee, has collected tens of thousands of dollars in campaign donations from individuals tied to the Muslim Brotherhood network, a similar pattern to Omar and Tlaib.109 He shares their drive to fuse Muslim cultural institutions more deeply into American life. During a speech to the Muslim American Society, Congressman Carson explained that US public schools should be modeled after madrassas (Islamic schools). “America will never tap into educational innovation and ingenuity without looking at the model that we have in our madrassas, in our schools, where innovation is encouraged, where the foundation is the Quran,” he said. “And that model that we are pushing in some of our schools meets the multiple needs of students . . . America must understand that she needs Muslims.”110

Beyond the Midwest, advances are being made in America’s largest cities, too. The political rise of Zohan Mamdani in New York politics is emblematic of radical Islam’s political network in the United States. His parents have ties to radical entities in the Middle East; his mother received millions in financing for her film projects from the government of Qatar.111 Mamdani was a politically inexperienced rapper who caught the attention of radical Islamists in part because of a rap song he performed in 2019, about his “‘love’ for the ‘Holy Land Five,’” the five men convicted for gathering $12 million for the terrorist organization Hamas.112 At the same time, he embraced the American progressive movement through the Democratic Socialists of America (DSA), having attended his first meeting in 2017 and then working with local candidates tied to the DSA.113 In 2020, he ran for the New York State legislature as a member of the DSA and won. By 2024, he was a candidate for Mayor of New York City and Muslims became a key component of his campaign. As the International Quran News Agency in Iran reported, his path to victory in the primary was through mosques and imams across New York City. “His campaign team visited more than 100 mosques, of which Mamdani personally visited almost 25,” according to Zara Rahim, a senior advisor to the campaign. “Many of the tenets of this campaign are inherently Muslim: justice, mercy, commitment to community,” she explained. One of the mobilizing factors for his campaign is opposition to the Trump administration’s efforts to deport “middle Eastern and North African immigrants” who are illegally in the country.114

Mamdani’s surprise win in the Democratic Party primary sent shockwaves throughout American politics and won praise from the Lebanese terrorist group Hizbullah. Al-Khandiq, a news website tied to Hizbullah, celebrated his victory, explaining that Mamdani “openly supports Arab and Muslim causes.” Winning the Mayoral Office would be vital for the Islamic movement, they explained, describing it as “the second most powerful local office in the US, after the governor of California. From this role, Mamdani could build significant public and media influence, potentially propelling him to: Member of U.S. Congress, potential vice-presidential candidate, Secretary of State, Justice, or Homeland Security.”115

Funds have flowed into Mamdani’s mayoral campaign from troubling sources. A political action committee called New Yorkers for Lower Costs is supporting his campaign and received at least $100,000 from a California-based PAC called the Unity and Justice Fund. The fund is reported to be associated with CAIR.116 The Unity and Justice Fund had just days earlier received a donation from Imam Siraj Wahhaj, a Muslim cleric previously mentioned who was tied to figures involved in the 1993 World Trade Center bombing. Indeed, three of Wahhaj’s children had been sentenced in 2024 to life in prison for their role in a terrorism plot in New Mexico.117 Wahhaj predicted in a 2021 interview the opportunity to create a Muslim political force. “They say, you know, there may be as many as 1,300,000 Muslims in New York City . . . And so, we have a number of Muslims who are into politics. So, I would like to see us more working more together, getting stronger politically and economic development.” He went on to note the role that mass immigration had played in the population surge including at his Mosque. “Let me tell you something interest[ing]. We started our masjid forty years ago, 100% African-American. Now, you know the percentage of African-Americans? Maybe 20 percent. Maybe 25 percent. The rest are immigrants.”118

* * *

On March 7, 2025, Congresswomen Rashida Tlaib and Debbie Dingell entered the Shi’ite Islamic House of Wisdom in Dearborn Heights, Michigan. These otherwise-feminist women wore head coverings in submission to Islamic tradition. They were greeted by Mohammad Ali Elahi, an Iranian-born Shi’ite Cleric who has a long history of support for the Hizbullah terrorist organization in Lebanon and the Iranian regime. They met with the Imam and members of his mosque for more than an hour. In recent weeks Elahi had praised the slain head of the terrorist organization Hizbullah, Hasan Nasrallah, describing how he had been blessed to have “known” the terrorist leader and to have been “attached with” him. “You did your job, beloved martyrs,” he said of the slain leader and his aides. “We send our salam [peace] and our salutations to you.” The funeral for Nasrallah, Elahi added, was “A day of victory for morality, truth, justice, and humanity.”

Only months before that, in September 2024, Elahi had met with Iran’s president in New York. The Michigan imam had long ties to the Iranian regime, having met many times with senior Iranian officials. As a young man he had been appointed by Ayatollah Khomeini to a top post in the Iranian Navy. Tlaib clearly had religious ties with the Shi’ite cleric, but why was Dingell there? Dingell wanted the political support of the Muslim cleric. And she was not alone. Despite Elahi’s associations with the Iranian regime and Hizbullah, he had met with prominent political figures like Kamala Harris, Barack Obama, Bill Clinton, and John Kerry. It was a testament to the political power that Elahi had amassed in Michigan courtesy of the large Muslim presence in the state.119

* * *

The Muslim Brotherhood and their allies look to the Prophet Muhammad himself for inspiration on the use of migration as a tool of conquest. Muhammad called it hijrah (“migration”), and it was an important component of Islamic expansion.120 Migration is critically important for da’wah, which is the invitation to understand and adopt Islam. It’s also important in establishing an Islamic state or a political power base. In the year 622, Muhammad is said to have migrated from Mecca to Yathrib, which was later renamed Medina, marking a crucial moment in Muslim history as he transitioned from a wandering prophet to a major political and military leader. How significant was this hijrah? The Islamic calendar starts with this event.121

Several Hadiths (sayings attributed to Muhammad) are embraced by Islamists and speak to using migration (hijrah) as an important weapon to use against the West:


Hijrah ceases only when a place, a community, or a country has been won over, and Fath (occupation) has been achieved. Only then, there is no Hijrah.

Hijrah will continue until the sun rises from the West. Hijrah would not be stopped until repentance is cut off, and repentance will not be cut off until the sun rises from the West.

I charge you with five of what Allah has charged me with: to assemble, to listen; to obey; to immigrate; and to wage jihad for the sake of Allah.122



Just as the radicals who ran the sanctuary city movement had a litmus test for Central American refugees coming to the United States with the goal of creating a revolutionary force, Islamists seek to import the revolution.

One method is through R-1 visas, a program launched in 1990 that allows mosques and other religious institutions to bring religious workers to the United States. Most mosques in the United States are headed by imams who are not from the US but lived and studied overseas. Some have extremist views. Sheikh Omar Abdel-Rahman, the so-called “Blind Sheikh” who organized the 1993 World Trade Center bombing, entered the US through an R-1 visa. Several employees of the Holy Land Foundation for Relief and Development, which was convicted of serving as a front group for the terrorist group Hamas, arrived through the R-1 visa.123 An investigation by the Department of Homeland Security in 2007 found that the program’s fraud rate was “excessively high.” Specifically, “instances of fraud were particularly high among applicants from predominantly Muslim countries.” In one instance, a Pakistani man living in Brooklyn declared himself an imam and submitted two hundred applications for religious worker visas.

From the Hadi Institute Youth Community Center in Dearborn, Michigan, Imam Usama Abdulghani, an immigrant from Iran, instructs his followers to fight Western civilization. “We need to expose Western civilization. The world needs to know this system is no longer a solution. These institutions are morally bankrupt. There is no other way, but God, or taklif [divine obligation]-oriented, God-based resistance and rejection of the systems.”124

Even those within the Muslim community have expressed concerns about the program because they have seen how the program has been manipulated. “People have come in and tried to come in with this visa to preach their hardline and dangerous views and then encourage [the] vulnerable to travel back with them where they are further brainwashed and can potentially be used to harm the USA,” warned Adnan Khan, the former president of the Council of Pakistan American Affairs.125

One moderate Muslim leader, Muhammad Hisham Kabbani, warned in 1999 that extremists had “taken over 80 percent of the mosques” in the United States.126

Islamists are confident that their infiltration and subversion will be successful. During a 2015 speech at the famed Al-Aqsa Mosque, which sits atop the Temple Mount in Jerusalem, Sheikh Muhammad Ayed declared that Muslims in the Western world should be patient. “This dark night will be over,” he declared, “and soon, we will trample them underfoot, Allah willing.” He gives the West no credit for accepting Muslim migrants out of compassion.


They wish that we were dead. But they have lost their fertility, so they look for fertility in their midst. We will give them fertility! We will breed children with them, because we shall conquer their countries—whether you like it or not, oh Germans, oh Americans, oh French, oh Italians, and all those like you. Take the refugees! We shall soon collect them in the name of the coming Caliphate. We will say to you: These are our sons. Send them, or we will send our armies to you.127



This Islamist view of migration has the radical goal of destroying American and European civilizations. As Professor David Bukay puts it: “It is a step-by-step methodology of migration processes designed to subdue and subjugate the host society, culminating in the implementation of the Shari’ah. The Islamization of the infidels’ territories becomes inevitable.” He quotes Sheikh Yusuf al-Qaradawi, chairman of the International Union of Muslim Scholars: “Islam will return to Europe and the US by Da’wah and not by Jihad, and the Europeans will convert to Islam, and disseminate Islam, and the entire world becomes Muslims.”128

American progressives are either not aware of these sorts of statements or ignore them out of strategic convenience: the enemy of my enemy is my friend. Both are engaged at some level in viewing migrants as catalysts for radical social change. Refugee advocates such as the Global Goals Foundation, which is funded by the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation and Google, among others, explicitly note that the goal of refugee policy is “Driving Social Change” and “transform[ing]” our societies.129 Migration can be “instrumental in forging social transformations,” others argue.130 Why do stable, prosperous, free societies like the United States need “social transformation?” They never say.

Perhaps America needs emulation and assimilation, not transformation.

Czech President Milos Zeman believes that the Muslim Brotherhood is out to “gain control of Europe” through mass migration. “It cannot declare war on Europe, it does not have enough forces for it, but it can prepare a growing migrant wave and gradually gain control of Europe as it has been happening in some West European cities that police are afraid to enter at night.” Presumably, their goals are similar in the United States, but not as far advanced. President Zeman says the source of these insights was the crown prince of the United Arab Emirates and the Foreign Minister of Morocco.131

Once you understand the civilizational lens through which Islamists view their clash with the West, acts of violence conducted en masse can be seen in their proper context. On New Year’s Eve, 2015, a massive wave of rape, sexual assault, and other violent crimes occurred across at least five European countries. Large groups of Muslim men—sometimes as many as a thousand—arrived together and assaulted women in Germany, Austria, Sweden, Finland, and Switzerland.132

And according to officials, the coordinated attacks were preplanned and almost all the attackers had a “migrant background.”133

The largest number of attacks was in Stuttgart, Germany. A woman named Michelle told the BBC how she and her friend became surrounded by between twenty and thirty men, who were speaking a foreign language. “They grabbed our arms . . . pushed our clothes away and tried to get between our legs or I don’t know where.”

Another woman, whose identity was protected, told German television how gangs of men assaulted her in a crowd. “All of a sudden, these men around us began groping us,” she said. “They touched our behinds and grabbed between our legs. They touched us everywhere.” She added: “I thought to myself that if we stay in this crowd, they could kill us, they could rape us, and nobody would notice. I thought we simply had to accept it.”134

According to German officials, the “scale and nature of the attacks” were “unprecedented.” National police reports later noted that law enforcement “could not cope” with the number of attacks, and women were “forced to run the gauntlet” through the aggressors.135

Witnesses recounted: “We heard a woman screaming and crying somewhere in the midst of this crowd, appearing to be escaping from a foreign man, who was shouting back and pointing his finger at her and chasing her with his accomplices.”

“Later on, we saw two men corner women at the cathedral and touch them while they were screaming for help and trying to fight back.”

“I saw a group of older foreign men go up to a group of younger girls (they looked under 18) in the underground train and started pushing them around and touching them, and the girls stumbled near to the train tracks. But thankfully, a German man stood up and defended them, so the girls were able to run away.”136

It wasn’t just in Stuttgart. That same night, an organized mob of five hundred North African and Arab males attacked a club in Bielefeld, Germany. According to witnesses, the men would use “force to drag women who were in the boulevard area to our entrance and, regardless of the women’s resistance, to claim that ‘That’s my girlfriend.’”137

Similar attacks played out in the German cities of Hamburg, Düsseldorf, and Frankfurt.138

“Nobody can tell me that this was not coordinated or prepared,” declared German Justice Minister Heiko Maas.139

Beyond Germany, there were a string of similar attacks in Helsinki, Finland, Sweden, and Zurich, Switzerland.140

Muslim leaders like Sheikh Tarafa Baghajati condemned the attacks in a speech at a mosque in Vienna, Austria.141 But others blamed the victims, including Imam Sami Abu-Yusuf of a fundamentalist Cologne mosque, who said: “The events of New Year’s Eve were the girls’ own fault, because they were half naked and wearing perfume. It is not surprising the men wanted to attack them.”142

MuslimStern, an Islamist social media group in Cologne with twenty thousand members, added: “You cannot expect to chuck a naked antelope in front of a lion and not expect it to react.”143

Who exactly organized the attacks? And why?

According to author Serenade Chafik, an Egyptian activist now residing in France, the attacks were “sexual terrorism” or “an imported form of gendered terror played out as a ‘game’ of war.” She went on: “By using rape as an arm of war, these militias—because this indeed consists of pre-meditated acts committed by groups, some of them armed with notes containing a lexicon of sexual vocabulary—want to terrify women but also to humiliate men.

“The sexual violence these women were victims of, not only in Germany but also in Austria, Switzerland, and Finland, recalls the use of rape as a weapon of war.” She went on to explain that the sexual attackers “are manipulating a Middle Eastern concept of honor,” and the “act of raping women, according to the aggressors, will thus destroy the honor of these nations and humiliate not only women but Western countries.”144

In other words, these organized large-scale attacks were a form of civilizational warfare. Some progressives in Europe have joined the chorus of those who want restrictions on immigration because of these realities.

That immigration is often used as a weapon deployed against Western civilization cannot be in doubt. The question is, how long will the progressive-Islamist alliance last? Can these strange bedfellows maintain peace between them in order to accomplish their goals? Some Islamists have discussed among themselves the ultimate purpose of the alliance. Ibraheem Samirah, then a member of the Virginia legislature and a former senior advisor to Tlaib, characterized the partnership as Muhammad’s strategy “to form treaties with his enemies.” The leader of the Islamic faith “had to form alliances with people who weren’t necessarily believers of his message, who would later on become people who would be his enemies.”145

But Marxist radicals from Central America and Islamists are not the only surprising groups shaping progressive politics in America. You can add the drug cartels to that list.




Chapter 7

Progressives and Drug Cartels

Senator Bernie Sanders was very worried.

By his reckoning, fascism was on the rise globally. Donald Trump was in the Oval Office. Progressives had lost in Brazil, and conservatives were gaining popularity in both Europe and Latin America.1

Senator Sanders called for “an international front” that would coordinate progressives to join forces across the globe, but especially in North and South America. Among the priorities would be international migration and fighting President Trump’s efforts to stem the tide of migrants at the southern US border. For Sanders, a political strategy like this made sense for his political ambitions. In 2016, he had been praised for “a campaign that concentrated the enthusiasm of immigrant workers.”2

Two years after that campaign, Sanders unveiled Progressive International (PI), an organization founded by the Sanders Institute, his nonprofit, which is run by his wife and her son. A crowd of community organizers, political staffers, progressive politicians from around the world, and reporters gathered for a cocktail reception at an aquarium on picturesque Lake Champlain near Burlington. A panel of speakers, including Senator Sanders, economist Jeffrey Sachs, and some European and Canadian politicians, discussed the next steps. There was a “short promotional video created by the self-described ‘anti-capitalist propaganda’ firm, Means of Production,” that outlined the new group’s vision.3 Means of Production was the firm behind the viral Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez ad leading to her political rise. “Our planet [is] coming together as working people to form a global movement—a new popular front—to end capitalism once and for all,” they boomed on social media.4

Pushing for transformative mass migration would be a key element of their political efforts. The Sanders team looked at the tantalizing prospect of cross-border political collaboration by progressives. In 2020, when he was running for the Democratic presidential nomination, senior Sanders campaign officials told the Mexican media that if the Vermont senator won, he “would be a strategic ally that our people in Latin America desperately need.” His campaign would prove “the possibility of a relationship of solidarity between workers from the north and the south.”5 Numerous progressive Latin American leaders would endorse his second failed candidacy.

Latin America welcomed Progressive International for its promise to fight for “working class and oppressed peoples, the women, the LGTBI people, the migrants, the landless peasants, [who] need more than ever an international revolutionary political tool to lead their struggle until the overthrow of capital.”6 In the United States, Progressive International would play an important role in creating a platform for foreign politicians tied to the drug trade to spread their message in the United States, on topics of particular interest to the cartels: open borders and halting the war on drugs.

Ultimately, Sanders himself had no formal role at PI. David Adler, who had been Senator Sanders’s foreign policy advisor, became the group’s driving force. It was Adler, a Spanish-speaking, former Rhodes Scholar and Fulbright Scholar, who forged working relationships with progressives in the United States and Latin America, traveling extensively throughout Latin America.7

Progressive International established partnerships with and augmented voices on the left, including journalists at Dissent Magazine and Jacobin. Even more importantly, PI provided a conduit between US congressional members and major progressive figures in Latin America. The group’s membership came to include “several nonprofits that are funded by some of the largest and most prominent foundations and other grantmakers” in the United States. By January 2024, it had more than seventy member organizations worldwide.8

Progressive International also recruited prominent leftists to join the leadership of the organization, including Noam Chomsky, Naomi Klein, and guitarist Tom Morello. Also included is Professor Nick Estes, who heads up the Red Nation, which, in the spirit of Mexico’s Reconquista, seeks the return of the American Southwest to Native American control.9 The Democratic Socialists of America became an affiliate member, bringing its ties to the US Congress, including Senator Bernie Sanders and Congresswoman Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez. As a result, Progressive International enjoyed, in the words of Venezuelan political figure Alejandro Pena Esclusa, “a direct channel of communication with the US State Department and the [Biden] White House itself.”10

There were other connections forged as well.

The interests of the drug cartels extended into progressive politics, always open to opportunities to expand migrant routes into the United States. PI’s leadership came to include individuals tied to the drug cartels and human trafficking networks in South America. Given this leadership, it is not surprising that the push for open borders became a central part of its work, along with ending the war on drugs.

Despite its many well-known and politically powerful leaders, the corporate structure and funding of Progressive International remains opaque.

At least two legal entities were set up, including Progressive International (Services) Ltd., and an entity described as “an unincorporated association with members (the ‘Progressive International’).”11

Brazil’s Lula da Silva, who reportedly inspired the founding of PI, had worrying ties to the Brazilian crime cartel First Capital Command, known by the Portuguese acronym PCC. This sprawling drug cartel had a major presence around the world, including the United States. In addition to being deeply involved with the São Paulo Forum with its narcotic entanglements, Lula’s accountant, and also his son’s, was the accountant for a PCC mob boss known as Magrelo.12 A recent scandal revealed wiretaps of Lula’s party lawyers working to get better conditions for PCC members in prison. 13

Progressive International says that its funding is solely through member contributions and donations. However, several of the organization’s advisors through the Progressive International Council have received financial support from drug cartels and human traffickers, and in some cases have direct ties to cartel bosses. The Progressive International Council “is responsible for setting the strategic direction of the Progressive International,” according to the group’s website.14

A look at the council’s members is troubling.

One such advisor with alleged ties to a drug cartel is Rafael Correa, who stepped down as president of Ecuador in 2017.15

Correa had initially supported Bernie Sanders for the presidency of the United States during the 2016 presidential primary.16 When Sanders lost to Hillary Clinton, Correa’s administration continued to gratify American progressives in the fall of 2016 when Julian Assange’s access to the internet was cut while the dissident was holed up in the Ecuadorian embassy in London. Assange had been leaking damaging Clinton emails from John Podesta’s email account, which hurt the Hillary Clinton campaign. Correa had expressed his support for Hillary Clinton over Donald Trump. Pulling Assange’s internet access prevented further damaging online leaks.17

Correa is a longtime advocate for open borders. As president of Ecuador, he eliminated all visa requirements for entering his country, “making the country a human smuggling paradise” and creating massive security concerns in the United States.18 In 2008, Correa incorporated “the principles of universal citizenship, the free movement of all inhabitants on the planet and the progressive extinction of the status of alien or foreigner” into Ecuador’s constitution.19 Mass migration was a necessity and a right, he claimed. “The solution to stopping migration isn’t walls or borders,” he said. “It’s solidarity, humanity and the creation of peace and well-being for everyone in the world. So long as a just distribution of wealth is not met, the world’s social problems will not be resolved.”20

Along with his advocacy for open borders, Correa has a long history of doing favors for the drug cartels and human traffickers. Correa denies these allegations.

Compromising photos were released in 2013 showing Correa “in an attitude of cordiality” next to three accused figures who trafficked cocaine for the Mexican drug cartels, according to the Attorney General’s Office of Ecuador. The photo had been taken by a retired Ecuadorian military officer, known as El Capi, who worked with the Sinaloa Cartel.21 Correa was suspected of taking money for his election campaign from the Colombian FARC guerrillas, who financed their activities with drug trafficking. He subsequently made decisions as president that benefited them.22 Correa had also kicked US personnel out of a strategic airbase in Ecuador, who were targeting drug and human traffickers.23 President Correa developed a reputation for protecting drug smugglers and politicians linked to them. In 2017, in one of his last acts as president, Correa pardoned three thousand drug smugglers.24

While money was certainly a factor, blood loyalty may also have played a role. Correa later admitted that his father had been a successful drug smuggler.25

Pierina Correa, the president’s sister, was photographed with the Ostaiza brothers. Each has been accused by the United States of drug trafficking and association with Colombia’s FARC, and of directing a substantial “asset laundering organization.”26

In October 2024, the Biden State Department designated Correa and his family as ineligible for entry into the United States “for involvement in significant corruption” while in office.27 Progressive International opposed the US decision. Indeed, after the State Department blocked Correa’s entry into the United States, PI accused the State Department of “persecuting” Correa and his family.28

Correa’s cartel and trafficking connections pale in comparison with those of Gustavo Petro, the current president of Colombia, who also sits as an advisor on the Progressive International Council.29

Before he entered into politics, Petro started as a member of the M-19, a revolutionary nationalist group that was the second-largest armed guerrilla group in Colombia after the FARC. This group was not only guilty of insurrection, but of kidnapping, weapons theft, and murder on a large scale.30

When Colombia elected Petro in 2022, it was a major victory for Progressive International and the drug cartels, with cocaine production skyrocketing as soon as he took office.31 According to Foreign Policy, the Biden administration took PI’s cue and “welcomed the election of leftist (and former guerrilla fighter) Gustavo Petro as Colombia’s president, soon inviting him to the White House.”32

In September of that year, Petro further signaled his allegiances in an address to the United Nations in which he essentially shifted blame for the drug trade from the cartels to capitalism. “I demand from here, from my wounded Latin America, an end to the irrational war on drugs,” he declared. He went on: “The war on drugs has failed . . . Do you want less drugs? Think about less profits and more love.”33

In that speech Petro spoke of legitimizing cocaine, and detractors in Latin America accused Petro of revealing “himself as the main defender of drug trafficking and guerrilla interests.”

After his speech, Progressive International published the speech on its website, and highlighted one central question from it on Twitter: “What is more poisonous for human beings: cocaine, coal or oil?”34

In fact, the drug cartels assisted Petro in his election. The Gulf Clan, for one, a criminal organization involved in drug distribution and human trafficking, had reportedly organized an “armed strike before the elections” and “threatened the Colombian population with reprisals if they did not vote for Petro.”35

Then there was the munificence of the “Marlboro Man.” The drug trafficker who went by that name, also known as Samuel Satander Lopesierra, and Gabriel Hilsalca, the son of a controversial businessman named “El Turco,” who was accused of murder and conspiracy to commit crimes, contributed generously to Petro’s presidential campaign. President Petro’s brother, Juan Fernando Petro, was accused of offering favors to imprisoned drug traffickers, presumably in exchange for large sums of money for his brother’s campaign.36 Petro’s son, also a politician, was arrested for taking money from drug cartels to fund his father’s campaign.37 (All the Petros have denied these accusations.)

Progressive International, rather than recoiling, defended Petro and organized “an international call for solidarity” to back him.38

Petro worked to establish such loyalty from US activists. In October 2019, then-Senator Gustavo Petro was on a panel for the Progressive Strategy Summit at the Hyatt Regency Hotel, just half a mile from the US Capitol. The event was organized by the Progressive Caucus in Congress.39

The extent of the bonds between American progressives and Latin American progressives linked to the drug trade is truly shocking. One of Ocasio-Cortez’s top political aides, Andrés Bernal, who helped craft the Green New Deal legislation, left her office and later took up a position serving as a “liaison to President Gustavo Petro and the US Progressive Caucus.”40

Petro has enjoyed close relationships with American progressives despite the swirl of allegations concerning his ties to the drug cartels. He and his team met with members of the Black Caucus and the US Progressive Caucus in Congress when they visited Washington.41

By 2023, when he was already under scrutiny for his alleged ties to drug traffickers, President Petro ended cooperation with the United States on an extradition agreement for narco-terrorists. Progressive International organized a high-profile US congressional delegation anyway, led by Rep. Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez, to meet with Petro in the summer of 2023.

According to AOC, the visit came after a conversation with President Lula of Brazil, who wanted US progressives to get more organized, that is, aligned with the progressive axis, in some instances in contradiction with the national interests of their country. In early 2023, when President Lula arrived in Washington for another visit, AOC recalled:


I had the benefit of sitting down with him, and I asked him what he thinks is needed right now from the progressives. He said, quite directly, that in Latin America progressives regularly gather, but US progressives are nowhere to be seen. He doesn’t know where we are. I took that as a challenge, and that’s one of the main things that precipitated our visit to Brazil, Chile, and Colombia.42



The delegation coordinator was Progressive International’s David Adler. Most of the delegation members were Hispanic Democrats: AOC was joined by congressmembers Nydia Velázquez, Joaquin Castro, Greg Casar, and Maxwell Frost, along with Senator Bernie Sanders’s chief of staff, Misty Rebik, suggesting that Senator Sanders had not completely detached himself from the organization.43 The delegation was dubbed “a big step forward in the development of a new US approach to Latin America and highlighted the important role that the US progressive left has to play in it.” The delegates fawned that they were not going to “lecture but to listen” to Petro and the other leaders. It begs the question, in what capacity were they representing US foreign policy or their oath-bound US allegiances? AOC’s vague rationale was that they went to promote democracy. The fact that several of the people they would be listening to had financial ties to drug cartels and human smugglers did not seem to deter them.44

“Gustavo Petro seals a strategic alliance with Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez,” read the headline in El País after their meeting.45

Ocasio-Cortez promised to work to “change the narratives [regarding] Latin America and Colombia.”46

AOC has repeatedly “expressed her ideological affinity” with Petro, noted Colombia’s IFM Noticias in 2025.47

“We have much to learn from our counterparts in these countries, including how to confront disinformation and violent threats to our democracies,” she proclaimed to the Los Angeles Times.48

These salaried beneficiaries of American taxpayers took time from their legitimate government business to learn lessons from leaders allegedly often funded by cartels, now framed as heroes of the people against capitalism. How naïve (or duplicitous) are these leftists that they can’t see that they are doing the bidding of America’s enemies?

“We are here because fascist movements are global, and as a result, progressive movements also have to be global if we are going to rise to the challenges of these times,” AOC told reporters in Spanish. During the meeting with President Petro in Colombia, delegation member Congressman Castro, the highest-ranking Democrat in the House Foreign Affairs Subcommittee on the Western Hemisphere, defended open borders, declaring, “Newly arrived immigrants are breathing new life into cities across the industrial Midwest.” 49

Congressman Greg Cesar later recounted that the delegation discussed the “war on drugs” in Colombia and the need to end it. The war on drugs, not their distribution.


And so, a big part of the conversation we are having, both with the president and the vice president in Colombia, is about pivoting away from the failed US war on drugs, and start to figure out how we support both a peace process that we need, because there’s continued violence in Colombia, both from criminal organizations and some remaining ideological groups.50



This, of course, was a major win for the drug cartels with which Petro has been allegedly connected. It’s debatable if ending the war on drugs and opening the US border are good for Colombians, but it’s hard to imagine how that could benefit Americans.

During the visit, AOC populated her Instagram feed with selfies, photos with dignitaries, and “instruction on how to build collective solidarity.”51

According to congressional financial disclosures, George Soros funded the trip through his foundation. AOC traveled with her partner, Riley Roberts, and three members of the Soros Foundation, who accompanied the delegates to their meetings.52

The American delegation, upon their return to Washington, pushed an agenda that Latin American progressives from Colombia to Mexico fully embraced. In addition to fighting for a cessation of the drug war, with the approval of House members Greg Casar and Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez and others, Nydia Velázquez introduced a resolution in Congress calling for annulment of the Monroe Doctrine while also condemning the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, in which Mexico sold California and other territories to the United States.53

As Petro’s administration stumbles through indictments, campaign finance investigations, plummeting poll numbers, and resignations, he has continued his warm relations with progressives in Washington. He visited the US Capitol in April 2023 to confer with members of the Congressional Progressive Caucus.54 He also visited Chicago, where he called for an end to the drug war.55 His apparent ties to criminals never seemed to come up.

Senator Chris Murphy hailed Petro as the “Bernie Sanders of Colombia” and flew to Bogota to meet with him, along with other members of Congress, where they discussed several topics, including the war on drugs.56

In 2024, several members of Congress traveled to Bogota to join the so-called Pan-American Congress. Convened by Petro, the Americans met with elected officials from Mexico to Brazil. Among the topics of discussion was ending the war on drugs.57

* * *

European Union member of Parliament and former prominent Spanish journalist Hermann Tertsch has observed that because of these sorts of ties, “The left in general is nourished by drug trafficking.”58

Progressive International flaunts this “nourishment.” Ernesto Samper, former president of Colombia, is also a fixture at PI events.59 Samper reportedly received more than $6 million from the Cali Cartel banker, a guy named Franklin Jurado, for his presidential campaign. The money came through the middleman Santiago Medina, an avid art collector and member of Samper’s presidential campaign. Reportedly assisting him with the transfer of funds was Fernando Botero, whom Samper later appointed defense minister. Botero and Medina negotiated the surrender of a Cali Cartel leader named Gilberto Rodríguez Orjuela, and Samper gave him no more than a slap on the wrist. His sentence allowed him to retain his assets and spend only a limited amount of time in an upscale jail. Much of the information in the case came from a disgruntled Samper aide, who recorded many of the conversations involving these transactions before releasing them to the public. Semper denies the allegations of any improper or illegal activity.60

Progressive International also features former Bolivian president Evo Morales, amplifying his message and including him in their events.61

Under Evo Morales’s tenure, Bolivia became the “new hub” of international drug trafficking.62 Morales was himself a former coca grower, the plant from which cocaine is derived. During his tenure as president, Morales expelled the DEA from the country.63 By 2014, Bolivia became one of the top three cocaine producers in the world. After being elected, he proposed a plan for the international legalization and trade of coca.64

The Chapare region’s coca growers maintained “strong connections” with Morales. According to Peruvian journalist Jaime Bayly, Morales was actually the head of a drug cartel, which sold vast quantities of cocaine to the Mexican drug cartels. Cartels in Chapare not only sell cocaine but also engage in human trafficking. Morales denies any ties to the drug trade and has not been charged with a crime.65

Several of President Morales’s close associates are tied to the drug trade. Ironically, “the former head of the Special Force to Fight Drug Trafficking, Maximiliano Dávila Pérez, appointed under Morales, was arrested for links to drug cartels.” The US government accused him of being part of an international drug network operating in the United States. Morales’s “Minister of the Presidency, Carlos Romero Bonifaz, was also investigated for links to organized drug trafficking.”66

Senior Bolivian government officials close to Evo Morales serve or have served on the “international council” of Progressive International, including Álvaro García-Linera, who currently sits as an emeritus member of the PI council and is the former vice president of Bolivia.67

Progressive politics would seem to be a magnet for drug and human traffickers, particularly in light of their advocacy of both mass migration and the deescalation of the Latin American drug war—these pillars of progressive politics directly advance cartel interests. Open borders allow cartels to expand their commercial activities, whether in drug or human trafficking, and it has been shown that they use the same routes and networks to transport both drugs and people.68

Are American progressives who work with political figures linked to the drug cartels naïve or cynical in their embrace?

* * *

“Officially, there is no war anymore,” announced the new president of Mexico. “We want peace and we are going to get it.”

Andrés Manuel López Obrador (AMLO) shocked his country and the world when he announced shortly after he was sworn in that he was canceling the “War on Drugs.”69 While his two most recent predecessors had pursued the drug cartels, AMLO replaced that effort with a strategy of “hugs not bullets.”70

We saw earlier how the Mexican elite class promotes the narrative of mass migration as a means of undermining US sovereignty, particularly in those states lost to the United States in the nineteenth century, a narrative that also benefits the drug cartels. Not surprisingly, the Mexican cartels have financially supported the campaigns of Mexico’s recent presidents.

In 2018, when Mexicans elected AMLO in a landslide victory, progressives in Washington cheered his rise to power. “Congratulations to Andres Manuel Lopez Obrador, the newly elected president of Mexico,” proclaimed Bernie Sanders. “Now is the time to stand up to Trump’s divisiveness and xenophobia and create a continent which brings countries together to focus on economic, social, racial, and environmental justice.”71

The press quickly dubbed AMLO “Mexico’s Bernie Sanders.” The Vermont senator had campaigned on the theme “we will make history” during his 2016 run. AMLO’s campaign sought a coalition called “Together We Will Make History.” Dual citizens, who could vote in both Mexico and the United States, gravitated to AMLO after voting for Sanders in the 2016 primary. “All the dual citizens I know voted for Bernie went down back to Mexico and voted for AMLO,” explained a guest of progressive talk show host Thom Hartmann.72

Progressives in the United States and Mexico fed off each other, sharing joint messaging as a hope for a spillover effect. As Rafael Barjas, a longtime AMLO friend and advisor, explained: “I am convinced that the radicalization of movements in Mexico can have an impact in the United States,” he explained. “I think it already has.”73

AMLO’s criticisms of capitalism align well with those of American progressives who looked to AMLO’s administration as an opportunity for America. But the open secret here was that drug cartels had propelled AMLO’s ascension.

In 2006, when AMLO had first run for president, a deal was brokered between a criminal group called the Beltrán Leyva Organization and the AMLO campaign. They would deliver millions of dollars to his campaign, including helping to pay for a large rally, and also funnel millions through two political consultants close to AMLO. In exchange, members of the AMLO campaign agreed to let the drug cartels have veto power over whom AMLO would select as attorney general of Mexico.74 AMLO lost the election, but the drug cartel ties remained.

“He pays for it.”

An assistant to Sinaloa Cartel leader Joaquín “El Chapo” Guzmán explained to a federal jury in the United States how Guzmán was paying politicians. “He bribes the entire government of Mexico,” he explained in testimony in 2018, “including up to the very top: the current president of Mexico.” The president at the time was AMLO. Of course, many in Mexico already believed that AMLO was in bed with the drug cartels.75

Another cartel leader had the same story. Named El Grande because of his six-foot-plus frame, he also testified that he knew AMLO and remembered giving him money. “It was like 500K USD or something like that,” he explained. They also gave a Chevy Suburban to a Mexican general “who accompanied AMLO everywhere.”76

Like the Latin American politicians working with Progressive International, AMLO worked hard to defang the war against the drug cartels, and American progressives started to embrace the same position. Bernie Sanders adopted that policy shortly after AMLO was elected.77

Echoing Petro’s speech at the United Nations, AMLO claimed that the drug lords were not really such terrible people. After becoming president, he made multiple trips to a small town in Badiraguato, in Sinaloa, the hometown of imprisoned drug lord El Chapo. At one point, AMLO explained to shocked reporters that criminal gangs and cartels were “respectful people” who generally only killed each other and left other people alone. “They respect the citizenry.” He explained that he would refuse the US government’s request to go after the cartels. “We are not going to act as policemen for any foreign government,” he said.78

In June 2020, AMLO admitted that he had personally ordered the release of one of El Chapo’s sons after Mexican military forces detained him.79 “We feel insulted as Mexicans and offended as soldiers,” said General Carlos Demetrio Gaytán Ochoa.80

In 2022, AMLO told the army not to attack cartel gunmen, because “we also take care of the lives of the gang members, they are human beings.” However humanitarian the rhetoric, the reality was that, for a price, AMLO was willing to overlook the tens of thousands of human beings who die or are abused at the hands of the cartels.81

AMLO stopped allowing the DEA to station a plane in his country, following the lead of other Progressive International–connected leaders who had booted the law enforcement agency from their countries. He also submitted legislation, which the Mexican parliament approved, that “stripped DEA agents of their diplomatic immunity and required them to share any information obtained with Mexican officials.”

“AMLO has never had a cross word for narcos,” complained David Agren in El Reportero.82

Meanwhile, he continued to push for open borders with the United States and the Reconquista of America. “We will not abandon the task of convincing those within the United States that we must build a universal brotherhood, without borders, more human and spiritual, with all the peoples of the world,” he declared.83

Welcome words to the drug and human traffickers in Mexico.

In 2024, AMLO’s protégé, Claudia Sheinbaum, was elected president of Mexico. “This effort—to strengthen a Progressive International—starts here, in Mexico,” proclaimed Jeremy Corbyn, a PI leader and part of the group’s inauguration delegation.84 Progressives in the United States hailed Sheinbaum. Adler has cheered AMLO’s rise in Mexico and explained that Sheinbaum’s victory is “epic, whopping, [and] historic.”85

Like so many Progressive International affiliates, Sheinbaum has her own alleged entanglements with drug cartels. As mayor of Mexico City, one of her closest aides was Omar Garcia Harfuch, whom she appointed as secretary of Citizen Security. He was essentially Mexico City’s top cop. When Sheinbaum became president, she made him the most powerful policeman in the country, the secretary of Security and Civilian Protection.

Garcia’s relationship with the drug cartels is also worrisome. His career was launched under a group of policemen, including Genaro García Luna, Ramón Pequeño García, and Luis Cárdenas Palomino, “who participated in drug trafficking operations of the Sinaloa Cartel” when they were supposed to be fighting the war on drugs. In 2013, Garcia was named the Federal Police’s coordinator for the State of Guerrero. According to the DEA, during his tenure, Guerrero remained a hub for drug traffickers smuggling cocaine into the United States. “He was head of the Federal Police in a region that, at that time, became the largest heroin-exporting zone in the hemisphere,” notes John Gibler, an investigative journalist.86 Mexican journalist Anabel Hernández reported that by 2016, when Garcia was the head of the attorney general’s Criminal Investigative Agency, he was allegedly receiving bribes from the Sinaloa Cartel. Hernández says that DEA agents have confirmed that Garcia and his team also stole drugs and money from criminal gangs during police operations.87 He was also accused of protecting the Sinaloa Cartel in the United States.88 (He denies all these accusations.)

The push by some progressives in the United States was not just a function of their political ambitions to create a cultural revolution and transformation in America. With a de facto alliance with figures linked to the drug trade, they were also providing support for an opening of the channels for the drug trade: open borders and mass migration.

Just as joining forces with Islamists has led progressives to absorb some of their priorities as their own, the fusing of Latin American with US-based progressives has served to advance the interests of those who are funding many of these Latin American progressives: the drug cartels. Ending the drug war, open borders, and mass migration all help the cartels reap enormous profits with even less scrutiny.




Chapter 8

Transforming America

Pope Francis stood on the razor’s edge separating the world’s economic engine and the developing world. He was before a sea of people near the US-Mexican border for what was perhaps the world’s first “transborder Mass.” He was speaking at the dusty fairgrounds in Ciudad Juárez, Mexico, with an audience of Mexicans, while American citizens gathered in the nearby El Paso, Texas, Sun Bowl to participate. It was the first visit by any Pope to the US-Mexico border region, and they purposely picked the corridor between Ciudad Juárez and El Paso, which “has long been one of the most important crossing sites for emigrants coming from Mexico and other parts of Latin America” illegally into the United States.1

It was February 2016, and America was in the midst of a presidential election where migration was the hot topic. Francis was diving right in.

“Immigration is a right, a right that is in the Sacred Scripture,” he later said, explaining the crux of his view on borders.2 On this day, he described migrant rights activists as “prophets of mercy,” and at one point, he gazed over the US border fence and made the sign of the cross on the edge of the Rio Grande, overlooking the border fence. He was apparently giving his blessing to illegal immigrants.3

Francis was positioning himself as the single most powerful religious leader and as a champion of mass migration into the United States and Europe. Later in the year, Francis made an appearance on the steps of St. Peter’s Basilica in Rome, surrounded by refugees. “Let everyone come,” he declared.4

On other occasions, he proclaimed in a fiery tone that turning away migrants was a “grave sin” against God. He likened those who opposed mass illegal migration to Cain and King Herod. Cain, of course, brutally murdered his brother out of jealousy. King Herod murdered many children in his attempt to kill baby Jesus.5

China, Mexico, and radical movements like the Muslim Brotherhood all have their motives for subverting the United States. It is a means of civilizational warfare. But the forces trying to change America by changing the people in it don’t have to be adversarial countries. They don’t have to even be countries.

Under Pope Francis, the Roman Catholic Church joined its ranks, hoping to transform American culture to conform to the precepts of liberation theology. Francis made common cause with those with whom he would appear to share very little in common, except for a deep, abiding desire to radically alter the foundations of Western society.

“Our theology is a theology of migrants,” he claimed.6

Those intimately involved in these efforts within the church are convinced that his successor, Pope Leo IV, will follow a similar path.

Pope Francis, aka Jorge Mario Bergoglio, was the first pontiff from outside of Europe since the eighth century and the first Jesuit pope. Born and raised in Argentina, he embraced the cause of mass migration like no other church leader. “Pope Francis’s dramatic gestures and poignant pleas for the rights and dignity of migrants and refugees have given these issues the highest priority ever for the Church worldwide,” explained Professor Allan Figueroa Deck, SJ. Borders and immigration are about “structural sin, the structural causes of injustice and the need for human solidarity across borders, [which] has arisen in contradistinction to an individualistic morality fixated on personal sin.”7 The cause of mass migration is not the corruption and failure of leadership in unstable countries. Instead, it is the result of Western capitalism and aggression, and the individualism and overconsuming West that needs to be dramatically remade.

A central part of Francis’s political ambition was diverting the United States and Europe from their more individualistic culture to the collective values he embraced.

Francis had ambitions to see Latin America rise in power and prominence at the expense of the United States. He used the term “La Patria Grande,” The Great Fatherland, when visiting Latin America as a rallying cry against the US. La Patria Grande is deeply embedded in Latin American history, a call for a unified continent that could resist outside powers like the United States.8 Francis often sounded more like a Latin American revolutionary than a leader of the Catholic Church, telling leaders in the region to never “sell off the motherland” and to resist “colonizations of any kind.”9

“We were looking for a path towards the patria grande,” he told bishops in Peru, “when we came up against an inhuman liberal capitalism that harms the people.”10

“The Florida Straits and the Mexican-American border are to this pontificate what the Berlin Wall was to John Paul II’s,” writes biographer Austen Ivereigh.11 The Evil Empire, once the Soviet Union during the Cold War, was, by Francis’s calculation, now the United States, especially under Donald Trump.

More importantly for Francis, mass migration served a key purpose because it is, in his words, “a lengthy process that aims to shape societies and cultures.” It is less about migrants assimilating, which leads them to, in his words, “suppress or forget their own cultural identity.” Instead, migrants are the vehicles of change for the Western world. Mass migration is the best mechanism to unmoor the West from its unhealthy emphasis on individualism and move it toward a more collective design.12

“If we can overcome individualism,” Francis declared at one point, “we will truly be able to develop a different lifestyle and bring about significant changes in society.”13

Mass migration not only fits with Francis’s vision for transforming the West to make it less “individualistic,” but it also offers an opportunity to regrow the Catholic Church in America. “Is there any secret about the fact that immigrants are one of the principal sources of renewed life in Catholic parishes, schools, and organizations all over the United States?” asks Professor Deck.14

For Francis, this was not just about preaching; it was about using the global apparatus of the Catholic Church to reconstitute America and Europe through mass migration. It is about action.

* * *

The aging revolutionary was wearing a blue-and-white Adidas tracksuit when his guest arrived in white vestments. The two men reportedly looked into each other’s eyes as they greeted one another.

Fidel Castro and Pope Francis spent thirty minutes in what was called an “intimate and familial encounter.”15 The aging communist and the leader of the Catholic Church chatted “informally,” according to Vatican Radio, about “the great problems of the contemporary world.”16 There was no mention of “grave sin” or King Herod when it came to the communist dictator. Pope Francis was friendly, even a bit deferential.

The two might appear on the surface to have little in common. One was a Cuban communist, atheist, revolutionary, and the other was an Argentine, Jesuit-trained priest who had risen to lead the Catholic Church. And yet, they both drank from the same intellectual stream. Pope Francis was radically transforming Catholicism, elevating a Marxist-infused brand of faith to the center point of the Church. And like Castro, he saw the West as a powerful impediment to his ambitions.

During their meeting in Havana, Castro gave Francis a gift, a book laying out his views on revolution and religion. Titled Fidel & Religion, it was written by Frei Betto, a political activist, liberation theologian, and Dominican friar. “To Pope Francis,” Castro wrote, “On the occasion of his cordial visit to Cuba, with the respect and admiration of the Cuban people, Fidel.”17

Betto had been a longtime booster of the oppressive Cuban regime. “The Cuban revolution is an evangelic creation,” he declared. On another occasion, he said of communist Cuba, “Here a society of cooperation, collaboration, and international spirit has been constructed. All of those socialist values are essentially Christian.”18

Betto was familiar to the Pope: the two happened to be longtime friends. He had visited with the Pontiff several times in Rome.

Francis offered the Cuban dictator several gifts in return, including his encyclical on the environment, “an indictment of rich nations’ exploitation of the poor and misuse of the earth’s resources.”19 One influence on the encyclical was Leonardo Boff, a Franciscan priest. Boff, another liberation theology adherent, had been condemned by the Catholic Church decades earlier for his rejection of basic Christian beliefs such as the resurrection. He and the Cuban dictator had a “close friendship,” according to Boff.20

Earlier in the day, Francis led a Mass in Havana’s Plaza de la Revolución, staged beside a “giant sculpted outline of Guevara’s face.”21 Francis had nothing openly critical to say about the Cuban dictatorship or the human rights situation in the country. Pro-democracy activists in Cuba were clearly disappointed. Francis’s supporters were not surprised. “I have no doubt that Francis is coming to help build a new future for Cuba, but it’s one that reforms and builds on the revolution, rather than opposes it,” said Ivereigh.22

Francis also held a Q&A session with students at the Padre Felix Varela Cultural Center in Havana. When one student complained about structural difficulties in Cuba, Francis responded that the student didn’t have it so bad and that the unemployment rate in Europe for young people was 40 to 50 percent.

The Castro-loving Betto later recalled that Francis handled the question in “an absolutely brilliant manner.”23

Mass migration was very much on the minds of Cuba’s leaders. A day earlier, Pope Francis met with Fidel’s younger brother Raúl, who was running the country. The details of what they discussed never leaked. But Raúl’s gift to the Pope was unique and to the point concerning mass migration: a composition built “from the oars of migrant boats,” a gift said to be “inspired by Francis’ great attention to the plight of migrants.”24 There was a theme here: earlier in the year, Raúl Castro had traveled to Rome to meet with Francis in the Vatican; among the gifts was a work by the Cuban artist Kcho: a painting showing a cross made from different migrant boats.

During that early 2015 Rome meeting between Raúl Castro and the Pontiff, the Cuban dictator had exited the Vatican and declared to the stunned media that he might return to the Church. It set off a brief frenzy; an atheist returning to the flock? But Castro was quick to explain that it was not so much that he was moving toward the Church, but that the Church under Francis had moved toward him. “If you continue talking like this,” Raúl said he told Francis, “sooner or later I will begin to pray again, and I will return to the Catholic Church . . . I may convert again to Catholicism, even though I am a Communist.”25

Under Pope Francis, the Catholic Church moved considerably to the left on several issues. During one of his many visits to Cuba, Frei Betto made clear that Francis “is making a true revolution within the Catholic Church.” He explained, “That is why all the progressive forces of Latin America are happy with the pope’s stance, which is perfectly in tune with liberation theology.”26

In this view, theology and politics are directly intertwined. “I think that the enormous historic importance of liberation theology,” said Fidel Castro, “or the liberation church—whatever you want to call it—lies precisely in its profound impact on the political views of its followers.”27

Francis wanted to move the church theologically, but he also wanted to move it geopolitically. Rather than supporting or defending Western tradition, he wanted to lead the Church as an opponent of those values. According to Francis, the systems of the West—individualism, freedom, and a market economy—are sinful and flawed. Western culture needs to be more collective in its orientation. His view reflected La Patria Grande, the Great Fatherland of Latin America. Mass migration was a means by which the cultural elements of La Patria Grande could be extended into the United States and Europe.

At the root of the Church’s revolution was Pope Francis’s embrace of liberation theology, which melds Marxism with Catholic social teaching. (“The theologians are becoming Communists and the Communists are becoming theologians!” Fidel Castro had exclaimed at one point in wonder.)28 Born in Latin America, liberation theology called for Marxist collectivist solutions and the rejection of individual freedom prominent in free market societies.

Gustavo Gutiérrez wrote one of the earliest and most important books on the concept called, appropriately, A Theology of Liberation. “Only a radical break from the status quo, that is, a profound transformation of the private property system, access to power of the exploited class, and a social revolution that would break this dependence would allow for the change to a new society, a socialist society—or at least allow that such a society might be possible,” he wrote.29

Liberation theology emphasized action—revolution—to accomplish its “spiritual” goals. Changing the private property system meant creating governments like Castro’s in Cuba and the Sandinistas in Nicaragua: heaven on earth via dictatorial socialism. As Frei Betto, friend to both Francis and Fidel, put it, “What is the utopia that moves the revolutionaries to the light of Marxism? The future communist society, the same utopia that the gospel calls the Kingdom of God.”30

But it was cultural, too. Liberation theology was embraced because it was not European or Western; it reflected Latin American cultural values. “The Latin American church started to formulate its own theology,” explained Betto in describing the origins of liberation theology. “It stopped importing it from Europe.” The European approach was a “personalist philosophy.” Liberation theology was about the “collective.”31 La Patria Grande, the idea of a Latin American Fatherland infused with indigenous values, merged perfectly with the cultural elements of liberation theology.

Fidel Castro had passionately pushed for a “strategic alliance” between “Christians and Marxists” for decades as a powerful revolutionary weapon. But deception was required, he argued, given that Marxists were atheists. It was necessary to “at all costs avoid doctrinal rhetoric that goes against the religious feelings of the population,” he explained in Fidel & Religion, the book he gifted to Pope Francis.32 After one seized power, of course, it was a different story.

Liberation theology became a powerful political force in Latin America because of this strategic alliance between revolutionaries and Catholic priests. Its chief architects agreed with Castro that it was necessary to deceive people to create a broad appeal for their ideas. “I’m glad that Liberation Theology is not on the front page of the newspapers today,” Gustavo Gutiérrez told the São Paulo Forum in an interview, “because that didn’t let us work.”33

Instead, the liberation theologians proposed shading their goals and using different words. “Let’s not start by speaking of liberation theology straight away; this scares people,” explained Frei Betto. Instead, he advised discussing issues and incorporating liberation theology into those discussions. “Let’s start by talking about social-environmental issues.”34

This was, of course, precisely the approach Castro had taken. During his armed struggle to take power in Catholic Cuba, Castro had often positioned himself as democratic or Christian, hiding his ultimate goals. He had, after all, launched his violent revolution using the slogan “He who betrays the poor betrays Christ.” Once in power, of course, he promptly expelled priests and shut down churches.35

That same sort of deception was employed when it came to mass migration.

The rise of liberation theology in Latin America led the Vatican in 1984, under Pope John Paul II, to declare that it was a false teaching. It was flawed because of “a disastrous confusion between the poor of the Scripture and the proletariat of Marx [emphasis added],” explained then-Cardinal Joseph Ratzinger in an official Vatican statement. “In this way they pervert the Christian meaning of the poor, and they transform the fight for the rights of the poor into a class fight within the ideological perspective of the class struggle.”36

That remained the church’s position for thirty years, until Francis.

Shortly after he became Pope, Francis declared that liberation theologians should not be condemned but instead be praised for their “high concept of humanity.” In 2013, just a few months after his inauguration, Francis welcomed Gutiérrez to the Vatican as his special guest.37 It was a stunning rebuke to his predecessors, including Pope John Paul II, who had grown up in a communist country and knew the perils of Marxism. Francis offered the father of liberation theology “apologies” for the “suffering he endured in life.” This first meeting was held in secret, intentionally left off the Pope’s official schedule. Only after a pointed question did a Vatican spokesperson confirm it. Gutiérrez did not indicate he had changed any of his more outrageous views. He still saw Fidel Castro as a “model” for all of Latin America.38

Vatican officials declared Gutiérrez was responsible for one of “the most important currents in 20th-century Catholic theology.” L’Osservatore Romano, the Vatican’s official newspaper, said that the rise of Pope Francis would bring liberation theology out from the “shadows to which it has been relegated for some years, at least in Europe.”39

When Gutiérrez died in 2017, Pope Francis was effusive in his praise. “Gustavo . . . a great man, a man of the Church,” who “knew how to stay silent when he needed to be silent, who knew how to suffer when he had to suffer, and who managed to bring forward so much apostolic fruit, and such rich theology.”40

Francis was now casting aside the condemnation of liberation theology and embracing it. It was a positive thing. “Liberation theology rehabilitation continues at Vatican” ran one Associated Press story headline.41 Francis, the first Pope from Latin America, cast the Church’s earlier rejection of the Marxist-infused theology in cultural terms, as a way of casting off European influences and removing the weight of Western dominance. Francis noted that in the supporting documents from the 1984 condemnation titled Instruction on Certain Aspects of Theology of Liberation, “80 percent of the notes were written in German.”42 Apparently, European Church leaders could not understand the truths of Liberation theology because they were not from Latin America.

Beyond Gutiérrez, Francis rehabilitated other liberation theologians who had been pushed to the sidelines in the church by previous popes.

Leonardo Boff, a Franciscan priest and decades-long friend of Pope Francis, had been condemned by the Vatican in 1992 for his views.43 When the Catholic Church censored him, Castro brought him to Cuba for two weeks of rest and support.44

Boff had deep ties to Castro and the Sao Paul Forum, where he sat on the editorial board of their magazine, America Libre. “What we propose,” he said in 1980, “is not theology within Marxism, but Marxism within theology.”45 His views on that had not changed.

Boff, despite his self-proclaimed fight against oppression, did not appear particularly bothered by Marxist dictatorships that oppressed people. In addition to his “close friend” Castro, he stood up for other tyrants like Venezuela’s Hugo Chavez. Like so many others who sought a war on the Anglo-European world, Boff saw this as a civilizational war. “Marxism is a principally European theme,” he said. “In Latin America, the big enemy is not Marxism, it is capitalism.”46

Boff saw the Pope as not just a friend but a powerful ally for his cause. “Francis is one of us,” he told the German newspaper Kolner Stadt-Anzeiger in 2016. “He has turned Liberation Theology into a common property of the Church. And he has widened it.”47 As we saw earlier, Pope Francis recruited him as an advisor for his 2015 encyclical Laudato Si.48

Pope Francis also restored the standing of other radical priests, such as Nicaraguan Ernesto Cardenal, who had served in a senior position in the Sandinista government while in the church. In 1983, when Pope John Paul II visited the country, he chastised him for violating his religious vows by joining the communist government of the Sandinistas. “You must straighten out your position with the Church,” John Paul II had sternly said.49

Now Francis was bringing them back into the fold.

Father Miguel D’Escoto Brockmann, another Nicaraguan priest involved with the Nicaraguan government, had also been expelled from the Church by Pope John Paul II. (D’Escoto sat on the editorial board of America Libre.) Francis reinstated him in 2014, giving “his benevolent assent that Father Miguel D’Escoto Brockmann be absolved from the canonical censure inflicted upon him.”50 After Francis restored him to the church, D’Escoto proudly announced that God “chose the greatest Latin-American of all time: Fidel Castro.” It is through him that “the Holy Spirit sends us the message.” On another occasion, he offered his view that capitalism is the “most un-Christian doctrine and practice ever devised by man to keep us separate and unequal in a kind of global apartheid.”51

Pope Francis shared these views, attacking the free market economy as a “tyranny.”52

“In this system,” Francis thundered, “which tends to devour everything which stands in the way of increased profits, whatever is fragile, like the environment, is defenseless before the interests of a deified market, which becomes the only rule.”53

These were long-held views by Francis. Growing up in Argentina, “he loved to hang out in political clubs and meeting rooms where socialists, radicals, and Peronists met and argued,” writes his sympathetic biographer, Austen Ivereigh. “He remains, to this day, Homo politicus, committed to what he calls ‘big politics.’”54

When he joined the church, he rose quickly through the ranks, practicing a “‘Peronist’ version of liberation theology,” while “his circle was hostile to what they perceived as foreign Enlightenment ideologies.”55

Those who knew him well earlier in his career saw the same elements, according to Pope Francis’s mentor and seminary teacher, Juan Carlos Scannone. (“Arguably, few theologians influenced Francis as much as Scannone.”)56

According to Scannone, Francis embraced the “Argentine theology of the people,” which was a strand “within Latin American liberation theology.”57 What made “theology of the people” different from other strands of liberation theology was that while much of liberation theology focused on Marxist economic class warfare, the theology of the people focused on cultural warfare.

As another sympathetic Francis biographer, Paul Vallely, puts it: “The theology of the people focuses on cultural rather than economic change.”58

The theology of the people that Francis embraced and touted rejected Western Christendom as its reference point. Instead, it was developed “as a revolt against a worldview handed down from Argentina’s colonial masters.”59

“Our humanism is not individualistic, like that of the Renaissance or in the liberal sense,” Scannone wrote in Theology of the People. “This is proven by the reality and idea of people as a collective subject.”60

According to Scannone, the Pope also partially embraced “the Frankfurt School” of thinking, the cultural form of Marxism that seeks to transform societies through cultural revolution rather than a purely economic one.61

For Francis, the rejection of capitalism was a dogmatic necessity to follow Jesus. In 1998, as archbishop in Buenos Aires, the future pope wrote: “No one can accept the precepts of neoliberalism [free market capitalism] and consider themselves Christian.”62 These were bold, harsh, condemning words—words that were never openly expressed about communism, Castro, or statist societies. Once he became pontiff, the same fierce denunciation of capitalism remained, as did his excuses for communist regimes, like the one he offered up to the student in Havana. As Dr. Samuel Gregg writes, “In the numerous addresses, press conferences, and interviews Francis has given since becoming pope, it is difficult to find any criticism of left-populist policies that comes close to matching his impassioned denouncements of market economies.”63

Francis was also interested in culture and expressed his displeasure with emphasizing the connections between Christianity and Western civilization. “We need to speak of [European] roots in the plural because there are so many,” he said in an interview with the French publication La Croix. “In this sense, when I hear talk of the Christian roots of Europe, I sometimes dread the tone, which can seem triumphalist or even vengeful. It then takes on colonialist overtones.”64

Christian roots in Europe were to be downplayed. Indigenous roots in Latin America were to be celebrated, even if they contradicted the centrality of Christianity. La Patria Grande. The man on the Throne of St. Peter was soon hosting religious services on the main altar at St. Peter’s in the heart of the Vatican with a wooden idol of the pagan goddess Pachamama. It was even carried in a procession to Synod Hall.65 It was very much like what Mexico’s leaders were doing, rejecting Western ideas and embracing indigenous cultures. Cosmic Race, indeed.

Francis’s low regard for European culture and his celebration of indigenous pagan cultures was an echo of what Castro had preached for decades: notions like individualism, democracy, and even Christianity were European—not universal—values. As Castro put it in his book Fidel & Religion: “The concept of bourgeois democracy was born in Europe . . . they weren’t the ideas of the Aztecs, the Incas, or the Cuban Siboneys [A tribal people of the Caribbean]. Christianity itself wasn’t the religion of the Aztecs, the Incas, or the Siboneys.” These were different civilizations, and it was clear on which side Castro placed himself and liberation theology.66

As discussed, migration was important for Francis not only as a right for people but also as a mechanism for changing Western societies. Under Francis, there was an “unprecedented volume of teaching on the subjects [of migration and the politicization of migration] through homilies, addresses and public statements.”67 He called on people in the West to welcome migrants and be “open to being mobilized, challenged, broadened.” Truly religious people would not vote for restrictions on immigration.68

Within the Catholic Church itself, there were grave concerns about both the spiritual and cultural shifts that were taking place under Pope Francis. A cultural revolution was afoot. Archbishop Carlo Maria Vigano, an Italian priest who rose to become the secretary-general of the Governate of Vatican City State and then Apostolic Nuncio to the United States, accused Francis of “destroying civil society” by promoting “uncontrolled immigration and calls for the integration of cultures and religions.”69

Archbishop Vigano regarded the mass migration to Europe as an “indiscriminate invasion.” An invasion welcomed by Francis.

Vigano noted that with Francis, “there is no mention of the duty of migrants to respect the rules of civil life, the culture, and the religion of those who welcome them, nor of the duty of the Catholic Church to evangelize and convert those who ignore the Gospel of Christ.”70 Instead, the cultural shift brought in by mass migrants was to be embraced.

Vigano also pointed out that while the pontiff had harsh words for those opposed to mass migration, there was “not a word for the persecuted Catholics in China.”71

Another religious leader also rejected Francis’s cultural views and actions to transform Western civilization: the Dalai Lama. The Tibetan monk feared that mass migration into Europe would turn the continent into an “Arab country.”72

It would culturally transform the continent.

“Europe belongs to the Europeans,” he said.73

But isn’t cultural transformation the point?

It is ironic but not surprising that the Tibetan monk took up the defense of the Western world more boldly than the head of the Catholic Church. The Dalai Lama witnessed how China had used mass migration to subvert the culture of his own country, Tibet. It had, in fact, created a “cultural revolution.”

But Francis, who had reinstated the dissenting liberation theologians in the name of tolerance and forgiveness, had no tolerance for Archbishop Vigano’s views. He promptly ejected him from the church on the grounds of “schism”—dividing the church.

* * *

Francis was moving the Catholic Church against the West—and he had some powerful secular allies.

In 2015, non-Catholic progressives saw an opportunity to advance their goals by pouring money into Catholic charities. George Soros has long been in favor of a borderless world. “Sovereignty is an anachronistic concept,” he has declared. Although he has lived and prospered in the United States, Soros explains, “I live in one place, but I consider myself a citizen of the world.” He refers to himself as a “stateless statesman.”74 He has poured large sums of money into projects over the decades to support mass migration into the United States and the erasure of restrictions on mass migration into the country. The movement of the Catholic Church to the left under Pope Francis created an opportunity to advance his agenda further. The Soros Foundation gave $650,000 to the PICO Network and Faith in Public Life for Pope Francis’s visit to the United States.

The goal was to get the American Catholic Church focus on migration and social justice issues. With fifty million American adults identifying as Catholic, and no candidate for president getting more than 55 percent of the popular vote since Reagan, any political changes within the church could be politically seismic.

The timing was key: this was the run-up to the 2016 presidential election. According to leaked documents from the Soros Foundation: “In order to seize this moment, we will support PICO’s organizing activities to engage the Pope on economic and racial justice issues.”75

“By harnessing the papal visit to lift up the Pope’s searing critique of what he calls ‘an economy of exclusion and inequality’ and his dismissal of ‘trickle down’ theories, PICO and FPL will work to build a bridge to a larger conversation about bread-and-butter economic concerns and shift national paradigms and priorities in the run-up to the 2016 presidential campaign,” said the document from May 2015.

This allowed them to “focus on refugees, migrants, over-incarceration, and immigrant rights, ‘while also bringing new energy into the 2016 presidential conversation.’”

“PICO and FPL have been able to use their engagement in the opportunity of the Pope’s visit to seed their position in the long-term project of shifting the priorities of the US Catholic Church to focus on issues of injustice and oppression,” said the memo.76

The collaboration or cooperation between Pope Francis’s Vatican and progressives in the United States remains a topic shrouded in mystery. Vigano, for example, criticized the Vatican for being too close to the Obama administration.77

And then there was the matter of a possible donation to the 2016 Hillary Clinton campaign.

Libero Milone had been a senior executive at the accounting firm Deloitte for decades and was hired by the Vatican as the first auditor general to investigate the misuse of funds by senior church officials. One of the matters he was looking into was the allegation that approximately $1 million had been transferred from Peter’s Pence, “the Pope’s personal charity fund,” into the coffers of the Clinton campaign in early 2016. Milone said he was looking at Peter’s Pence when he was ousted without explanation.78

While the extent of the ties between American progressives and Francis’s Vatican cannot be fully known, it is clear that Francis took unprecedented steps to try to influence the 2016 campaign. Just days before the election, Francis was asked by reporters about candidate Donald Trump’s campaign promise to build a wall along the Mexican border. “A person who thinks only about building walls,” he responded, “wherever they may be, and not building bridges, is not Christian. This is not the Gospel.”79

Declaring a political figure, one up for election in a matter of days, no less, “not Christian,” was something Pope Francis had never done before. Only Donald Trump had that distinction.

It is also clear that the Pope worked to mask his ambition during visits to the United States. Of eighteen official speeches that Pope Francis gave when he visited the United States in 2016, only three were in English. One was in Italian, and the rest were in Spanish.80 When he spoke to Hispanic audiences in Spanish, the Vatican provided inaccurate or incomplete translations in English, so non-Spanish speakers couldn’t fully grasp the full-throated message. Particularly when it came to the topic of migration, what he said in Spanish and what the Vatican’s official translation into English presented were quite different, according to two scholars sympathetic to Francis. “As a result of both minor discrepancies and major text omissions, the pope’s message is unquestionably altered to remove his emphasis on his connection with and esteem for the immigrant, his direct acknowledgment of the presence of immigrants, and his affirmation that there is a community present to welcome and love them, and his pastoral encouragement for all present to keep dreaming,” notes Notre Dame professor Luis Fraga and Professor Kiku Huckle of Pace University. After his Spanish speech at Independence Hall in Philadelphia, which was more political in tone, the English translation omitted his words regarding “his redefinition of religious liberty” and his views on globalization. He challenged the American people to apply the principles of liberty to migrants coming into the country. But “this message [was] significantly weakened and watered down in the English translation,” they write.81

Why would the Vatican try to hide his message? Why was the message different for Spanish speakers in the United States than for English speakers?

* * *

For Francis, moving the US and Europe away from individualism was necessary for the very survival of the planet. The individualism and wealth of the West caused overconsumption, resulting in ecological disaster. In a cri de coeur, Francis offered a dark view of the modern Western world. And his solution was personal repentance, as well as “deep change” and a “bold cultural revolution.”82

Mass migration offered a mechanism to accomplish that goal. Francis believed that migrants bore “the brunt of ‘aggressive’ nationalism and ‘radical individualism.’”

“Today’s migration movements offer an opportunity for us to overcome our fears and let ourselves be enriched by the diversity of each person’s gifts,” he declared. “Then, if we so desire, we can transform borders into privileged places of encounter, where the miracle of an ever wider ‘we’ can come about.”83

Pope Francis condemned “barriers to migrants as a grave moral issue.”84 The United States needed “to open the doors to migration.”85

Critics noted, of course, that high walls surround the Vatican itself, and that the city-state strictly enforces its immigration laws.

But Francis was about more than talk. As we will see, Francis took steps to encourage, help, and push mass migration into the United States and Europe. He used the institutions within his worldwide church to do so. But this was not only about changing the nature of Western civilization. The financial interests of the church also pointed toward open borders. His critic, Archbishop Vigano, noted that the Catholic Church, through a variety of organizations, “participate(s) in the lucrative business of receiving immigrants,” which created “a macroscopic conflict of interest.”86

* * *

The Roman Catholic Church has a long history of involvement with social movements. Francis wanted to deepen that involvement. It was all in keeping with his theology of the people and its fixation with cultural social action. He created a powerful new mechanism dubbed the World Meeting of Popular Movements (WMPM) to collaborate and consult with radical groups from around the world, many of which seemed intent on a “cultural revolution.”87 The first meeting convened in Rome in 2014, and he presided over the hundreds of community organizers and social-movement leaders who gathered. Just how radical were these groups? At that first meeting, there was a call for the canonization of Antonio Gramsci. He was an Italian communist with theories that a Marxist revolution was best achieved by capturing cultural institutions. Needless to say, “Saint Antonio” was a very odd idea, given that Gramsci was not just an atheist but a self-described “cultural despiser” of religion. This reflected how many who attended these meetings to work with the Pope were political radicals and not actually the Christian faithful.88

The purpose of the WMPM “is to create an ‘encounter’ between Church leadership and grassroots organizations working to address the ‘economy of exclusion and inequality’ . . . by working for structural changes that promote social, economic, and racial justice.”89 Propelling migrants into the Western world is a central part of that effort.

Working with radical community organizers was a central tenet of Pope Francis’s tenure at the helm of the Catholic Church. “Like me, Pope Francis seems to love being around organizers,” said University of San Francisco theologian Erin Brigham, who studies community organizing and Catholic social thought. “[Francis is] always making space to listen to organizers; he prioritizes meeting with them.”90

These were often not Catholic organizations but instead radical groups with little interest in Christendom or faith. Francis met privately with community organizers in the United States, including those in the Industrial Areas Foundation (IAF), who were working aggressively with illegal immigrants. Francis’s meeting with the IAF leaders was about the “Recognizing the Stranger Initiative” to bring immigrants and nonimmigrants together via political action. Again, working with a Saul Alinsky–created and –inspired organization is an odd choice for the Catholic Church.91 Alinsky infamously dedicated his most famous book, Rules for Radicals, to Lucifer.92

In July 2015, Francis was in Bolivia to attend the Second WMPM. If the first meeting in Rome had brought together 150 activists, this second meeting brought fifteen hundred activists from “every corner of the globe.”93 He called for poor people to “change the world economic order,” denounced the “new colonialism,” and declared that the poor had “sacred rights” to “labor, lodging, and land.”94 He warned of “the anonymous influence of mammon: corporations, loan agencies, certain free-trade treaties, and the imposition of ‘austerity’ measures which always tighten the belts of the workers and the poor.”95 One means of changing global economic order, of course, was through mass migration. The “stench” in the air, he told those assembled, was “‘the dung of the devil’ [that] lies behind global capitalism’s indifference to the poor and the planet.”96

Priests and pastors often speak like this, but the context makes it clear whether they are talking about charity or revolution. In this case, the main keynote speaker at the event was leftist strongman, Bolivian president Evo Morales. Since taking office in 2006, he “had relentlessly attacked the Church, painting it as a colonial import, and excluding it wherever possible from official acts, replacing Catholic rites with official venerations of the Inca fertility goddess Pachamama.”97

While in Bolivia, Francis spent time with Morales. Together, they stopped to pray at the spot where a radical priest named Espinal had been gunned down decades earlier. Francis referred to him as “our brother.” Morales later presented the Pontiff with a “huge crucifix made out of a hammer and sickle.” It was said to be a replica of one Espinal had kept by his bed. Francis was “taken aback” by the gift but not offended by it.98 He took the crucifix back to the Vatican.

“It was [Espinal’s] life, his way of thinking,” the pope explained.99

In 2017, the WMPM came to the United States to further fan the flames of mass migration. Catholic leaders and radical groups gathered for a regional meeting of the group in Modesto, California. The purpose of the event, according to Church leaders, was “to deepen solidarity between social justice movements in the United States and the Church.”100 Earlier in the year, on the exact day that Donald Trump was inaugurated president, Francis gave a stunning—if overlooked—interview in which he said the return of nationalism and populism should make us think of how Hitler rose to power in Germany.101

The main organizer was PICO National Network (later renamed “Faith in Action”), a left-wing group founded by a Jesuit priest and heavily funded by Jeff Bezos’s ex-wife, MacKenzie Scott.102 It claims more than one thousand Catholic parishes across the country as members and has named “a society free of economic oppression” as its primary goal.103 PICO enjoys the support of Cardinal Oscar Andres Rodriguez Maradiaga from Honduras, who was also one of Francis’s top advisers.104

Among PICO’s initiatives is LA RED, which urges local governments not to work with federal immigration officials to enforce laws against illegal immigrants.105 It is also a member of “Field Team 6, a coalition of lobbying and state election advocacy organizations working towards registering more Democrat voters within key swing states and counties.”106

As we saw earlier, George Soros and his foundation were explicitly funding PICO to use the Catholic Church to influence the 2016 presidential election.

The nearly seven hundred attendees at the Modesto event included “grassroots activists, faith-based organizers, farm workers, undocumented immigrants, clergy, and several bishops.”107 Francis offered a welcoming letter: “For some time, the crisis of the prevailing paradigm has confronted us. I am speaking of a system that causes enormous suffering to the human family, simultaneously assaulting people’s dignity and our Common Home in order to sustain the invisible tyranny of money that only guarantees the privileges of a few.”108 That system, of course, was free market capitalism.

That was the key point: the problem was not one of personal greed, excess, or sin. “Inequality is the root of social ills.” According to Francis, the problems in the Western world are structural and cultural. The entire nation needed transforming.109

At the center of this “system” were the borders. Francis had titled the subsection of his Fratelli Tutti “without borders.”110 At this meeting in California, facilitating mass migration was a central part of the discussion. San Diego Catholic bishop Robert McElroy took the stage and, in a booming speech, offered a call to action. McElroy had been appointed to his position by Francis and had teamed up with PICO in September 2015 to lead an event along the “Mexican border, unveiling a ‘Wall of Lament’ for families separated by illegal immigration.”111

“We must all become disrupters,” he thundered in Modesta, encouraging religious leaders and activists to obstruct US law enforcement efforts to locate and/or deport illegals. “President Trump was the candidate of disruption . . . Well now, we must all become disrupters.”


We must disrupt those who would seek to send troops into our streets to deport the undocumented, to rip mothers and fathers from their families. We must disrupt those who portray refugees as enemies, rather than our brothers and sisters in terrible need. We must disrupt those who train us to see Muslim men and women and children as sources of fear rather than as children of God. We must disrupt those who seek to rob our medical care, especially from the poor. We must disrupt those who would take even food stamps and nutrition assistance from the mouths of children.112



His speech was a loud echo of liberation theology.

“So let us see and judge and act. Let us disrupt and rebuild. And let us do God’s work,” McElroy finished to exuberant applause.

The program director of another Mackenzie Scott and George Soros–funded group, Faith in Public Life, tweeted that the address “was one of the most powerful speeches I’ve ever seen a bishop give.”113

The meeting ended with a call for general mobilization with several action items. “We urge every faith community, including every Catholic parish [emphasis added], to declare themselves a sanctuary for people facing deportation and those being targeted based on religion, race, or political beliefs.”114

When Donald Trump was elected president again in 2024, McElroy was promoted to archbishop of Washington, DC.115

The call went out from the Vatican itself. Francis and his church were supporting the full invasion of the United States and Europe by a wave of humanity propelled forward by an array of foreign actors bent on fundamentally changing the United States via demography.

Shortly after that meeting in Modesta, Francis issued a directive of Twenty Pastoral Action Points for the Church. It was submitted to the United Nations and offered as guidelines for what governments should do when it comes to illegal migrants.


	The substantial increase in visas and other legal avenues for the arrival and residency of migrants who would otherwise migrate illegally.

	The end to detention for illegal migrants.

	The end of the “safe countries” list by which to determine the provisional validity of refugee claims (persons could claim refugee status from countries such as the United States and Canada).

	The right to use and possession of bank accounts for “all immigrants” (legal and illegal alike, potentially opening the door to significant money laundering).

	Access to welfare and health services independent of their legal status.

	Access to “national pension schemes” (Social Security and potentially Medicaid, depending on how expansive one considers their definition of health services).

	Extension of citizenship or amnesty to “all refugees.”

	Declaration of amnesty and pathway to legality for all migrants who have lived in their host country for “a considerable amount of time.”

	Public funding to promote “a positive narrative of solidarity towards migrants.”116



In 2017, Pope Francis established a new Vatican office to oversee the Church’s activities with migrants and refugees called the Dicastery for Promoting Integral Human Development. Francis directed its Migrants and Refugees section.117

One of the undersecretaries of the Migrants and Refugees section, Father Fabio Baggio, urged the West not to resist the wave of mass migration. “In recent times, more restrictive immigration policies have revealed worrisome manifestations of xenophobia and racism, raising questions about the international community’s commitment to the building of a ‘global village’ capable of appreciating differences while celebrating the unity of humankind.”118

* * *

The death of Pope Francis and the selection of Robert Prevost, Pope Leo XIV, to succeed him, has not dimmed the hopes and aspirations of the Catholic Church’s liberation theologians. Indeed, according to Brazilian journalist Marcelo Menna Barreto, liberation theology advocates “expressed greater enthusiasm” for the selection.119 Frei Betto indicated he was happy with the new Pope, declaring that he would be a “counterpoint to Trump.”120 He later added that Prevost’s decision to name himself after Leo was “a symbolism of someone who will adopt progressive policies.”121

Liberation Theologian Leonard Boff agrees, saying Leo will be “very consistent with [Francis’s] social positions.” Francis liked Prevost, Boff argues, because he “lived much of his life outside the United States,” and had been naturalized as a Peruvian citizen.122 And while serving in Peru, Prevost was known to cite church documents “strongly influenced” by liberation theology.123 He is also said to have met with the father of liberation theology, Gustavo Gutiérrez, while serving in Peru, and expressed appreciation for his work.124 Boff believes that Francis was drawn to Prevost precisely because of where he was living and the worldview that he represents. His faith “did not belong to the old and already decadent European Christianity, he came from the Great South, with the pastoral and theological experience ripened on the periphery of the Church, in this case from Peru, where Gustavo Gutiérrez’s theology of liberation was born and developed,” says Boff.125

Cardinal McElroy, who gave the fiery speech on immigration in California and voted in the conclave for the new pope, is equally optimistic. Noting that Pope Leo “had a wonderful relationship with the late Pope,” he declared that the new pope “will follow much in the path of Pope Francis.”126

It is too soon to know the path that Pope Leo will take. There is also the question of whether the new pope, should he ever wish to change course, would be able to root out those individuals within the Catholic Church hierarchy who want to continue Francis’s legacy. What is clear is that a large faction within the Church shares the late pope’s views about the role and purpose of mass migration as a cultural weapon.

Pope Leo certainly appears to be more theologically traditional than his predecessor. Whether these progressives within the church are correct or only hopeful, time will tell. Leo is no Francis, but perhaps their ultimate desire is that the machinery they have established within the Catholic Church can withstand any changes Leo might make.

What is clear is that the Catholic Church has played a major role with foreign governments and movements to precipitate the greatest subversive act in American history.




Chapter 9

The Surge

On November 6, 2020, just three days after America’s presidential election, Mexico’s top officials gathered for a secret meeting.1 With Donald Trump exiting the Oval Office and Joe Biden entering, Mexico looked forward to a dramatic shift. This was good fortune for Mexico.

There was business to do.

With Biden in office, Mexico would have a historic opportunity to act. During his campaign for president, Biden had declared that some illegal migrants in the country “are more American than most Americans are.”2 All indications were that he was swinging the gates to America wide open.

President Andrés Manuel López Obrador (AMLO) had been an outspoken critic of Trump, traveling throughout the United States in 2017 to fan the flames of opposition to the newly elected US president and his nascent immigration policies. As always, Obrador wrapped his Reconquista motivations for mass migration to reclaim portions of the American Southwest in the rhetorical cloak of “human rights.”

Now, AMLO waited as Mexican legislators quickly and quietly passed a law entitled “Various Articles of the Migration Law and the Law of Refugees and Reformed, Complementary Protection and Political Asylum in the Matter of Migrant Children.” The bill was never announced to the public, and when AMLO signed the legislation, there was neither a formal announcement nor press coverage. The stealthily passed law disallowed the detention of migrant families with minor children in Mexico and sanctioned the Mexican government to aid and assist migrant families arriving on Mexico’s southern border who were heading north to the United States.3 It promised to propel a massive wave of humanity toward the US border in sync with Biden’s inauguration and his coming executive orders.

The Biden administration was no doubt aware of the bill’s passage. Despite its shattering implications, Biden revealed nothing to the American public and told no one outside of a few close aides.4

In December of that year, as the Trump administration was winding down, more than one hundred Cubans raced from Mexico across the International Bridge toward El Paso, Texas. They rushed past the Mexican border guards, but when they reached the US crossing point, they were met by a group of US Border Patrol agents who repelled them.

The Cubans retreated, for the moment, ominously taunting, “Bi-Den! Bi-Den! Bi-Den!”5

* * *

Both Mexico’s ruling party, Morena, and Nicaragua’s ruling party, the FSLN, were members of the São Paulo Forum. So, just weeks after Mexican officials passed that law, Mexico’s neighbor to the south, Nicaragua, turned on another faucet by dropping all visa requirements to visit the country. Now, anyone could come to Nicaragua whenever they wanted and emigrate to the United States.

Flights originating from around the world began arriving with clocklike precision at Augusto C. Sandino International Airport in Managua, Nicaragua. This was the same airport where, forty years earlier, President Daniel Ortega had met Fidel Castro during the height of the Mariel Boatlift. At the time, Castro bragged to Ortega about how he was flooding America with undesirable refugees. Now it was President Ortega’s turn to imitate his mentor, although he would surpass Castro in both numbers and global reach.

The number of chartered flights every month landing at Sandino Airport ran into the thousands. Migrants from Africa, the Caribbean, India, the Middle East, and Asia arrived via airplane by the hundreds of thousands and then began their march north to the US border, assisted by Nicaraguan government officials who “suspended visa requirements.” Castro had mobilized 125,000 Cubans over five months; Ortega facilitated the mobilization of more than a million people into the United States from around the world.6

Over the following two years, four hundred thousand Cubans flew into Managua to make the trek north to the US border. If the Cuban government followed Fidel’s lead, then they would have infused these flights with criminals and psychopaths, who would then be steered north by the Nicaraguan government.7

Migrants arrived from Haiti too. In the late summer and early fall of 2023, 260 chartered flights from Haiti to Nicaragua brought more than thirty thousand people, most headed north to the United States.8

Others came from the far reaches of the globe.

In 2023, 6,500 migrants from Uzbekistan and other ex-Soviet nations arrived in Nicaragua to head north to the US border.9

Terrorists were easily placed among the migrants. The United States arrested eight Tajiks who allegedly belonged to the ISIS terrorist organization and were “unofficially presumed to have entered from Nicaragua.”10

Ortega also welcomed flights from Libya. A plane from Ghadames Airline arrived from Benghazi, Libya, carrying 356 passengers. How many more made the trip is hard to know.11

The surge of Muslim migrants now coming across the southern US border was so great that an American nonprofit opened an eight-thousand-square foot shelter in Tijuana, specifically for Muslims.12

Word of the Nicaraguan portal into the United States reached Africa and Asia, including Dakar, the capital city of Senegal. “In Senegal, it’s all over the streets—everyone is talking about Nicaragua, Nicaragua, Nicaragua,” said Gueva Ba, a migrant.13 Migrants from Cameroon and Mauritania also flocked to Nicaragua and then headed north for the US.14

Approximately one hundred thousand came from India and crossed the US-Mexico border in 2023. That was five times more than recorded in 2019–2020.15

Ortega not only succeeded in a multinational invasion into the United States but also made money from it, charging every migrant a fee to enter his country.

“It’s a great business for Ortega,” observed Eduardo Enriquez, exiled editor of Nicaragua’s La Prensa. “You cause problems for the US and at the same time you cash in on those troubles.”

When Russia’s foreign minister Sergei Lavrov arrived in Nicaragua in April 2023, he joined Daniel Ortega for a good laugh at America’s expense over the migration crisis. As Ortega explained, “We are not scared or worried” about what the United States might do about it.16

And the world would respond. In the first full year of Biden’s term, border patrol encounters on the US-Mexico border jumped 400 percent to 1.66 million. In 2022, they reached 2.37 million.17 And that, of course, did not include the “getaways,” those who evaded the border patrol altogether.

Washington progressives rallied to keep the pipeline open. Some in the Biden administration proposed an “asylum transit ban,” requiring migrants to apply for asylum in the country they first entered, such as Nicaragua, rather than waiting until arrival in the United States. Congresswoman Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez and senators Alex Padilla, Cory Booker, and Ben Ray Luján rejected that practical reform.18 Their rejection is telling: only if the ultimate goal was to flood the US with migrants rather than provide protection to refugees and asylum seekers would you oppose such an idea; it would hinder their quest for a cultural revolution.

Informed observers saw what was unfolding. Mexican journalist Alfredo Martinez de Aguilar described in 2023 how the mass migration pouring into the United States was a “demographic war” being waged against America, “a brilliantly perverse maneuver” that was ultimately seeking “to destroy the hated Yankee imperialism.”19

Beyond just pushing people to the US border, operators in Nicaragua created access to US public assistance programs for migrants through fraudulent accounts. The Biden administration’s parole program would allow migrants to enter the country on a parole basis if they could demonstrate they had a “sponsor” in the United States. Nicaraguan operatives charged would-be migrants $1,000 up front, which would buy them contact with an American willing to fill out forms promising financial support. Once the Department of Homeland Security approved the sponsor, the migrant would pay the other $4,000 to the scammers and head to the United States. The scam worked because USCIS did not “have the capacity to investigate whether the sponsors [were] fulfilling their promises of support.”20 As a result, migrants who claimed to have sponsors but in fact did not ended up on government welfare programs.

The United Nations also fueled the flow of migrants by handing out debit cards and cash vouchers to migrants en route to America. The UN’s “Regional Refugee and Migrant Response Plan” included money to hand out cash to migrants in seventeen Latin American countries. The plan was to send $372 million in “cash and voucher assistance” for migrants in transit to the US. The United Nations noted approvingly that the Biden administration was creating “‘newly established opportunities for regular pathways to move to the United States of America’ for those who could make their way to northern Mexico.”21 United Nations general secretary António Guterres, a former socialist prime minister from Portugal, had long pushed the benefits of mass migration to encourage cultural revolution in Western countries.22

For some reason, prosperous societies like the United States and Europe needed a revolution, while failing societies apparently did not.

The pipeline worked. Under President Joe Biden, the number of illegal migrants in the United States more than doubled over the next several years, meaning another ten million new illegal immigrants entered the US.23 According to the US Census Bureau, in 2024, the United States set a record when the foreign-born population reached an all-time high of 15.2 percent, surpassing the previous high of 14.8 percent in 1890.24

Thomas Jefferson had worried that a flood of new migrants “will bring with them the principles of the governments they leave.”25 No one in the Biden White House seemed to share Jefferson’s concern.

The United States had never experienced mass migration like this before, whether in terms of raw numbers or the global scope of the migration. In 2000, 98 percent of migrants detained at the southern US border were Mexican. In 2017, it was still 84 percent from Mexico and Central America. By 2023, 51 percent of those detained at the border came from countries outside of Central and South America, courtesy of the land bridge America’s enemies created and progressives helped to work at maximum capacity.26

Human smugglers saw their profits explode. Comprehensive surveys of migrants crossing the border indicate that 100 percent of their facilitators were affiliated with the drug cartels.27 The profits were enormous. Patrick Lechleitner, the acting deputy director of ICE during the Biden administration, estimated that human smugglers had made $500 million in 2018. By 2022, that number was $13 billion. In 2021, John Condon, acting assistant director of international operations at ICE, put the number lower, at between $2 billion and $6 billion. Either way, it was still a massive payday for the cartels.28 The cartels also saw the porous border make it much easier to move their people in and out of the United States.

The investments the drug cartels had made in backing progressive politicians had clearly paid off.

Word quickly spread that with the new Mexican law in place and the Biden administration in charge, traveling with a child was a golden ticket to entry—even one yet to be born. Diane Edrington, who spent twenty years as a volunteer health provider to US-bound immigrants in Panama, told journalist Todd Bensman: “They understood that if they were pregnant by seven months by the time they got to the [U.S.] border, they would be allowed to go through. I was told they got pregnant just for that reason. Everyone knew that this is the way to do it now. Let’s get pregnant and we can get through. That’s a free pass to get across. That’s common knowledge.”29

Of course, arriving at the border in late pregnancy not only got you into the country, but it also gave your child birthright citizenship.

If a migrant could not arrive pregnant at the US border, the next best option was to travel with a child—any child. Because migrants traveling with children received preferable treatment in both Mexico and the United States, a marketplace emerged in which children were borrowed or offered for rent to increase a migrant’s odds of being able to enter and remain in the United States. Some migrants abandoned the children once they crossed the border. Other children were pushed into sex trafficking. Children detained by Border Patrol were often placed in the hands of guardians or sponsors, where there was little or no follow-up to determine if the child was safe.30

Nonprofits like Catholic Charities and HIAS, which see mass migration as a mechanism for social change in the United States, ramped up their efforts to facilitate it. In 2021, HIAS received a massive gift from MacKenzie Scott, ex-wife of Amazon founder Jeff Bezos and the third-wealthiest woman in the world. Scott funded the creation of an Emergency Department that collaborates with offices in various countries, which would include immediate assistance to migrants coming to the United States.31 Federal grants to the nonprofit surged. The Biden administration gave the organization more than $350 million from 2021 to 2024.32 And there were corporate sponsors too. Uber agreed to provide free or discounted rides for migrants visiting refugee centers outside of cities in Colombia and Mexico.33

Catholic Charities likewise saw its coffers explode with the influx of migrants.

The federal government granted the US Conference of Catholic Bishops $14.6 million for refugee and migrant support in 2019. With the influx of migrants, grants jumped by more than 800 percent to $122.6 million in 2022. Local Catholic charities saw their government grants grow too, as local and state governments kicked in. Catholic Charities of San Diego received just $12 million in 2020. By 2023, government grants totaled $65 million.34

HIAS made it a priority to assist migrants in their efforts to reach the United States as quickly and safely as possible. They promised “Help All Along the Way” on their website—until three days after Trump’s inauguration.35 In the Panamanian town of Lajas Blancas, along a popular migrant route, HIAS erected a large map showing the best route north to the US, including information like altitude, bus stops, temperatures, and a “migration kiosk” locator.36 Like the United Nations, HIAS also provided “cash transfers and distribution of non-food items” to migrants traveling north to the US border.37

Catholic Charities started lobbying for benefits for illegal migrants once they were in the country.38 In not so many words, Pope Francis affirmed the Biden administration’s open-border policies.39

HIAS board members were politically juiced, primarily with presidents Bill Clinton, Barack Obama, and Joe Biden, all three of whom aggressively pursued pushing immigrants through the citizenship vetting process during election years.40

Both Catholic Charities and HIAS also lobbied to broaden the definition of “refugee.” Traditionally, a refugee is someone at direct risk of persecution should they return to their home country. But HIAS wanted refugees to include those moving due to “climate change,” poverty, or high crime rates in their home countries. By that definition, argued critic Jonathan S. Tobin, “virtually every citizen of the countries of Central America should qualify.” (Perhaps that was the point.) He continued: “The idea that every person who is unhappy with their lot where they are currently living should be considered a refugee renders the term meaningless.”41

Both non-profits, which see migration as a key element of social transformation, had to be pleased about the broader scope of “refugee.” Advocating for the right to enter the country illegally became the central focus of many progressives. “The refugee movement is the civil rights movement of the hour,” explained Professor Angela Davis.42

* * *

When migrants reached the Rio Grande River, which marked the line between Mexico and the United States, the Biden administration effectively waved them in. The Department of Homeland Security began coordinating with Mexico’s immigration service so that “mass swims” could be organized. “We’re letting them know that there’s a group of people ready to cross,” explained one Mexican officer. The two government agencies communicated on an encrypted WhatsApp channel.43

The swell of migrants heading to the United States led to mounting media coverage of the human cost of the journey and the resulting deaths of migrants along the treacherous path. Secretary of State Tony Blinken was dispatched to the region to discuss solutions. The goal was not to stem the tide, but to make it more orderly. A major problem was the treacherous Darién Gap in Panama, a dense jungle that became a choke point. So Blinken hammered out an agreement that led Panama to open two new shorter and less rigorous routes, making the journey easier. The “Bilateral Agreement on Migration and Protection,” signed by Secretary Blinken, Secretary Alejandro Mayorkas, and Panamanian officials, increased the flow.44 Panama was happy to oblige. The then-president of Panama, Laurentino “Nito” Cortizo, was a member of the São Paulo Forum.45

In the United States, local government officials handed out money to the new arrivals, no doubt aware that boosting their population levels would help them with federal grants as well as the allocation of congressional districts during the national census. In New York City, Mayor Eric Adams handed out hundreds of dollars to hundreds of “asylum seekers” in the city, courtesy of a debit card issued by a company called Mobility Capital Finance. (It was a no-bid contract.) The cards were refillable and did not have names on them, and the contract was supposed to balloon to over $50 million if it worked.46

* * *

Chinese migrants surged into the United States too. Cuba started smuggling Chinese nationals into the United States; seventeen were caught after entering Key Largo, Florida.47 Many more poured across the US border with Mexico, part of a sophisticated smuggling operation that enjoyed quasi-official status in China. A private network run by a “Chinese government agent” operated openly on social media. The so-called America Self-Guided Tour Channel identified US border gaps and offered advice on how to deal with US Customs and Border Patrol agents. It also included scripts on how to claim asylum and offered direction on how to detail persecution in China. “Be sure to prepare a story about your persecution in advance,” he counsels.

The administrator of the account, though, is not a Chinese political dissident; it is someone at the heart of the Chinese police state.

The American Self-Guided Tour was run by a “Jack W,” who described himself as a cyber police officer in China, part of China’s Ministry of Public Security. According to Jack W, his work duties included being “responsible for national security affairs, fighting reactionaries and foreign hostile forces.”

He even encouraged people to seek employment at China’s spy agency. “If you want to work for the Ministry of State Security, please use the method of participating in the National Civil Servant exam,” he told people on his social media channel.

In addition to providing detailed advice on how to infiltrate the United States, the channel also included plenty of Chinese Communist Party propaganda. On June 4, 2024, the anniversary of the Tiananmen Square Massacre, the channel posted a picture of a military tank with the words: “Celebrating the 35th Anniversary of the Defeat of the Western-Backed Colour Revolution.”48

In 2019, there were 2,060 Chinese nationals apprehended at the southern border. By 2023, that number had jumped to more than twenty-four thousand.49

In the face of surging Chinese migrants, the Biden administration, far from tightening its procedures, loosened them. The vetting process for Chinese illegal immigrants was simplified by reducing the number of interview questions Border Patrol agents were required to ask them from around forty down to five.50 While the FBI was warning of sophisticated Chinese efforts to penetrate the United States, the Department of Homeland Security under Secretary Mayorkas required only five basic questions of Chinese illegals: “Military service,” “Universities,” “POB/Region,” “Employment,” and “Political Party.” Hardly the screening one would expect of thousands coming from a hostile country to the United States. As one former CBP agent shared, “This scaling back of the interview process fast-tracked the [release] of Chinese illegal immigrants into the US while making it more difficult for CBP agents to identify national security threats.”51

The Biden approach was to open the floodgates, not to halt the illegal migrants. Even the language changed: “Illegal alien” or “illegal migrant” were no longer correct. The White House instead issued fact sheets calling them “newcomers.”52

The Biden approach was not happenstance or incompetence. Even before he entered the Oval Office—even before he was elected in November 2024—Team Biden had been preparing for a surge as if they knew it might be coming. In October 2020, the Penn Biden Center, of which Joe Biden and many of his top aides were on the payroll, released a report titled: “A Roadmap to Rebuilding the Paul Vallely Refugee Admissions Program.” While the report got little media attention at the time, in retrospect, it was in fact a roadmap to what the administration unleashed. The report called for, among other things, a “wider Paul Vallely refugee protection policy” and “expanding processing for refugees from the Western Hemisphere.”53

* * *

Venezuelan dictator Nicolas Maduro gave a televised speech to his nation, one of those typical bombastic, paranoid addresses given by megalomaniacal leaders. While he was on Venezuelan national TV, some observers were watching his phone, which was visible on his desk. The phone was buzzing with WhatsApp messages he was receiving about migrant activity in the United States. One of his closest aides was sending him a flurry of messages, all news accounts of Venezuelan criminal activity in the United States. Specifically, there were updates about the violence that the criminal gang Tren de Aragua was wreaking across America.54

Why would the Venezuelan strongman be monitoring criminal activity thousands of miles away? Just as Castro had watched the mayhem from Havana back in 1980, Maduro was getting real-time updates on his phone. Perhaps Maduro had been seeding the flow of migrants into the United States with criminals and psychopaths. After all, he had learned from the best; Maduro was a regular guest and had attended training courses in Cuba. What’s interesting—and damning—is how the crime rate in Venezuela dropped precipitously with Biden’s open-border policies.55

Migrants crossing the border illegally into the United States shared the same concerns as American law enforcement about who they were seeing on the road to America. “Who comes into this country?” one asked. “They don’t know. OK, I’m good, but how if they’re not good? How if they’re killers, psychopaths, else? No guarantee of that. Like, no security checks, no background check.”56

Venezuelans had suffered under the brutal dictatorship of Hugo Chavez and Maduro for more than a decade, and as a result, thousands fled the country. Up until the Biden administration, few of them ended up in the United States. According to Customs and Border Patrol, in 2019 they had apprehended just over 2,200 Venezuelans at the southwest border. By 2022, with Biden in charge, they had encountered more than 187,000.57

The Biden administration aided Maduro in his efforts to flood the US with violent criminals. On March 8, 2021, his administration granted Venezuelans temporary protected status in the United States, meaning that if they made it into the country, they could stay protected indefinitely. Congress did not approve the move; Secretary Mayorkas made the decision on his own.

The administration promised “rigorous security vetting” of migrants admitted into the United States through the program. The problem? They relied on the Venezuelan government to share information on the criminal records of those seeking admission. It was the same with other parts of the amnesty program, which included people from Cuba and Nicaragua too. The US has only limited diplomatic relations with Cuba, Nicaragua, and Venezuela, and the governments of these three countries are openly hostile to the US. They were incentivized to push criminals into the United States, not to prevent them from coming.58

Tren de Aragua, the gang Maduro had been tracking on his phone, spread through the country. “These are killers,” warned Miami immigration attorney Rolando Vazquez. “These are career criminals . . . [Maduro] is just sending more.” In Miami, a Tren de Aragua gang member killed a retired Venezuelan cop who lived in Florida. “Our intelligence section who works very closely with the FBI has also identified that the most dangerous gangs in the world are now in Miami from Venezuela,” said Palm Beach County sheriff Ric Bradshaw. “They make MS-13 look like school kids.”59

Maduro had exported his problem. In December 2023, Bloomberg reported that the violent death rate in Venezuela hit a twenty-two-year low.60

* * *

Once the mass of migrants was in the United States, fraud exploded. Figuring out how to manipulate the law to garner official legal status became a central focus. Four people in California were arrested for running a massive marriage fraud scheme for migrants. Green cards for sham marriages was not the goal. The scheme included falsely claiming that their spouses had abused them, which gave them green cards under the Violence Against Women Act. This enabled them to “apply for lawful permanent status without their (fake) spouses’ involvement.” It was a scam replicated across the country.61

In other instances, illegal aliens claimed abuse by their citizen children, which also gave them a green card under the Violence Against Women Act. In New York, two lawyers were charged “for a massive and complex scheme” in which the father-and-son team “put together phony claims of US citizen children abusing their non-citizen parents so that the parents could get green cards.”62

Migrants who were detained by law enforcement and requested asylum often carried false papers. As Gabriella Sanchez of Georgetown University noted, documents are “frequently borrowed, purchased, or rented among travel documents from friends, family members, and third parties.” Migrants are quite sophisticated at “having ‘learned’ to perform foreign identities that may allow them to ‘pass’ for nationals or residents of a specific nation in order to be admitted into [the US] or to avoid detection and removal.”63

For some progressives, this fraud was a welcome political act, a form of “resistance.” According to Professor Tamara Caraus: “Acts of invisible resistance by illegal migrants include escape, hiding, destruction of identity documents, destruction of fingertips, false documents, false identities, false marriages, false visas, overstaying the visa.

“Becoming undocumented is usually a deliberate act and a strategic choice.”64

Some nonprofit organizations, funded by the United Nations, trained migrants on their way to the United States on how to request asylum. Those who said they only wanted to work and had not suffered any abuse while in their own countries were denied admission; that is not suitable for a claim of asylum. But the nonprofits hired psychologists who, in the questionable discipline of recovering “repressed memories,” coached the migrants on how to recall a circumstance valid for refugee status.

“The most common mistake migrants make during interviews . . . is that they are saying they are suffering economic hardship,” explained Enrique Vidal, a coordinator for the Fray Matias de Cordoba human rights center. “It’s not one of the criteria for refugee status. That may cover one of the true reasons why they are coming. They need psychological help so they can remember the situation they experienced.

“That’s the most important part of the process.”65

It was the largest demographic transformation in US history, orchestrated by foreign powers and their domestic collaborators with the purpose of forever changing American society for political benefit. President Biden was clearly looking for a political payoff. In May 2024, he sat down for an interview with a Spanish-speaking radio show, and the massive flow of people through the southern border became a central point of the conversation. Biden compared it to the migration from Ireland in the nineteenth century, and pledged to support the new arrivals. “It’s even a bigger influx now in terms of Hispanic voters . . . Hispanic-Hispanic citizens, who want to become citizens,” he unintentionally confessed.66

The goal was simple: Changing the country by changing the people. The only thing standing in the way was a political movement in the United States that was opposed to their efforts.




Chapter 10

Fighting Back

The title of this book suggests a political takeover, or coup, that is invisible. Its perpetrators would like to keep it so by framing the debate as whether or not America will be controlled by racist xenophobes. This frame not only vilifies anyone who questions mass migration and the subversive forces at work, but sanctifies and provides a cloak of invisibility to those with ulterior political motivations, who vehemently support it. Our adversaries have used immigration to establish political networks in the United States that we must dismantle to preserve our national sovereignty. However, any reforms must begin with a challenge to the false narrative or frame that serves to hide their true motives.

Mexico’s leadership class sees mass migration as a lever by which they can exert political control over vast portions of the US population. They tell us so. And they are using their networks within the United States to strong-arm their agenda, even placing government officials here to advance their interests and organize protests and other political activities. These officials have openly stated that these people are on the “front line” of “civil resistance” inside the United States. At the same time, the Mexican government works aggressively to prevent Mexican and other Latin Americans from integrating, labelling those who adopt American values and habits as “traitors.” They are working to create a US that is politically and culturally fragmented.

From the other side of the globe, China is engaged in a clash of civilizations with the United States on many fronts, but particularly as it relates to the weaponization of migration, manipulating our generosity to create an entire generation of young Chinese raised under the hand of the CCP, who are US citizens because they were born here before heading back to China in a matter of days or weeks. Whether they were born to parents who arrived here briefly as birth tourists or came from a womb rented from an American citizen, they will assume full rights as citizens of the United States from voting to taking on sensitive jobs. This is an unprecedented threat to our national integrity.

China has also manipulated other aspects of US immigration laws to create pathways to fund political campaigns in the United States and to have us train their military pilots.

Radical organizations see the influx of migrants as fertile ground for expanding their agenda, and there is evidence that they are correct. Islamists see migration as the mechanism for their civilizational defeat of the West. A Left-Islamist alliance has yielded impressive results, electing political figures here who bear the dubious honor of praise from the Iranian government.

Drug cartels see mass migration as a pathway to greater profits for their business of trading both narcotics and human beings. As a result, they are funding progressive politicians who are pursuing open borders and “end the war on drugs” policies.

Even significant elements within the Catholic Church see mass migration as a mechanism for radical social change in the United States, while masking their motives as simply biblical compassion.

The phrase E pluribus unum on the US seal, means, “out of many, one.” It denotes a coming together, a melding of peoples into one. This has been the genius of America, guided by shared principles and values. But certain foreign and domestic actors don’t want unum. They want radical political and social division to subvert our constitutional republic.

To counter this real threat, we must first recognize it, specifically acknowledging that political subversion is occurring through illegal immigration. Mass migration is not simply a function of geography or economics. It is organized. It was first tested as a concept in the modern era with the Mariel Boatlift and then maximized dramatically during the Biden administration. With a new American president, it could happen all over again unless we acknowledge its weaponization. When we acknowledge, for example, that Mexico’s interests in mass migration result from its hopes of reclaiming or reconquering—in some sense—the territories it lost to us in the nineteenth century, we can frame our negotiations with our neighbor to the south in the proper strategic context and adopt discerning policies.

When we acknowledge the reality that China uses immigration to manipulate and undermine the United States, we can also make serious policy changes for our national security.

We must also equally acknowledge how recent American presidents and other politicians have manipulated and weakened our citizenship laws for their own ambitions—and to our detriment.

First, we should ban the practice of dual citizenship in the United States. As we have seen, foreign governments pay for their citizens to become US citizens. Why? It is certainly not for our benefit. Dual citizenship means, at best, dual loyalty. We welcome people who meet the requirements to become US citizens. But they should also renounce their previous oaths and allegiances to other countries. Banning dual citizenship would likely require a constitutional amendment, but it is worth the effort.

Second, we should subject immigrants and refugees seeking admission into the United States to rigorous vetting and “ideological scrutiny.”1 If you reject basic American values or are a member of a political organization that does so, you should not be granted entry into the country. For those who want to become American citizens, we should insist that English language and civic knowledge requirements are not diluted. Knowing what America stands for, how it works, and the basics of our language are essential to preserving our republic.

Third, we should ban political contributions from noncitizens. It makes little sense to allow people to fund our political campaigns who can’t vote and may not live here. Granted, the Supreme Court in the Citizens United case concluded that campaign contributions are a First Amendment right, and presumably, permanent residents in the United States have First Amendment rights. But the reality is that tens of millions of dollars flow into our elections every campaign cycle from foreign nationals, and these donations cannot even be identified as such. This is outrageous. Often, these campaign donations from foreign nationals are coordinated and directed, including by foreign governments. If the Citizens United case prevents a ban on these donations, at the very least, campaign contributions from noncitizens should be disclosed as such. We ought to know when foreign nationals are trying to get certain politicians elected.

Fourth, we must ban birth tourism and surrogacy as a means of citizenship. President Trump has issued an executive order to end birthright citizenship, and Senator Marsha Blackburn has introduced legislation to ban birth tourism. The Supreme Court will ultimately rule on Trump’s executive order. Can there be any doubt that foreign powers are manipulating birthright citizenship? Did the authors of the Fourteenth Amendment to the Constitution, upon which the claims of birthright citizenship rest, intend to allow foreign governments to inject our nation with “US citizens” who never really lived here and grew up under a foreign totalitarian ideology? Did the authors of the Fourteenth Amendment intend to allow foreign nationals to mail their sperm and eggs to the United States, have a child born in an American womb, only to have the child sent back to their country as a US citizen? The very notion is ridiculous. As we have seen, tens, if not hundreds of thousands of these cases have occurred every year for more than a decade. The organized effort of the Chinese elite class is, by its very nature, a subversive act designed to undermine our country.

Fifth, we need to expel foreign diplomats and close the consulates of foreign nations that are engaged in political activities inside the United States. For far too long, we have tolerated the interference of so-called friendly countries like Mexico (not to mention adversaries like China) in our domestic political affairs. Whether it is trying to influence elections, coordinate “militant” activities on our streets, or sway public opinion by mounting protests, these are not the legitimate activities of a foreign outpost in the United States. We should have a zero-tolerance policy for this behavior.

Sixth, we should enforce laws that restrict the participation of foreign nationals and foreign political organizations in American politics. Foreign organizations should not be allowed to skirt the laws and try to elect their favorites to US office. By their very nature, these radical organizations have a foreign political agenda that is antithetical to core American values. Americans, not foreign radical organizations, should settle American elections.

Seventh, we need to review student visas vigorously. The Trump administration has rightfully done work in this area, particularly screening those who have questionable ties overseas or antisemitic views. However, prospective students should not only be scrutinized for radical foreign political affiliations. We should also assess what they are studying, particularly skills like pilot training that can have a military application. We should not be training the pilots of our adversaries. If an aspiring pilot from France comes to study in the United States, merveilleux. But if a foreign national from a hostile power such as China, Russia, North Korea, or Iran wants to come to the country on a student visa to become a pilot, we need to ban it.

Eighth, we need greater congressional oversight of the US citizenship process. Too many American presidents, out of political expediency, ignore the rules regarding criminal background checks, language requirements, and competency, to fabricate new voters and get themselves reelected. It is no coincidence that the three biggest years for new citizens were 1996, 2012, and 2022—all election years. As we have seen, this was accomplished by ignoring basic requirements and discarding criminal background checks. It is a federal crime for an applicant to file false papers in an attempt to get citizenship. So why is it so easy and painless for politicians to circumvent those requirements? There should be regular audits and greater transparency about how our citizenship admission standards are enforced and implemented by our elected officials.

The preamble to the Constitution reminds us that “We the people,” through our elective representatives, have a fundamental right to maintain our sovereign “Union, establish Justice, insure domestic Tranquility . . . promote the general Welfare, and secure the Blessings of Liberty to ourselves and our Posterity.” This includes our right to choose new citizens based on their good character and commitment to our constitutional rights.

Let us fight against subversion and welcome new Americans on this basis only.

This nation of liberty and justice for all that we call America is worth protecting.
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