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Introduction

For decades, agreements between the United States, Canada, and Mexico have
been slowly eroding each nation’s governing structure and identity. Bi-national
and tri-national activities, such asthose found in free trade agreements, are bring-
ing in the foundation piecesfor regional governance— aNorth American Union.
Proponents refer to the structure as a North American Community.

Plansthat promote regional government development can be found in the Security
and Prosperity Partnership of North America (SPPNA or SPP). In Canada, initia-
tives have also come under headings like Deep Integration, or the Big Idea. Re-
gardless of thetitle, the outcome will be the same: regional prioritiestaking pre-
cedence over national sovereignty, economy, goals and culture.

The push to create a regional structure — a step toward globalization — is
behind many activities that negatively impact our lives:

— commissions, task for ces, and wor king groups— that bypass el ected representa-
tivesand publicinterests— are*harmonizing” or “integrating” nationa policiesof
countries (smilar decision-making is also operating at local and state levels);

— eminent domain (power to seize private property without owner consent) is
increasingly employed to remove barriers to (regional/global) free trade plans
— like private property located on hundreds of thousands of acres of land on
international corridor (NAFTA superhighway) routesthat will run through many
states; or private property located in cities/counties selected for international
trade hub/port development (unbeknown to the public-at-large);

— control of essential infrastructureassetsistransferring away from citizensas
the assets (roads, water supply, utilities, etc.) are sold or leased to foreign in-
vestors and multinational corporations; (continued)
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“ ... Societies do not usually
lose their freedom at a blow.
They giveit up bit by bit,
letting themsel ves be tied down
with an infinity of little knots.
Asrules and regulations
increase, their range of actions
isgradually compressed.

Their options slowly lessen.

Without noticing the change,
they become wards of state.
They imagine themselves still
free, but in a thousand and one
ways, their choices are limited
and guided by the authorities.

And always, there are

what seemto be sensible
reasons for |etting their
autonomy be peeled away—
"safety," "health," "social
justice," "equal opportunity.”

Itiseasy to become
accustomed to docility.

That iswhy eternal vigilance
isthe price of liberty.

Not because liberty is easy
to shatter. But because it can
be softened and dismantled
with the acquiescence of the
very men and women from
whomit is being stolen”

— Jeff Jacoby, columnist,
Boston Globe



| wish to express my gratitude for the
many thousands throughout U.S.
history who have taken a stand in
support of this nation, and to thank
many family and friends for their
direct and indirect assistance,
especially my parents, aswell as
Charlotte Iserbyt, Jane Lesko, Vicky
Davis, Mary Schiltz, Joan Masters,
and Sam Iserbyt for the ways that
each has helped make this project
possible. —D.K. Niwa, Jan. 12, 2007

-- “gpecia” local, county, state, and federal regional planning projects (of highly
questionable community benefit) precipitate the need for higher funding (taxes);

— properties located on land designated for regiona planning projects (coinciden-
tally) encounter zoning and rezoning problemsthat restrict property usage (leading
to devauation) and/or ultimately force ownersto make questionable costly changes,

— lack of border enforcement — in line with regional “common market” goalsto
establish free movement of services, people, and information between nations —
alows for the influx of illegal migrants, which in turn contributes to financial
crisisin education, health care, penal, judicial and other sectors;

— military and civilian law enforcement plans involving the U.S., Canada, and
Mexico contain the potential to deploy foreign forces to any of the three na-
tions (e.g., Mexican military to the U.S. and Canada);

— attempts to mandate involuntary military and civilian labor in and outside the
U.S. (e.g., the “Universal Nationa Service Act of 2006” (HR 4752 introduced
Feb. 14, 2006) which proposes “To provide for the common defense by requir-
ing all personsin the United States, including women, between the ages of 18
and 42 to performa period of military service or a period of civilian servicein
furtherance of the national defense and homeland security, and for other pur-
poses.” If this mandate passes, the taxpayer burden will be staggering);

— ID card standards-setting (for al drivers' licenses and IDs for official use like
passports) are establishing mandates for data to be collected and for smartcard
technologies (useful for population monitoring in the North American region);

— datacollectionsand expansion of dataaccess and sharing among agencies, states,
and the federal governmentsisinvading our privacy and increasing the potential
for identity theft and other fraudulent uses of our personal information;

— changes in the purpose and content of education (merging the academic and
vocational, which reduces and narrowsthe overall knowledge and skillstaught)
to support workforce reform for the (low wage) global economy. (Globaliza-
tion creats a situation, for example, where U.S. workers will compete with
those in China where “two-thirds of last year's college graduates are earning
less than $250 a month”%);

— promotion of North American regional government and citizenship in educa-
tion (for example, some of Arizona State University’s students are being taught
“that the U.S., Mexico and Canada need to be integrated into a unified super-
state, where U.S. citizens of the future will be known as * North Americanists,
according to the taxpayer-funded ‘ Building North America program”?);

— and the list goes on and on.

Regionalization hasthusfar not brought prosperity or security to citizens-at-large.
Itisthe“system” itself (North American Union/Community governing structure)
and special interest sectors that benefit. We are at a critical juncture. We need to
take a stand NOW to stop regionalization’s destruction of our nation, our rights,
our opportunities, and our freedom.

D. K. Niwa Tucson, Arizona, U.SA.

ENDNOTES:
1 “Jobs scarce for China's graduates,” Mitchell Landsberg, Los Angeles Times. Dec. 28, 2006.
2 “Residents of planned union to be 'North Americanists’,” Bob Unruh, WorldNetDaily.com, Jan. 5. 2007.

What Can You Do?

1. Educate yourself; 2. Photocopy the timeline or obtain a pdf from the
American Deception website (located in the “Political” category):
http://americandeception.com/

3. Distribute the information to your: friends family, congressmen, state legisla-
tors, city and county officials, newspapers, radio station hosts ... everybody;
4. Contact your Congressional representatives and urge them to support HCR 40.
5. Contact your state legislators and urge them to support a state resolution to

reject regional governance for North America (see Utah’'s HIR 7 on page 5)

| am only one,
but I am one.

| cannot do everything,
but | can do something.

And because | cannot
do everything, | will

not refuseto do the
something that | can do.

What | can do,
| should do.

And what | should do,
by the grace of God,
I will do.

— Edward Everett Hale


http://americandeception.com/

110TH CONGRESS
1ST SESSION

H. CON. RES. 40

Expressing the sense of Congress that the United States should not engage in the construction of a North
American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) Superhighway System or enter into aNorth American Union
with Mexico and Canada.

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
January 22, 2007

Mr. GOODE (for himself, Mr. WAMP, Mr. JONES of North Carolina, Mr. PAUL, Mr. STEARNS, Mr.
DUNCAN, and Ms. FOXX) submitted the following concurrent resolution; which was referred to the
Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, and in addition to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,
for a period to be subsequently determined by the Speaker, in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the committee concerned

CONCURRENT RESOLUTION

Expressing the sense of Congress that the United States should not engage in the construction of a North
American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) Superhighway System or enter into aNorth American Union
with Mexico and Canada.

Whereas the United States Departments of State, Commerce, and Homeland Security participated in the
formation of the Security and Prosperity Partnership (SPP) on March 23, 2005, representing atri-lateral
agreement between the United States, Canada, and Mexico designed, among other things, to facilitate
common regulatory schemes between these countries;

Whereas reports issued by the SPP indicate that it has implemented regulatory changes among the three
countries that circumvent United States trade, transportation, homeland security, and border security
functions and that the SPP will continue to do so in the future;

Whereas the actions taken by the SPP to coordinate border security by eliminating obstacles to migration
between Mexico and the United States actually makes the United States-Mexico border less secure
because Mexico is the primary source country of illegal immigrantsinto the United States;

Whereas according to the Department of Commerce, United States trade deficits with Mexico and Canada
have significantly increased since the implementation of the North American Free Trade Agreement
(NAFTA);

Whereas the economic and physical security of the United Statesisimpaired by the potential loss of control
of its borders attendant to the full operation of NAFTA and the SPP;

Whereas the regulatory and border security changes implemented and proposed by the SPP violate and
threaten United States sovereignty;

Whereas a NAFTA Superhighway System from the west coast of Mexico through the United States and into
Canada has been suggested as part of aNorth American Union to facilitate trade between the SPP countries;

Whereas the State of Texas has already begun planning of the Trans-Texas Corridor, a major multi-modal
transportation project beginning at the United States-Mexico border, which would serve as an initial
section of aNAFTA Superhighway System;

Whereas it could be particularly difficult for Americans to collect insurance from Mexican companies
which employ Mexican driversinvolved in accidentsin the United States, which would likely increase
the insurance rates for American drivers,

Whereas future unrestricted foreign trucking into the United States can pose a safety hazard due to inad-
equate maintenance and inspection, and can act collaterally as a conduit for the entry into the United
States of illegal drugs, illegal human smuggling, and terrorist activities; and

Whereas a NAFTA Superhighway System would likely include funds from foreign consortiums and be con-
trolled by foreign management, which threatens the sovereignty of the United States: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That--

(2) the United States should not engage in the construction of a North American Free Trade Agree-
ment (NAFTA) Superhighway System;

(2) the United States should not allow the Security and Prosperity Partnership (SPP) to implement
further regulations that would create a North American Union with Mexico and Canada; and

(3) the President of the United States should indicate strong opposition to these acts or any other
proposals that threaten the sovereignty of the United States.

Congressional
Representatives
and Senators
who oppose a
North American
Union (regional
governance)
should sign up
as a co-sponsor

of HCR 40.

(See page 18 for members
of the 110th Congress.)

Bill sponsor:

Virgil H. Goode, Jr. [VA-5]
Co-sponsors:
Representatives:

Duncan, John J., Jr. [TN-2] - 1/22/2007
Foxx, Virginia [NC-5] - 1/22/2007
Jones, Walter B., J.[NC-3] - 1/22/2007
Paul, Ron [TX-14] - 1/22/2007
Stearns, Cliff [FL-6] - 1/22/2007
Wamp, Zach [TN-3] - 1/22/2007

ALL ACTIONS:

1/22/2007: Referred to the
Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure, and in
addition to the Committee

on Foreign Affairs, for a period
to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case
for consideration of such
provisions as fall within

the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

1/22/2007: Referred to
House Transportation and
Infrastructure

1/22/2007: Referred to
House Foreign Affairs

The resolution details
were acquired from
http://thomas.loc.gov/
— current as of 1/24/07.


http://thomas.loc.gov/

[Note: HCR 487
was introduced in
the 109th Congress
and is no longer
active. HCR 40,
introduced in the
110th Congress (see
previous page), is
the current resolu-
tion addressing the
NAFTA Superhigh-
way and North
American Union
issues.)

Bill sponsor:

Virgil H. Goode, Jr. [VA-5]
Co-sponsors:

Representatives:

Cubin, Barbara [wy]-12/7/2006
Jones, Walter B., Jr. [NC-3] - 9/28/06
Paul, Ron [TX-14] - 9/28/06
Tancredo, Thomas G. [CO-6] - 9/28/06
Kingston, Jack [GA-1] -12/7/06
Wamp, Zach [TN-3] -12/7/06

109TH CONGRESS
2D SESSION

H. CON. RES. 487

Expressing the sense of Congress that the United States should not engage in the
construction of a North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) Superhigh-
way System or enter into a North American Union with Mexico and Canada.

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
September 28, 2006

Mr. GOODE (for himself, Mr. PAUL, Mr. JONES of North Carolina, and Mr.
TANCREDO) submitted the following concurrent resolution; which wasreferred
to the Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, and in addition to the
Committee on International Relations, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for consideration of such provisions as fall
within the jurisdiction of the committee concerned

CONCURRENT RESOLUTION

Expressing the sense of Congress that the United States should not engage in the
construction of a North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) Superhigh-
way System or enter into a North American Union with Mexico and Canada.

Whereas, according to the Department of Commerce, United States trade deficits
with Mexico and Canada have significantly widened since the implementation
of the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA);

Whereas the economic and physical security of the United Statesisimpaired by the
potential loss of control of its borders attendant to the full operation of NAFTA;

Whereas a NAFTA Superhighway System from the west coast of Mexico through
the United States and into Canada has been suggested as part of a North Ameri-
can Union;

Whereas it would be particularly difficult for Americans to collect insurance from
Mexican companies which employ Mexican driversinvolved in accidentsin the
United States, which would increase the insurance rates for American drivers;

Whereas future unrestricted foreign trucking into the United States can pose asafety
hazard due to inadequate mai ntenance and inspection, and can act collaterally as
a conduit for the entry into the United States of illegal drugs, illegal human
smuggling, and terrorist activities, and

WhereasaNAFTA Superhighway System would be funded by foreign consortiums
and controlled by foreign management, which threatens the sovereignty of the
United States: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That--

(1) the United States should not engage in the construction of aNorth American
Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) Superhighway System;

(2) the United States should not enter into aNorth American Union with Mexico
and Canada; and

(3) the President should indicate strong opposition to these or any other propos-
asthat threaten the sovereignty of the United States.

Latest Major Action: 9/28/2006 Referred to House committee. Status. Referred to the
Committee on Transportation and I nfrastructure, and in addition to the Committee on Interna-
tiona Relations, for aperiod to be subsequently determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions asfall within the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

The information about this resolution is current as of Jan. 12, 2007 — accessed from

http://thomas.|oc.gov/
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“ Exactly wherein
the Constitution
lurks any power
for the General
Government, or
the States, or both
together, somehow
to ‘merge’ the
United States,
Canada, and Mexico
into a single super-
national entity?”

. Insum,

NO constitutional
grounds for a North
American Union
exist. Indeed, the
whole project is
patently illegal

- EdwinVieira, J., PHD.,
JD., “Will the North
American Union be
American Patriots’ Last
Stand?,” Dec. 7, 2006,
NewsWthViews.com.
Find article at:
http://NewswithViews.com


http://NewsWithViews.com
http://thomas.loc.gov/

HJR.7

RESOLUTION URGING UNITED STATESWITHDRAWAL FROM
SECURITY AND PROSPERITY PARTNERSHIP OF NORTH AMERICA

2007 GENERAL SESSION
STATE OF UTAH

Chief Sponsor: Stephen E. Sandstrom
Senate Sponsor:

LONGTITLE
General Description:

This resolution of the Legislature urges the United States to withdraw from the Security
and Prosperity Partnership of North America and any other activity which seeks to create a
North American Union.

Highlighted Provisions:
This resolution:
urges the United States to withdraw from the Security and Prosperity Partnership of
North America and any other bilateral or multilateral activity which seeks to create a North
American Union.
Specia Clauses:
None

Be it resolved by the Legislature of the state of Utah:

WHEREAS, President George W. Bush established the Security and Prosperity Partner-
ship (SPP) of North America with the nations of Mexico and Canada on March 23, 2005;

WHEREAS, the gradual creation of such a North American Union from a merger of the
United States, Mexico, and Canadawould be a direct threat to the United States Constitution
and the national independence of the United States and would imply an eventual end to na-
tional borders within North America;

WHEREAS, on March 31, 2006, a White House news release confirmed the continuing
existence of the SPP and its "ongoing process of cooperation™;

WHEREAS, Congressman Ron Paul has written that a key to the SPP plan is an extensive
new North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) superhighway: "[U]nder this new 'part-
nership," amassive highway is being planned to stretch from Canadainto Mexico, through the
state of Texas.";

WHEREAS, thistrilateral partnership to develop a North American Union has never been
presented to Congress as an agreement or treaty, and has had virtually no congressional over-
sight; and

WHEREAS, state and local governments throughout the United States would be nega-
tively impacted by the SPP and North American Union process, such as the "open borders"
vision of the SPP, eminent domain takings of private property along the planned superhigh-
ways, and increased law enforcement problems along those same superhighways:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Legislature of the state of Utah urges
the United States Congress, and Utah's congressional delegation, to use al of their efforts,
energies, and diligence to withdraw the United States from any further participation in the
Security and Prosperity Partnership of North America.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the L egislature urges Congressto withdraw the United
States from any other bilateral or multilateral activity, however named, which seeks to ad-
vance, authorize, fund, or in any way promote the creation of any structure to accomplish any
form of North American Union as described in this resolution.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that acopy of thisresolution be sent to the Mgjority L eader
of the United States Senate, the Speaker of the United States House of Representatives, and to
the members of Utah's congressional delegation.

Legislative Review Note as of 1-10-07 9:55 AM, Office of Legislative Research and General

Counsel. Utah State Legislature website: http://www.le.state.ut.us/~2007/bills/hbillint/hjrO07.htm

January 23, 2007 committee meeting minutes are available at:
http://www.le.state.ut.us/~2007/minutey HGOC0123.htm
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On January 23, 2007, HIJR 7 was
approved by 10 out of 11
members of Utah's House
Government Operations Standing
Committee (one member was
absent during the vote).

The bill was explained to the
committee by Representative
Stephen Sandstrom. Citizens
giving testimony in support of the
measure included: Spencer F.
Hatch, BlissW. Tew, Barbara
Jean Whitley, Wally McCormick,
Kathlyn Astle, Kay Garske,
Becky Maddox, and Joe H.
Ferguson.


http://www.le.state.ut.us/~2007/bills/hbillint/hjr007.htm
http://www.le.state.ut.us/~2007/minutes/HGOC0123.htm

The Emerging North American Union (NAU)

NOTE: For entries in this timeline that indicate
further reading (ie, “See: .. .") please go to Vive
le Canada’s “Timeline of the Progress Toward
a North American Union” located online at
http://www.vivelecanada.ca to access links to
more information. Entries that are not from Vive
le Canada have endnotes.

All'bold text emphasis herein has been added.

As you read through this timeline, keep the fol-
lowing in mind:

" .the international socialism plan calls for—

(a) Reduction of all barriers to the flow of
international trade.

(b) Access to raw materials of all sorts for all
nations.

(c) Access to markets for all nations.

(d) A world organization through which the
nations can share freely in the supplies
and the markets of the world."

— Sen. George Malone, Congressional Record
— Senate, 1958, page 2560. (As quoted in the
Pennsylvania Crier)

1921: The Council on Foreign Relations is
founded by Edward Mandell House, who had been
the chief advisor of President Woodrow Wilson.

1934: U.S. Congress establishes “The Reciprocal
Trade Agreements Act of 1934” (PL. 73-316). The
law gives “renewable authority to the President to
negotiate reciprocal reductions of tariff barriers.

Apr. 30, 1948: The Organization of American
States (OAS; aka. Organizacion de Los Estados
Americanos) is created with the signing of the
Charter of the Organization of American States
by 21 nations: Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile,
Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Dominican Repub-
lic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, Haiti, Hon-
duras, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay,
Peru, United States, Uruguay, and Venezuela.
Fourteen countries later join the OAS: Barbados,
Trinidad, and Tobago (1967); Jamaica (1969);
Grenada (1975); Suriname (1977); Dominica,
Saint Lucia (1979); Antigua and Barbuda, Saint
Vincent, and the Grenadines (1981); The Baha-
mas (1982); St. Kitts and Nevis (1984); Canada
(1990); Belize, Guyana (1991). Cuba, while a
member, has been banned from participation
since 1962. 2The OAS — which “succeeded the
Union of American Republics and its secretariat,
the Pan American Union which had been set up
in 1910”3 — “promotes economic, military,and
cultural cooperation among its members, which
include almost all the independent states of the
Western Hemisphere ..."*

1967

April 12-14, 1967: Presidents 4 &
of America summit is held in 3
Punta del Este, Uruguay. At =
tending U.S. President

Lyndon B.Johnson declares

firm support for the summit

Declaration which states in

part: “The Presidents of the Latin Ameri-
can Republics resolve to create progres-
sively, beginning in 1970, the Latin Ameri-
can Common Market, which shall be sub-
stantially in operation in a period of no more
than fifteen years. The Latin American Com-
mon Market will be based on the complete
development and progressive convergence
of the Latin American Free Trade Associa-
tion and of the Central American Common
Market.” “We will lay the physical founda-
tions for Latin American economic integra-
tion through multinational projects.”“Eco-
nomic integration demands a major sus-
tained effort to build a land transportation
network and to improve transportation sys-
tems of all kinds so as to open the way for
the movement of both people and goods
throughout the Continent; to establish an
adequate and efficient telecommunica-
tions system; to install inter-connected
power systems; and to develop jointly in-
ternational river basins, frontier regions,
and economic areas which include the
territory of two or more countries.”®

Note: The Nov. 11, 1994 entry points out
how the Declaration of the Presidents of
America initiatives (see p. 21) are “in the
process of blossoming into a hemispheric
free trade area”

1973
1973: David Rockefeller asks
Zbigniew Brzezinski and a few
others, including from the
Brookings Institution, Council on
Foreign Relations and the Ford
Foundation, to put together an

F .
Rockefeller organization of the top political,
#WS. and business leaders from
: ~around the world. He calls this

group the Trilateral Commis-
{2 sion (TC) The first meetmg ofthe

|[| ?rh group is held in Tokyo in Octo-
Brzezinski ber.

1974
1974: Richard Gardner, one of the members of
the Trilateral Commission, publishes an article
titted "The Hard Road to World Order" which
appeared in Foreign Affairs magazine, published
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by the Council on Foreign Relations (CFR). In
the article he wrote: "In short, the 'house of world
order' would have to be built from the bottom
up rather than from the top down. It will look
like a great 'booming, buzzing confusion,' to
useWilliam James' famous description of real-
ity, but an end run around national sovereignty,
eroding it piece by piece, will accomplish much
more than the old-fashioned frontal assault.”
Gardner advocated treaties and trade agree-
ments as a means of creating a new economic
world order.

1975
Jan. 3,1975: “TheTrade Act of 1974"is approved
(PL. 93-618). The law gives the U.S. President
“authority to include negotiations of nontariff trade
barriers, but required more extensive reporting
and consultations between Congress and the
President during trade negotiations. This act also
had a provision requiring approval by Congress
under a new mechanism for expediting the con-
sideration of trade agreements, which came to be
known as fast-track.”®

1979

Nov. 13, 1979: While officially declaring his can-
didacy for U.S. President,

Ronald Reagan proposes a

“North American Agree- =,

ment” which will produce “a /

North American continent in 8

which the goods and people
of the three countries will cross
boundaries more freely.

Jan. 1981: U.S. President Ronald Reagan pro-
poses a North American common market.

Aug. 14, 1983: U.S. President Ronald
Reagan and Mexican President Miguel de
la Madrid sign the La Paz Agreement (ef-
fective Feb. 16, 1984) to establish “a frame-
work for cooperation on environmental
problems.” The agreement defines the US-
Mexico border region as “the area situated
100 kilometers [62.5 miles] on either side of
the inland and maritime boundaries be-
tween the Parties.” 8 ° Researcher and
analyst Vicky Davis explains that the agree-
ment established a*“fiefdom headed by
unelected government employees—giv-
ing them virtually unlimited power to ex-
pand their areas of responsibilities with
the power to recruit an army of non-gov-
ernmental organizations (NGO) to lobby
for them. Essentially the areas included in
the La Paz fiefdom were commandeered
from the states through which it runs.” 10



http://www.vivelecanada.ca

THE EMERGING NORTH AMERICAN UNION (NAU)

Sept. 4, 1984: Conservative Brian Mulroney is
elected Prime Minister of
Canada after opposing free trade
during the campaign.

Sept. 25,1984: Canadian Prime
Minister Brian Mulroney meets
President Reagan in Washington
and promises closer relations
with the US.

Oct. 9, 1984: The US Congress
adopts the Trade and Tariff Act,
an omnibus trade act that nota-
bly extends the powers of the
president to concede trade ben-
efits and enter into bilateral free
trade agreements. The Act would
be passed on October 30, 1984.

1985
1985: A Canadian Royal Commission on the
economy chaired by former Liberal Minister of
Finance Donald S. Macdonald issues a report

to the Government of Canada recommending
free trade with the United States.

St. Patrick's Day, 1985: Prime Minister Brian
Mulroney and President Ronald Reagan sing
"When Irish Eyes Are Smiling" together to cap
off the "Shamrock Summit", a 24-hour meeting in
Quebec City that opened the door to future free
trade talks between the countries. Commentator
Eric Kierans observed that "The general impres-
sion you get, is that our prime minister invited his
boss home for dinner." Canadian historian Jack
Granatstein said that this "public display of suck-
ing up to Reagan may have been the single most
demeaning moment in the entire political history
of Canada's relations with the United States."

Sept. 26, 1985; Canadian Prime Minister Brian
Mulroney announces that Canada will try to reach
a free trade agreement with the US.

Dec. 10, 1985: U.S. President Reagan officially
informs Congress about his intention to negoti-
ate a free trade agreement with Canada under
the authority of trade promotion. Referred to as
fast track, trade promotion authority is an accel-
erated legislative procedure which obliges the
House of Representatives and the Senate to de-
cide within 90 days whether or not to establish a
trade unit. No amendments are permitted.

May 1986: Canadian and American negotiators
begin to work out a free trade deal. The Cana-
dian team is led by former deputy Minister of Fi-
nance Simon Reisman and the American side
by Peter O. Murphy, the former deputy United
States trade representative in Geneva.

1987

|
L e
FREE TRADE AGREEMENT

Oct. 3, 1987: The 20-
chapter Canada-United
States FreeTrade Agree-
ment (CUSFTA or FTA) is
finalized. U.S. trade repre-
sentative Clayton Yeutter
offers this observation:
"We've signed a stunning
new trade pact with
Canada. The Canadians
don't understand what
they've signed. In twenty
years, they will be sucked
into the U.S. economy."

Nov. 6,1987: Signing of a framework agreement
between the US and Mexico.

Jan. 2,1988: Prime Minister Mulroney and Presi-
dent Reagan officially sign the FTA.

Jan. 9, 1988: The Economist says that around
the year 2018, people should “pencil in the phoe-
nix . .. and welcome it when it comes . . . There
would be no such thing . . . as a national mon-
etary policy . .. The world phoenix [international
monetary unit or coin] supply would be fixed by a
new central bank, descended perhaps from the
IMF. The world inflation rate—and hence, within
narrow margins, each national inflation rate —
would be init's charge. . . . This means a big loss
of economic sovereignty.” 1t

Jan.1,1989: The Canada US Free Trade Agree-
ment (CUSFTA or FTA) goes into effect.

1990

Jun. 10, 1990: Presidents Bush (U.S.) and Sali-
nas (Mexico) announce that they will begin dis-
cussions aimed at liberalizing trade between
their countries.

Aug. 21, 1990: Mexican President Salinas offi-
cially proposes to the US president the negotia-
tion of a free trade agreement between Mexico
and the US.

Feb. 5, 1991: Negotiations between the US and
Mexico aimed at liberalizing trade between the
two countries officially become trilateral at the
request of the Canadian government under Brian
Mulroney.

Apr.7to 10,1991: Cooperation agreements are
signed between Mexico and Canada covering
taxation, cultural production and exports.

May 24, 1991: The American Senate endorses
the extension of fast track authority in order to
facilitate the negotiation of free trade with Mexico.

June 12, 1991: Start of trade negotiations be-
tween Canada, the US and Mexico.

Feb. 1992: U.S. and Mexican environmental au-
thorities release the Integrated Environmental
Plan for the Mexican-U.S. Border Area (IBEP)
—an effort linked to the 1983 La Paz Agree-
ment.'?

Apr. 4, 1992 Signing in Mexico by Canada and
Mexico of a protocol agreement on cooperation
projects regarding labour.

Apr. 30, 1992: U.S. Presi-
dent George H. W. Bush
signs Executive Order
12803 — “Infrastructure
Privatization.” The Order ‘J )
encourages privatization

(e.g., selling or long-term leasing) of state
and local government “infrastructure assets”
that are “ financed in whole or in part by the
Federal Government and needed for the
functioning of the economy. Examples of
such assets include, but are not limited to:
roads, tunnels, bridges, electricity supply
facilities, mass transit, rail transportation,
airports, ports. waterways, water supply fa-
cilities, recycling and wastewater treatment
facilities, solid waste disposal facilities,
housing, schools, prisons, and hospitals.” *

Aug. 12, 1992: “President Bush announced the
completion of negotiations for a comprehensive
North American Free Trade Agreement between
Mexico, Canada and the United States. At that
time, the Administration issued various docu-
ments, including a negotiated summary of the
Agreement.”

Sept. 18, 1992: “President Bush officially noti-
fied the Speaker of the House and the President
of the Senate, in accordance with the 90-day no-
tice requirement under section 1103(a)(1) of the
1988 Act, of his intent to enter into a NAFTA with
the Governments of Mexico and Canada. The
notice was accompanied by the reports of 38
private sector advisory committees on the draft
Agreement as required by section 135 of the
Trade Act of 1974. The President committed to
work closely with the Congress to develop ap-
propriate implementing legislation. The Adminis-
tration also issued a report at that time on the
benefits of the NAFTA and actions taken to fulfill
the commitments made by the President on May
1, 1991 on worker adjustment, labor rights, and
environmental protection.” *®

Oct. 7, 1992: “President Bush, President Sali-
nas, and Prime Minister Mulroney met in San
Antonio, Texas, to discuss plans for implement-
ing the NAFTA and affirmed their shared com-
mitment to adopt the agreement in 1993, to take
effect on January 1, 1994. The three trade min-
isters who negotiated the agreement--U.S. Trade
Representative Carla Hills, Secretary Jaime
Serra, and Minister Michael Wilson--initialed the
NAFTA draft legal text.” 6



Oct. 7, 1992: “President Bush, President Sali-
nas, and Prime Minister Mulroney met in San
Antonio, Texas, to discuss plans for implement-
ing the NAFTA and affirmed their shared com-
mitment to adopt the agreement in 1993, to take
effect on January 1, 1994. The three trade minis-
ters who negotiated the agreement—U.S. Trade
Representative Carla Hills, Secretary Jaime
Serra, and Minister Michael Wilson—initialed
the NAFTA draft legal text” '’

Dec.17,1992:“...President Bush, President
Salinas, and Prime Minister Mulroney
signed the NAFTA in their respective capi-
tals. On that day, President-elect Clinton re-
affirmed his support for the NAFTA but reit-
erated his campaign pledge that three supple-
mental agreements would be required before
proceeding with the implementing legislation.
These three supplemental agreements would
cover the environment, workers, and special
safeguards for unexpected surges inimports.
... The supplemental agreements were signed
at Mexico City, Washington, and Ottawa on
September 8, 9, 12 and 14, 19938

1993: The Liberal Party under Jean Chretien prom-
ises to renegotiate NAFTA in its campaign platform,
titled "Creating Opportunity: the Liberal Plan for
Canada" and also known as The Red Book.

Aug. 13,1993:“U.S. Trade Representative Michael
Kantor announced agreement by the three gov-
ernments on supplemental agreements to the
NAFTA on labor cooperation, on environmental co-
operation, and on import surges. He also an-
nounced a basic agreement on a new institutional
structure for funding environmental infrastructure
projects in the U.S.-Mexican border region.”*°

Sept. 14, 1993: “NAFTA side agreements were
signed in a White House ceremony"?

Nov. 1993: The North American Development
Bank (NADB) and its sister institution, the Bor-
der Environment Cooperation Commission
(BECC), are created under the auspices of the
North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA)
to address environmental issues in the U.S.-
Mexico border region. The two institutions initiate
operations under the November 1993 Agreement
Between the Government of the United States
of America and the Government of the United
Mexican States Concerning the Establishment
of a Border Environment Cooperation Commis-
sion and a North American Development Bank
(the “Charter”).

Nov. 4, 1993: U.S. President Clinton “submitted
to the Congress H.R. 3450, a hill to implement
the North American Free Trade Agreement. H.R.
3450 would approve only the basic agreement
and the accompanying Statement of Administra-
tive Action. The supplemental agreements on the

environment and on labor, together with side let-
ters having to do with sugar and other agricultural
products, are not approved by the legislation. . . .
Under the provisions of the bill, the President is
authorized to enter the NAFTA into force with re-
spect to Canada or Mexico, as long as specific
conditions are met, on or after January 1, 1994,
The provisions of NAFTA would take effect over
a 15 year period, during which tariffs and other
barriers would be reduced or eliminated.” %

Dec. 1993: Newly elected Canadian Prime Minis-
ter Jean Chretien signs NAFTA without changes,
breaking his promise to renegotiate NAFTA.

Dec. 8, 1993: U.S. Presi-
dent William “Bill” J.
Clinton signs the North
American Free Trade
Agreement (NAFTA)
which became Public Law
103-182. A June 14, 2004
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU)
signed in by the Governors of Arizona (U.S.)
and Sonora (Mexico) says NAFTA “created
a preferential trade relationship between
Canada, Mexico and the United States. A
key component for successful NAFTA
implementation is a seamless and efficient
transportation network linking federally
defined high priority corridors, interna-
tional gateways and economic hubs. This
transportation system must

provide for the high ca-

pacity, efficient and safe
movement of services,
people and informa-

tion between the
three nations.” %
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Jan. 1, 1994: NAFTA and the two agreements
on labour and the environment go into effect, re-
placing CUSFTA.

Nov. 11, 1994: At Baylor University, Ambassa-
dor Abelardo Valdez says in his speech titled
“Free Trade for the Americas: The Next Steps™:
“...the small seed planted at Punta del Este [during
the summit of the Presidents of the Americas] is
in the process of blossoming into a hemispheric
freetrade area, and, | predict, into a future Com-
mon Market of the Americas. The North Ameri-
can Free Trade Agreement (‘NAFTA') has set the
stage for achieving free trade throughout the
Americas and strengthening the economic and
political relations between the United States,
Canada, Latin America and the Caribbean.” (u.s.
Congressional Record, Nov. 29, 1994 entry, Page: E2304)

Nov. 16, 1994: Canada and Mexico sign a coop-
eration agreement regarding the peaceful use of
nuclear energy.

Dec. 9-11,1994: The first Summit of the Americas
is held in Miami, Florida. The three signatories of
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NAFTA officially invite Chile to become a contrac-
tual party of the agreement. The Free Trade Area
of the Americas or FTAA is initiated. According to
the official FTAA website, "the Heads of State
and Government of the 34 democracies in the
region agreed to construct a Free Trade Area of
the Americas, or FTAA, in which barriers to trade
and investment will be progressively eliminated.
They agreed to complete negotiations towards
this agreement by the year 2005 and to achieve
substantial progress toward building the FTAA by
2000."

23

Dec. 22, 1994: Mexican monetary authorities de-
cide to let the Peso float. The US and Canada
open a US$6 billion line of credit for Mexico.

Jan. 3,1995: Mexican president Ernesto Zedillo
presents an emergency plan.

Jan. 1995: President Clinton announces an aid
plan for Mexico.

Feb. 9, 1995: Mickey Kantor, the US Foreign
Trade representative, announces Washington’s
intention to include the provisions of NAFTA re-
garding labor and the environment in negotia-
tions with Chile.

Feb. 21, 1995: Signing in Washington of an
agreement regarding the financial assistance
given to Mexico. Mexico in turn promises to pay
Mexican oil export revenue as a guarantee into
an account at the Federal Reserve in New York.

Feb. 28, 1995: Mexico announces the increase
of its customs duties on a number of imports from
countries with which it does not have a free trade
agreement.

Mar. 9, 1995: President Zedillo presents auster-
ity measures. The plan envisages a 50% increase
in value added taxes, a 10% reduction of gov-
ernment expenditure, a 35% increase in gas
prices, a 20% increase in electricity prices and
a 100% increase in transportation prices. The
minimum wage is increased by 10%. The private
sector can benefit from government assistance.
The inter-bank rate that is reduced to 74% will
be increased to 109% on March 15.

Mar. 29, 1995: Statistical data on US foreign trade
confirms the sharp increase in Mexican exports
to the US.

Apr. 10, 1995: The US dollar reaches its lowest
level in history on the international market. It de-
preciated by 50% relative to the Japanese yenin
only four years.

June 7, 1995: First meeting of the ministers of
Foreign Trade of Canada (Roy MacLaren), the
US (Mickey Kantor), Mexico (Herminio Blanco)
and Chile (Eduardo Aninat) to start negotiations.

Dec. 29, 1995: Chile and Canada commit to ne-
gotiate a bilateral free trade agreement.



June 3,1996: Chile and Canada start negotiat-
ing the reciprocal opening of markets in Santiago.

Nov. 18, 1996: Signing in Ottawa of the Canada-
Chile free trade agreement by Jean Chrétien,
Prime Minister of Canada and Eduardo Frei,
President of Chile. The agreement frees 80% of
trade between the two countries. It is the first free
trade agreement signed between Chile and a mem-
ber of the G7.

U.S5.-MEXICO
BORDER XXI
FRONTERA XXI1

Oct. 1996: The final US-Mexico Border XXI Pro-
gram Framework Document is published. “Bor-
der XXI is the binational framework for La Paz
Agreement implementation. The U.S. EPA and
Mexican Ministry of Environment, Natural Re-
sources and Fisheries (SEMARNAP) are the lead
agencies in charge of the program. Border XXI
is organized into nine binational workgroups that
address the following issues: water, air, natural
resources, pollution prevention, hazardous
and solid waste, cooperative enforcement, en-
vironmental health, environmental informa-
tion resources, and contingency planning and
emergency response. Each work group is com-
prised of two Federal co-chairs 1, one from
Mexico and the other from the U.S. The
workgroups have the active participation of state
and local government officials, NGO's, industry,
academia and other interested individuals from
both the U.S. and Mexico. These workgroups are
the forum through which the two countries meet
to develop cooperatively five-year objectives and
annual work plans and to discuss progress and
issues associated with the implementation of
projects to address environmental issues along
the border.” %

1997

July 4,1997: The Canada-Chile free trade agree-
ment comes into effect.

1997: The US presidency proposes applying
NAFTA parity to Caribbean countries.

1998

Apr. 17,1998: Signing in Santiago, Chile of the
free trade agreement between Chile and Mexico
by President Ernesto Zedillo Ponce de Ledn
of Mexico, and President Eduardo Frei of Chile.

Jan. 1999: A Memorandum of Understanding
(MOU) is signed by the governors of five states
— Jane Dee Hull (Arizona), Dirk Kempthorne
(Idaho), Marc Racicot (Montana), Kenny C.
Guinn (Nevada) and Michael O. Leavitt (Utah)
— ‘“to formalize their commitment to develop and
operate the international trade corridor known
as CANAMEX and created the five-state
CANAMEX Corridor Coalition [CCC] ... . to facili-
tate defined objectives. ...” 2> “In addition to being

atransportation and trade ol -
corridor, CANAMEX is © "Tl '-l i
also an alliance between }_\._ e
U.S.and Mexican states, Ca- g Fa
nadian provinces, and busi- = |
nesses to work together to cre- | :

ronment. . 26 The 1995 Na- "+
tional Highway System (NHS) #
Designation Act specified the
CANAMEX Corridor route lo- ==}
cated in the U.S. to run from ™
Nogales, Arizona, through Las
Vegas, Nevada, to Salt Lake City, A
Utah, to Idaho Falls, Idaho, to Mon- ™
tana, to the Canadian Border. l-,;

Aug. 1, 1999: The Chile-Mexico free ¥
trade agreement comes into effect.

Sept., 1999: The Canadian right-wing think tank
the Fraser Institute publishes a paper by Herbert
G. Grubel titled "The Case for the Amero: The
Economics and Politics of a North American
Monetary Union." In the paper Grubel argues
that a common currency is not inevitable but it is
desirable.

2000

July 2, 2000: Vicente Fox Quesada of the Na-
tional Action Party (PAN), is elected president of
Mexico, thus ending the reign of the Revolutionary
Institutional Party (RIP) that had held power for
71 years. Mr.Fox is sworn in on 1 December 2000.

July 4,2000: Mexican president Vicente Fox pro-
poses a 20 to 30 year timeline for the creation of a
common North American market. President Fox's
“20/20 vision” as it is commonly called, includes
the following: a customs union, a common exter-
nal tariff, greater coordination of policies, common
monetary policies, free flow of labor, and fiscal trans-
fers for the development of poor Mexican regions.
With the model of the European Fund in mind,
President Fox suggests that US$10 to 30 billion be
invested in NAFTA to support underdeveloped re-
gions. The fund could be administered by an inter-
national financial institution such as the Inter-
American Development Bank.

Nov. 27, 2000; Trade negotiations resume be-
tween the US and Chile for Chile’s possible en-
try into NAFTA.

2001: Robert Pastor's 2001
book Toward a North
American Community is
published. The book calls for
the creation of a North
American Union (NAU).

Apr. 2001: Canadian Prime
Minister Jean Chretien and
US President George W. Bush sign the Decla-
ration of Quebec City at the third Summit of the
Americas: “This is a‘commitment to hemispheric
integration."
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Aug. 30,2001: The Institute for International Eco-
nomics issues a press release advocating the
United States and Mexico use Mexican President
Vicente Fox's September 4-7 visit to develop a
North American Community as advocated by Rob-
ert Pastor in his book " Toward a North American
Community." The release says the U.S. and
Mexico “should invite Canada to join them in a
creating a community that could: integrate the
infrastructure and transportation networks of
North America; create a development fund to
reduce income disparities across the countries;
establish a North American Commission to pre-
pare for the three leaders at their next Summit an
agenda and options for promoting continental in-
tegration; move toward a Customs Union in five
years with a Permanent North American Court
onTrade and Investment; forge a more humane
immigration policy that includes ‘North Ameri-
can passports; for frequent travelers, immigra-
tion preferences, and a larger temporary program
with safeguards; train North American customs
and immigration officers to reduce duplication;
and eventually adopt a common currency.’

Sept. 2001: “The Partnership for Prosperity
(P4P) was launched . . . as a public-private alli-
ance of Mexican and U.S. governmental and busi-
ness leaders to promote economic development
in Mexico, especially in areas with high migra-
tion rates. By the end of 2004, following various
meetings, Secretary of State Powell noted that
P4P programs had lowered fees for transferring
funds from the United States to Mexico, brought
together more than 1,400 business and govern-
ment leaders, and developed innovative meth-
ods to finance infrastructure projects.” *’

Sept. 11,2001: A series of coordinated suicide ter-
rorist attacks upon the United States, predominantly
targeting civilians, are carried out on Tuesday, Sep-
tember 11, 2001. Two planes (United Airlines Flight
175 and American Airlines Flight 11) crashed into
the World Trade Center in New York City, one plane
into each tower (One and Two). Both towers col-
lapsed within two hours. The pilot of the third team
crashed a plane into the Pentagon in Arlington
County, Virginia. Passengers and members of the
flight crew on the fourth aircraft attempted to re-
take control of their plane from the hijackers; that
plane crashed into a field near the town of
Shanksville in rural Somerset County, Pennsylva-
nia. Excluding the 19 hijackers, a confirmed 2,973
people died and another 24 remain listed as miss-
ing as a result of these attacks. In response, the
Bush administration launches the “war on terror"
and becomes very concerned with security.

Sept. 11, 2001: In Lima, Peru, the Inter-Ameri-
can Democratic Charter is signed by 34 foreign
ministers of the Organization of American States
(OAS) at a Special Session of the General As-
sembly. The Assembly involved representatives
from North, South, and Central America, the
Caribbean, and Canada, This historic agreement
was overshadowed by the 9/11 attack on the
World Trade Center, but at the same time aided



by the event. In a policy paper titled “A Magna
Carta for the Americas” (2002), John W. Graham
wrote: “The OAS foreign ministers met scarcely
an hour after the terrorist attacks. As they gath-
ered in Lima the previous evening, there was ap-
prehension that one or more of them might intro-
duce wording that would blunt some of the
Charter’s teeth. By the time the meeting was un-
derway, it was clear that the terrorist attacks had
removed that concern. Instead of departing im-
mediately for the airport, Secretary of State
Colin Powell delayed his return flight to Wash-
ington for several hours in the hope that he could
leave with a strong and unanimously approved
Charter. In a dramatic but subdued
intervention, he invited his col-
leagues to accept the fairly robust
draft that had been referred to this
Special Assembly of the Organiza-
tion by the OAS Permanent Council.
While giant TV screens outside the
hotel replayed the tumbling towers,
the Charter was adopted by accla-
mation and Powell left for the airport.
He had rightly judged the impact that
his decision to remain even briefly at
the meeting would have on the other
foreign ministers. On the first day of
theterrorist crisis, Powell had given
priority to multilateralism.” %

Dec. 2001: New U.S. Ambassador to Canada
Paul Cellucci publicly advocates "NAFTA-plus".

Dec. 2001: U.S. Governor Tom Ridge and Cana-
dian Deputy Prime Minister John Manley sign the
Smart Border Declaration and Associated 30-
Point Action Plan to Enhance the Security of Our
Shared Border While Facilitating the Legitimate
Flow of People and Goods. The Action Plan has
four pillars: the secure flow of people, the se-
cure flow of goods, secure infrastructure, and
information. It includes shared customs data, a
safe third-country agreement, harmonized com-
mercial processing, etc.

Feb.7,2002: Robert Pastor gives
invited testimony before the Stand-
ing Committee on Foreign Affairs
and International Trade, House of
Commons, Government of
Canada, Ottawa.

March 2002: The Border Partnership (“Smart Bor-
der”) Agreementis announced. The agreement en-
hances “border security by utilizing technology to
strengthen infrastructure while facilitating the
transit of people and goods across the border.”?°

Apr. 2002: The Canadian right-wing think tank
the C.D. Howe Institute publishes the first paper
in the "Border Papers" series, which they have
described as "a project on Canada's choices re-
garding North American integration." The Bor-
der Papers were published with the financial
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backing of the Donner Canadian Foundation.
Generally the border papers advocate deep in-
tegration between Canada and the U.S., and the
first border paper "Shaping the Future of the
North American Economic Space: A Framework
for Action" by Wendy Dobson popularized the
term "the Big Idea" as one euphemism for deep
integration.

June 11, 2002: “Toward a North American
Community?” conference is held. Sponsored by
the Woodrow Wilson
International Center
for Scholars, the con-
e by ference was organized
by the Latin American
Program’s Mexico In-
stitute, the Canada In-
stitute, and the Project
on America and the
Global ~ Economy
(PAGE). According to
the conference report,
the gathering was “de-
signed to generate dia-
logue in Washington
about the future of
North American inte-
gration. In the early 1990s, the passage of the
North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA)
prompted debate about economic and social in-
tegration in North America. Today, the future of
the North American relationship continues to be
discussed; Mexican President Vicente Fox's recent
push for a ‘NAFTA plus’ agreement has intensi-
fied debates about integration.” The conference
report Toward a North American Community?
was produced by the Woodrow Wilson Center
with a grant from the Ford Foundation.*°

Aug. 6, 2002: U.S. President George W. Bush
signs H.R. 3009, known as the Trade Act of 2002
(PL. 107-210). The Act “grants the President of
the United States the authority to negotiate trade
deals with other countries and only gives Con-
gress the approval to vote up or down on the
agreement, but not to amend it. This authority is
sometimes called fast track authority, since it is
thought to streamline approval of trade agree-
ments.” 3! Trade promotion authority expires in
July 2007 unless extended by the U.S. Congress.

Sept. 9, 2002: President Bush and Prime Minis-
ter Chrétien meet to discuss progress on the
Smart Border Action Plan and ask that they be
updated regularly on the work being done to har-
monize our common border.

Sept. 11, 2002: The National Post publishes an
article by Alan Gotlieb, the chairman of the
Donner Canadian Foundation and Canada's am-
bassador to the United States from 1981 to 1989,
titled "Why not a grand bargain with the U.S.?" In
the article, Gotlieb asks "Rather than eschewing
further integration with the United States,
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shouldn't we be building on NAFTA to create new
rules, new tribunals, new institutions to secure
our trade? Wouldn't this 'legal integration’ be su-
perior to ad hoc responses and largely ineffec-
tive lobbying to prevent harm from Congressional
protectionist sorties? Wouldn't our economic se-
curity be enhanced by establishing a single North
American competitive market without anti-dump-
ing and countervail rules? Are there not elements
of a grand bargain to be struck, combining North
American economic, defence and security ar-
rangements within a common perimeter?"

Oct. 1, 2002: United States Northern Com-
mand (USNORTHCOM) is estab-
lished “to provide command and
control of Department of Defense
(DoD) homeland defense effortsand %
to coordinate defense support of civil
authorities.” USNORTHCOM's ar-
eas of responsibility include “air, land and
sea approaches and encompasses the con-
tinental United States, Alaska, Canada,
Mexico and the surrounding water out to
approximately 500 nautical miles. It also in-
cludes the Gulf of Mexico and the Straits of
Florida. The defense of Hawaii and our ter-
ritories and possessions in the Pacific is the
responsibility of U.S. Pacific Command.
The defense of Puerto Rico and the U.S.
Virgin Islands is the responsibility of U.S.
Southern Command. The commander of
USNORTHCOM is responsible for theater
security cooperation with Canada and
Mexico." The USNORTHCOM commander
also heads the North American Aerospace
Defense Command (NORAD). %

Nov. 1-2,2002: Robert Pastor presents "A North
American Community. A Modest Proposal To the
Trilateral Commission," to the North American
Regional Meeting, Toronto, Ontario, Canada. Pas-
tor called for implementation of "a series of po-
litical proposals which would have authority over
the sovereignty of the United States, Canada and
Mexico. ... the creation of North American pass-
ports and a North American Customs and Im-
migrations, which would have authority over U.S.
Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE)
within the Department of Homeland Security. A
North American Parliamentary Group would
overseethe U.S.Congress. A Permanent Court
onTrade and Investment would resolve disputes
within NAFTA, exerting final authority over the
judgments of the U.S. Supreme Court. A North
American Commission would 'develop an inte-
grated continental plan for transportation and in-
frastructure.”

Wendy Dobson presents "The Future of North
American Integration.” at the conference. *

Dec.5,2002: The U.S. Dept. of State's “U.S. and
Canada Sign Bi-National Agreement on Mili-



tary Planning” media note announced that on
Dec. 5, Secretary Colin Powell “signed an agree-
ment between the United States and Canada to
establish a new bi-national planning group at the
North American Aerospace Defense Com-
mand (NORAD) headquarters in Colorado
Springs.” The group will set up “contingency plans
to respond to threats and attacks, and other ma-
jor emergencies in Canada or the United States,
enhancing our bi-national military planning and
support to civil authorities. The Planning Group's
focus will include maritime-and land-based
threats.” 3

Dec. 5, 2002: The text of the Safe Third Country
Agreement is signed by officials of Canada and
the United States as part of the Smart Border
Action Plan. See the final text here: Final Text of
the Safe Third Country Agreement Refugee sup-
port groups on hoth sides of the Canadian-U.S.
border criticize the new agreement dealing with
refugees for stipulating that refugees must seek
asylum in whichever of the two countries they
reach first. Critics say that preventing individuals
who first set foot in the U.S. from making a claim
in Canada will increase cases of human smug-
gling, and that other refugees will be forced to
live without any kind of legal status in the U.S.
See for example: 10 Reasons Why Safe Third Country is a
Bad Deal

Dec. 6,2002: The White House issues an update

on the progress of the Smart Border Action Plan.
See: U.S. Canada Smart Border 30 Point Action Plan Update

Jan. 2003: The Canadian Council of Chief Ex-
ecutives headed by Tom D'Aquino (also a mem-
ber of the trinational Task Force on the Future of
North America) launches the North American
Security and Prosperity Initiative (NASPI) in
January 2003 in response to an alleged "need
for a comprehensive North American strategy in-
tegrating economic and security issues". NASPI
has five main elements, which include: Reinvent-
ing borders, Maximizing regulatory efficien-
cies, Negotiation of a comprehensive re-
source security pact, Reinvigorating the North
American defence alliance, and Creating a
new institutional framework. See: North American
Security and Prosperity Initiative (PDF).

Mar. 27-28 2003: The North American Forum
on Integration (NAFI) holds its first conference
in Montreal, Canada “in order to examine the out-
look for the future of North American integration.”
Special attention is given to the “interest of cre-
ating a North American Investment Fund."The
conference also focuses on subjects like: Bor-
der fluidity, Energy, Development of infra-
structures, Currency and Taxation, Gover-
nance, Sustainable development, and Busi-
ness strategies. Created in 2002, NAFI “is a
nonprofit organization devoted to developing
North American dialogue and networks” and
“aims to build awareness on the issues raised by
the North American integration and to focus the
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attention of decision-makers on the importance
of the challenges at hand. NAFI intends to ar-
range periodic meetings between major stake-
holders in the political, private-sector, labour-
union and academic circles in the three NAFTA
member-countries -- Canada, United States and
Mexico.” %

Apr. 4, 2003: Representatives of the U.S. EPA,
SEMARNAT, the ten border states and the 26 US
Tribes, met in Tijuana, Baja California, Mexico to
recognize the completion of the Border 21: U.S--
Mexico Environmental Program. The meeting also
signals the start of a ten
year joint effort outlined in
the Border 2012 Pro-
gram which includes di-
viding the U.S.-Mexico
Border areainto four bina-
tional workgroups: Califor-
nia-Baja California, Ari-
zona-Sonora, New Mexico-
Texas-Chihuahua, and
Texas-Coahuila-Nuevo
Ledn-Tamaulipas. *

e

Apr.11-14,2003: The 34th annual plenary con-
ference of the Trilateral Commission is con-
vened at the Shilla Hotel, Seoul, Korea: “Global
Governance — Enhancing Trilateral Coopera-
tion.” %7

Apr. 16, 2003: American University’s Center for
North American Studies summarizes the “High-
lights of Faculty Seminar IV," an event co-chaired
by Dr. Robert A. Pastor and Prof. Phillip Brenner:
“Pastor summed up the seminars. The first sought
to define North America as being more than
just three countries -- an area increasingly in-
tegrated socially and economically, though not
politically or policy-wise. The second addressed
the nature of the linkages that connect as well
as the profound divergence in development be-
tween Mexico and its northern neighbors. The
third focused on the most acute dilemma -- how
to continue to integrate the region in the wake
of heightened concerns about
terror and communicable dis-
eases. The issue for the final
seminar is: where do we go
from here with “North
America”? How can we rethink
our relationships?” 8

June 1-July 12 2003: The Cen-
ter for North American Studies
at American University (Wash-
ington D.C.) holds its first “Dis- £
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covering North America” Summer Institute “to
instill in a new generation an innovative way of
thinking about themselves and their neighbors
— not just as citizens of their countries but also
as residents of North America.” Dr. Robert Pas-
tor is the Center's founding Director. %

June 2003: The North American Community
Service: Pilot Project Research Report was
published with support of a “grant from the Glo-
bal Service Institute (GSI), Center for Social De-
velopment, Washington University in St. Louis,
with funding from the Ford Foundation.” Stated
in the abstract: “In 2002, the North American In-
stitute, in collaboration with the Universidad
Veracruzana, the Student Conservation Associa-
tion, and Canada World Youth, along with regional
and local organizations in Mexico, Canada, and
the United States, initiated a pilot demonstration
of a North American Community Service (NACS)
program. The purpose of NACS is to build ca-
pacity among youth from all walks of life for
leadership in creating aNorth American com-
munity "4

Aug. 2003: “President Fox and members of his
cabinet once again affirmed support of
CANAMEX and the importance of secure and
efficient transportation infrastructure along the
west coast of Mexico. The innovative CyberPort
project in Nogales is one example of the high
level of international cooperation as it uses tech-
nology and a re-engineering of the border cross-
ing process to shift physical inspection processes
away from the border to encourage redundancy
within the enforcement process.” “!

Oct.21,2003: Dr.Robert Pastor gives testimony
to the U.S. House of Representatives, Interna-
tional Relations Committee, Subcommittee on
Western Hemisphere Affairs on "U.S. Policy to-
ward the Western Hemisphere: Challenges and
Opportunities" in which he recommends the for-
mation of a "North American Community."

Oct. 31 2003: Former U.S. President William
“Bill” Clinton delivers an address at Yale Uni-
versity. The YaleGlobe Online story titled “ Secu-
rity and Prosperity in the 21st Century” (10
Nov. 2003) reported: “Former US President Bill
Clinton believes that an interdependent world is
unsustainable because of its instability. To solve
this latent instability Clinton proposes three goals.
First, the world needs to create a global com-
munity with shared responsibilities, benefits, and
values. Second, to implement this global com-
munity, nations must share the burden of inter-
national security and build institutions that allow
for the peaceful resolution of disagreements. Fur-
thermore, the benefits of the developed world
must be shared through greater trade liberal-
ization. Finally, the US should foster greater multi-
lateral ties, but act alone if necessary. Funda-
mentally, he concludes, for the US to lead in
the creation of an integrated global commu-
nity, it must first establish an integrated do-
mestic community.” 4



2004: The Institute for Research on Public Policy
(Canada), publishes a working paper titled “Tak-
ing a Fresh look at North American Integration”
by Yan Cimon and Claudia Rebolledo. ©

Jan. 2004: NAFTA celebrates its tenth anniver-
sary with controversy, as it is both praised and
criticized.

Jan./Feb. 2004: The Council on Foreign Rela-
tions publishes Robert Pastor's paper "North
America's Second Decade," which advocates fur-
ther North American integration. Read it at: North
America's Second Decade

Jan. 27,2004 Idaho Governor Dirk |
Kempthorne replies to Ambassador |
Robert B. Zoellick (U.S. Trade Rep-
resentative) regarding Zoellick's re-

quest for support for “on-going ne-

gotiations in the area of government procure-
ment.” Kempthorne writes, “The state of Idaho
will continue to authorize the U.S. Trade Repre-
sentative to offer access to the Idaho State gov-
ernment procurement market in new trade
agreements that USTR is currently negotiating.
These include trade agreements with Morocco,
Australia, the countries of the Central America
Common Market (Costa Rica, El Salvador, Gua-
temala, Honduras and Nicaragua), the South
African Customs Union ...and the Free Trade
Agreement of the Americas.”* Note: Go to the
Public Citizen website to find out if your state is
committed to be bound to trade agreements’ re-
strictive government procurement provisions:

< http://www.citizen.org/trade/subfederal/procurement/ >

Mar. 17-20, 2004: The Consortium for North
American Higher Education Collaboration
(CONAHEC) holds its 9th North American
Higher Education Conference in Guadalajara,
Jalisco, Mexico. Titled “Discovering North Ameri-
can Potential: Higher Education Charts a New
Course,” the conference, which focused “on the
urgency of building North America, and higher
education’s role in the process,’ received gen-
erous support from the Ford Foundation. 4% 46

Apr. 2004: The Canadian Council of Chief Ex-
ecutives (CCCE) publishes a major discussion
paper titled "New Frontiers: Building a 21st
Century Canada-United States Partnership in
North America." Some of the paper’s 15 rec-
ommendations expand on the NASPI framework
in areas such as tariff harmonization, rules of
origin,trade remedies, energy strategy, core de-
fence priorities and the need to strengthen
Canada-United States institutions, including
the North American Aerospace Defence Com-
mand (NORAD). Other recommendations focus
on the process for developing and executing a
comprehensive strategy, including the need for
greater coordination across government depart-
ments, between federal and provincial govern-
ments and between the public and private sectors.
See: Building a 21st Century Canada-United States Partner-
ship in North America

The

Jun. 19,2004: A Memorandum of Understand-
ing (MOU) is signed by
Arizona Governor

: Janet Napolitano

(US) and Sonora

" Governor Eduardo

Bours (Mexico) for the

EX Planning and Devel-

Trade Coumidor opment of the
CANAMEX interna-

tional trade corridor. 4

Sept.20,2004: Thomas d’Aquino, President and
C.E. of the Canadian Council of Chief Executives,
delivers an address to the to the Mexico Business
Summit (Veracruz, Mexico) titled “Canada and
Mexico Building a Shared Future in North America.” ¢
Oct. 2004: The Canada-Mexico Partnership (CMP)
is launched during the visit of President Vicente
Fox to Ottawa. See: Canada-Mexico Partnership (CMP)
Nov. 1, 2004: The Independent Task Force on the
Future of North Americais formed. The task force
is a trilateral task force charged with developing
a "roadmap" to promote North American secu-
rity and advance the well being of citizens of all
three countries. The task force is chaired by
former Liberal Deputy Prime Minister John Manley.
It is sponsored by the Council on Foreign Rela-
tions (CFR) in association with the Canadian
Council of Chief Executives (CCCE) and the
Consejo Mexicano de Asuntos Internacionales.

Dec. 17, 2004: President
George W. Bush signs
the Intelligence Reform
and Terrorism Prevention
Act. Within the bill is the
Western Hemisphere
Travel Initiative (WHTI)
that “allows citizens from
the U.S., Canada, Mexico, and the Carib-
bean islands to enter the United States
without a passport. The only requirement
is a valid driver's license or birth certifi-
cate certifying that the visitor is a resident
of one of the neighboring countries. . . .
An integral part of WHTI is the creation
of anew form of identification to expe-
dite the trip across the border. . . . As the
federal government continues to struggle
with WHTI and PASS Card implementa-
tion, DHS [U.S. Department of Homeland
Security] is calling for long-range RFID
cards, while the State Department pro-
poses contact-less smartcard technol-
ogy. The DHS card [would be] embedded
with acomputer chip and biometric iden-
tifier . . . Unfortunately, the federal gov-
ernment does not have plans to encrypt
the information provided on any RFID chip.
This implementation without encryption
leaves U.S. citizens highly vulnerable.” 4
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THE EMERGING NORTH AMERICAN UNION (NAU)

Dec. 29, 2004: The Safe Third Country Agreement
comes into force. See: Safe Third Country Agreement
Comes Into Force Today
2005
Jan. 2005: At the Organization of the American
States, former U.S. President
James “Jimmy” Carter (a
former Trilateral Commission
member) was asked about the
chance that countries in the
Western Hemisphere would
form a union similar to the Eu-
ropean Union. Excerpts of
Carter's response were pub-
lished in the June 2005 report AFTER the FTAA
that was “based on a research project conducted
by the Institute for Policy Studies (IPS) and sup-
ported by the Rockefeller Foundation.” Carter
opined, “... In summary, | believe that within less
than 100 years we will see a strong interconti-
nental form of government based particularly on
the benefits of the EU [European Union] .. " %°

Mar. 2005: The Independent Task Force on the
Future of North America releases "Creating a
North American Community — Chairmen’s
Statement." Three former high-ranking govern-
ment officials from Canada, Mexico, and the
United States call for a North American economic
and security community by 2010 to address
shared security threats, challenges to competi-
tiveness, and interest in broad-based develop-
ment across the three countries. See: Creating a
North American Community Chairmen’s Statement

Mar. 14,2005: Robert Pastor, author of Toward a
North American Community and member of the
task force on the future of North America, pub-
lishes an article titled "The Paramount Challenge
for North America: Closing the Development
Gap," sponsored by the North American Devel-
opment Bank, which recommends forming a
North American Community as a way to address
economic inequalities due to NAFTA between
Canada, the U.S. and Mexico. See: THE PARAVMOUNT CHAL-
LENGE FOR NORTH AMERICA: CLOSING THE DEVELOPMENT GAP (PDF)

Mar. 23, 2005: The leaders of
Canada, t