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Welcome to the Global Watch Weekly Report (GWW)
Dear Global Watch Weekly (GWW) Member
According to Barack Obama in his recent controversial visit to the UK, the age of historical ties has
been superseded by the age of empires. Meaning, what drives international diplomacy and trade is
relationships between regions rather than individual nations. Could this statement by the outgoing
US president be the clearest sign to Britain that it can no longer rest its laurels on the age old
historical mother-daughter relationship with the United States as a premise for leaving the European
Union?

Also I want you to look at the first image above. What animals do you see representing both the
American and British empires. An eagle and a lion correct? These are the animal symbols that have
always been used to represent both nations.
“In my vision at night I looked, and there before me were the four winds of heaven churning up the great sea.
Four great beasts, each different from the others, came up out of the sea. The first was like a lion, and it had
the wings of an eagle. I watched until its wings were torn off and it was lifted from the ground so that it stood
on two feet like a human being, and the mind of a human was given to it.” Daniel 7:2-5.

Was the prophet Daniel trying to tell us something over 2000 years ago about the changing nature
of the relationship between a modern day alliance?
In this edition we look at the status of the Anglo American alliance and why Obama’s recent
statement is proof that the growth of regionalization is significantly impacting upon the historical dual
nation relationship model that Britain enjoyed with America for much of the 20th century.
Hope you enjoy.
Rema Marketing.

ANGLO AMERICAN ALLIANCE ‐ DEAD?
BARACK OBAMA CONTROVERSY
United States President Barack Obama provoked
an uproar in the British press over the weekend.
At a press conference last Friday, he offered his
long-awaited take on Britain’s position within the
European Union. At the briefing, he began, as he
often does—saying he wasn’t in the United
Kingdom to meddle in British affairs.

But his declaration that Britain must wait at the
back of the queue is what rankled the most. It
confirmed to many that the special relationship
between the U.S. and UK is dead.
Michael Crowley wrote in Politico that “an implied
point of Obama’s call for Britain to reject a
proposed exit from the European Union is that
the country isn’t significant enough to remain a
key U.S. partner if it’s no longer part of the EU.”
“The problem is the dismissive way in which Obama spoke
about Britain: as a country that’s too small to be worth
bothering with on its own,” wrote Fraser Nelson at the
Spectator. “A country that might matter, as part of a
massive block of the EU, but is too tiny for his ever-so-busy
officials in the State Department to bother with.”

Then he proceeded to do exactly that. He
attacked the Leave campaigners who say that if
they prevail, the UK could still negotiate favorable
trade benefits outside the EU bureaucracy. Mr.
Obama said:
“I think it’s fair to say that maybe some point down the line,
there might be a UK-U.S. trade agreement, but it’s not
going to happen anytime soon, because our focus is in
negotiating with a big bloc, the European Union, to get a
trade agreement done, and the UK is going to be in the
back of the queue—not because we don’t have a special
relationship, but because, given the heavy lift on any trade
agreement, us having access to a big market with a lot of
countries—rather than trying to do piecemeal trade
agreements is hugely inefficient.”

The response has touched a number of nerves.
Even ahead of Mr. Obama’s visit, many were
pointing out the hypocrisy of an American leader
encouraging Britain to remain in a union that the
United States would not tolerate for an instant. It
is inconceivable that the U.S. would allow a
foreign bureaucracy to create most of its own
laws, give foreign judges jurisdiction in its
territory, and even allow American citizens to be
arrested, deported and denied their usual
constitutional rights based on the whim of foreign
police forces. Yet here was the president urging
the UK to remain in exactly this type of
relationship.

Mr. Obama spoke a great deal during his visit
about the “special relationship” America has with
the United Kingdom. But when it came to doing
something—negotiating a trade deal—he had
nothing to offer. Ignoring his words, what does
America’s actions under Mr. Obama say about
the “special relationship”? What are its fruits?
THE EVIDENCE WAS THERE IN 2009
However Barack Obama’s position should be of
no surprise. In 2009 as soon as President
Obama appointed his new secretary of state,
Hillary
Clinton,
Frank-Walter
Steinmeier
(Germany’s foreign minister) became quite
persistent in seeking her ear. The day she was
confirmed on January 21 2009, Steinmeier
quickly dispatched a letter of congratulations. He
followed up with a telephone call the next day,
with events in the Middle East very much on his
mind. Barely a week and a half later, Steinmeier
had hightailed it to New York to meet her directly.
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The fact that Secretary Clinton had hosted the
former British Foreign Secretary David Miliband
only two hours before meeting with Steinmeier
apparently didn’t bother the German vice
chancellor. Miliband’s visit was given scant media
coverage; as the Telegraph noted,
“It has been said that the new president does not share the
affinity for Britain of his predecessors, while in speeches
since his election he has lumped Britain in with other
European allies” (February 4, 2009).

Though the Telegraph called the Miliband visit
“something of a coup for Foreign Office officials,
after speculation that the special relationship with
the United States might weaken under Mr.
Obama,” realists understood there was little
reason to celebrate. Britain is losing its national
sovereignty and becoming a mere appendage of
the European Union.
The reality was that, despite Mrs. Clinton
acknowledging the historic nature of the “special
relationship” between the U.S. and Britain, that
relationship in President Obama’s mind is
secondary to that which he sees Germany and
the EU fulfilling. This is especially the case when
it comes to helping to get the U.S. off the hook in
the Middle East and Afghanistan and becoming
more directly involved in NATO and UNsponsored forays into foreign climes.
Yet in the whole equation of the foreign policy of
the new radical-left American administration,
nothing is more glaringly apparent than the
severing of the partnership between the U.S. and
Britain, a natural union of mother and daughter.
Each of the above foreign-policy maneuvers of
the Obama administration drives another nail into
the Anglo-American alliance. The mass media
seemed largely ignorant of this radical shift in
U.S. foreign policy over the years until Obama’s
comments last week.

security. The Blair-Bush years were the swan
song for that strongest of natural, yet unwritten,
alliances.
And which power stands ready in the wings to
take full advantage of this break in the U.S.Britain partnership?
None other than the
European Union.

SLOUCHING TOWARD BRUSSELS
Journalist Martin Kettle astutely observes of
President Obama,
“If he seeks an effective global partner for his efforts on
Iran, the Middle East, climate change or the restructuring of
financial institutions, he will not look first to Britain .… He
will look to the EU”

There is a reason why Mr. Obama and his
advisers chose Berlin as the only foreign city
within which the presidential candidate would
give a public speech as he stomped the
campaign trail. Theirs is an isolationist portfolio.
Increasingly, the Obama administration will seek
to hasten the day when American troops will
withdraw from their 65-year residence in Europe
and hand European security over to Brussels/
Berlin. In the process, the U.S. will continue to
hand over its bases and its military hardware to
EU control.

The coming of the Obama administration has
mortally wounded the natural symbiosis of
diplomacy between Britain and America. This is a
radical departure from the 200 years of mutual
support and cooperation between the U.S. and
Britain, particularly in matters of defense and
www.globalwatchweekly.com
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Martin Kettle declares the new reality that has
come to the fore in international relations in the
wake of the diminution of American power:

Roosevelt's Four Freedoms speech.

Gomberg created the map as a personal project,
and little else is known of him. The map has been
“If you want peace in Sudan or Congo or Somalia, you highlighted by scholars as the initial beginning of
have to want not just international aid but international the world community regionalization model in
peacekeeping. Existing peacekeeping efforts, though large which the world would be divided up into
and expensive, are also ineffective. Western engagement
bioregions with an economic and political
in these efforts would be controversial, but it could be very
effective. Yet it will only happen—to the extent it happens association.
at all—through the EU, not through nation states. There is
a pressing need for an intelligent post-Iraq debate about
how Europe can best develop, organize and use hard
power”

When the light eventually dawns on this new
American administration to reveal that the U.S. is
fundamentally broke, it will increasingly, and
willingly, hand over the security of Europe to the
EU. This will accelerate the military agenda of the
elites that frame EU foreign policy, in the process
drastically upping the expression of EU “hard
power.”
Additionally, it will encourage those who have
long held to the idea that the European Union
should provide a “peacekeeping” force to
complete the surrounding of the tiny nation of
Israel with a multination force intent on securing
stability in the strife-torn Middle East.
REGIONALIZATION
The idea of regionalization is not limited to just
the European Union. In 1942 the Outline of a
Post-War New World Map was created and selfpublished by Maurice Gomberg.

The project regarded the demilitarization of
several countries, the submission of those
countries to an international control and including
them into political unions and international
organizations.
All of the states would have to obey common
economical (global) rules, but the U.S.A. would
oversee the adherence to political freedoms. The
plan would consist of:
Controlling at a global level the world’s natural
wealth for the purpose of assuring equal access
and distribution for all the countries;
Controlling at a global level the bank institutions,
the financial international organizations and the
foreign investments;
Controlling at a federal and regional level the
external relations and the international trade
practiced by the member states.
The shocking matter regarding this map is that it
appears to anticipate with about seven decades
the phenomena of a state association trend that
is happening in the present day This idea was
boosted in September 1973, by the globalist think
tank, The Club of Rome.
On September 17, 1973, they released a Report
called the "Regionalized and Adaptive Model of
the Global World System" which was prepared by
Directors Mihajlo Mesarovic and Eduard Pestel
as part of the "Strategy for Survival Project".

It shows a proposed political division of the world
after World War II in the event of an Allied victory
in which the United States of America, the United
Kingdom, and the Soviet Union would rule. The
map includes a manifesto describing a "New
World Moral Order", along with quotes from

This report revealed the Club's goal of dividing
the world into ten political/economic (both)
regions restructured drastically into a ‘horizontal
system’ which would involve interdependent
‘world regions’ The ten regions would unite the
entire world under a single form of government.
6
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The development of 10 regions is compelling
because, according to the Bible the foundation of
the one world government will reside with a group
of 10 leaders , or what we might call the G-10.

Much was made about the creation of a North
American Union several years ago, however
since that time, the expected single currency, the
Amero, did not materialize and coupled with the
implosion of national economies across the
European Union, sceptics were writing of the
concept of regionalization claiming that it was an
impossible objective.
According to critics, the European Union
supposedly was a failed project and the Club of
Rome regionalization agenda had been aborted.
Not much further had been written by the Club of
Rome about the 10 bioregion formula since the
1970s and so those of recent times who keep
talking about a coming 10 region world empire
had been seen as re-hashers of a 1972 strategy
that lay in a heap of rubbles.
But then in 2009 something absolutely incredible
happened. The United Nations published their
Millennium Development goals; a set of
objectives designed to reduce poverty, facilitate
peace and global stability...Guess what appeared
in on the very last page of this 60 page
document...the image below with the world
divided into 10 regions.

For students of bible prophecy this is significant
since the book of Daniel and Revelation
constantly affirms a final world empire founded
on 10 kings or rulers who will ultimately give their
allegiance to the Antichrist. Revelation 17:12-14
states
"The ten horns you saw are ten kings who have not yet
received a kingdom, but who for one hour will receive
authority as kings along with the beast. They have one
purpose and will give their power and authority to the
beast. They will wage war against the Lamb, but the Lamb
will triumph over them because he is Lord of lords and King
of kings—and with him will be his called, chosen and
faithful followers.”

After the emergence of the European Union other
regional unions began to fester then form, some
faster than others.

The North American Union became a subject of
viral proportions after the Security and Prosperity
Partnership of North America was formed
between the United States, Canada and Mexico.
Other unions which have been formed include
the Association of South East Asian Nations, the
Pacific Union, the African Union, the Gulf
Cooperation Council and the South American
Union (Mercosur).
THE RIDDLE OF BRITAIN
As so happens with bible prophecy there are
some prophetic riddles which cause for debate.
“The first was like a lion, and it had the wings of an eagle. I
watched until its wings were torn off and it was lifted from
the ground so that it stood on two feet like a human being,
and the mind of a human was given to it. “ Daniel 7:4

The vast majority of all Bible commentaries and
teaching material will tell you that the four beasts
in Daniel's dream in Daniel 7 are the same four
www.globalwatchweekly.com
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empires that are mentioned in Nebuchadnezzar's
dream of an image in Daniel 2, namely Babylon,
Persia, Greece and Rome.
However some such as Ken Raggio believe that
the four powers in Daniel 7 are modern day
powers because at the time of the destruction of
the fourth beast (the final world government) at
the Second Coming of Christ, the previous three
beast kingdoms have a continuation, Daniel 7:11
-12.
Then I continued to watch because of the boastful words
the horn was speaking. I kept looking until the beast was
slain and its body destroyed and thrown into the blazing
fire. 12 (The other beasts had been stripped of their
authority, but were allowed to live for a period of time.)

Since Babylon, MedoPersia and Greece are
ancient empires (empires from old that came to
an end) the interpretation that Daniel 7 is a
repetition of Daniel 2 (which does refer to
Babylon, MedoPersia and Greece as Gold, Silver
and Bronze) makes no sense looking at Daniel
7:12.

Throughout most of its history, England has
employed the crowned lion as the official heraldry
symbol of the royal families. The Lion appears on
almost every coat of arms in the British royal line
going back at least 700 years. It is also
interesting to note that during World War II the
common imagery used as part of the call for men
to arms was one with Britain represented as a
male Lion with the young lions as representative
of the British English speaking colonies such as
Australia, New Zealand, Canada and the USA.
Britain's efforts towards the rebirth of Israel as a
nation in 1948 was followed by the United States
which since the demise of Britain as a world
power inherited the role as the protector of Israel.
Could it be that America is represented in Daniel
7:3 as the “eagles wings”. Note that the wings are
first attached to the Lion indicating co-operation,
possibly a mother-daughter relationship.

Daniel 7 tells us that the first beast in Daniels
vision is represented by a Lion with eagles wings.
The fact the eagles wings are then plucked from
the Lion and given a heart and made to stand on
the earth indicates a change from reliance or cooperation to self sustenance and independence.
The plucking of the wings from the Lion means
that the Lion loses its ability to fly and thus loses
geographical influence due to limited movement.

History shows that America descended from the
British Isles and the connection between the Lion
and eagles wings could possibly be interpreted
as the Anglo American alliance that governed
world politics during the mid part of the twentieth
century. This could explain why the eagle is the
national symbol of America and on their dollar
bill.

It is a natural fact that the Lion is prominently
known as the national symbol of Great Britain.
Could it be that the Lion represents Great Britain
during height of its power during the early half of
the twentieth century and its involvement with the
Zionist movement to bring the nation of Israel
back into existence.
www.globalwatchweekly.com
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Again, there are few symbols more easily
recognizable in the world today than the
American Eagle. But how can the American
Eagle be associated with the British Lion? That is
an easy answer. The United States of America
was originally a colonial territory of Great Britain.
But it was plucked up from the British Empire
when the citizens of the thirteen original
American colonies wrote and signed The
Declaration of Independence in 1776, declaring
their independence and breaking away the British
Crown - King George III. The fact that the wings
were removed would clearly seem to refer to the
American independence and thereby strengthens
the identification.
However there is a change in the relationship
because the eagles wings are plucked from the
lion, given a heart and made to stand. This
probably refers to the establishment of America
as a super power which mean that the reliance
on the mother nation, Britain, was no longer
needed.
The loss of wings means the Lion no longer has
the ability to fly referring to Britain losing her
colonial and imperial power as America rises to
supremacy. For a time there is equal
cooperation, but after a time one power rises
while the other wanes in influence.
Could Daniel’s prophecy in Daniel 7 shed light on
the fact that this Anglo American alliance which
was a dominant influence in the 20th century will
no longer be a dual relationship giving further
support to the idea that Britain’s destiny resides
in a United States of Europe?
THE BILDERBERG INFLUENCE
The riddle of Britain is a complex one. We have
also previously talked about the fact that the

quandary she faces is also because the unseen
framework behind the European super state
dream is the Vatican. Given Britain’s severed
historical ties to the Vatican (The Reformation,
King Henry VIII, Church of England separation
from control of Rome etc.) the prospect of being
fully immersed in a socialist Catholic driven
project is another dimension to the debate.
However the one thing we can say is this. It has
been no secret that the Bilderberg Group have
continually emphasized a need for Britain to
remain as part of a federalist Europe.
Daniel Eustulin, one of the most profound
researchers on the history of the Bilderbergers
stated,
“The Bilderberg-orchestrated decision of getting rid of
Margaret Thatcher as British Prime Minister, because she
opposed the wilful hand-over of British sovereignty to the
European Super State designed by the Bilderbergers. And
incredulously, we all watched as her own party sold her out
in favour of the Bilderberg poodle — John Major.”

The now deceased Jim Tucker, a veteran stalker
of the Bilderberg club meetings, also claimed that
[Margaret] Thatcher was ordered “to dismantle
British sovereignty, but she said ‘no way,’ so they
had her sacked.”
The dynamics are fascinating and the upcoming
referendum in the UK will provide clarity as to the
prophetic destiny of the United Kingdom.
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