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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
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