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Dedication

To my wife, Jean, and kids, Cameron and Liam.

They’re the only cheering section I need.




Epigraph

When you want to help people,

you tell them the truth. When you want to help yourself,

you tell them what they want to hear.

—THOMAS SOWELL
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Introduction

How Did the Democratic Party End Up So Far to the Left? Here’s One Theory. . . .

The big announcement came from CNN on August 27, 2019.

Headline: CNN ANNOUNCES DETAILS FOR CLIMATE CRISIS TOWN HALL.

Premise: “Ten Democratic presidential hopefuls will appear in New York at back-to-back town halls on Wednesday, September 4, taking audience questions about their climate plans as scientists sound the alarm about global warming.”

The event was scheduled to last (checks notes): Seven hours.

Boy, CNN really has its hand on the pulse of the people, doesn’t it? Of all the issues facing the country at that time (and still to this day), this was what the network was going to give seven hours of consecutive airtime to when it comes to vetting Democratic presidential candidates.

But a look at a 2019 Pew Research poll, asking what respondents thought was the most important problem facing the country today, tells a much different story. Its annual survey that year showed that the economy was a top public priority for voters, as it always is. Health care, education, terrorism, and social security rounded out the top five. As for climate change, the issue CNN decided to blot out 420 minutes of its regular programming for, it ranked seventeenth on the list of voter priorities, behind drug addiction, budget deficit, military, and transportation, among others.

Now, let’s say you’re a Democrat seeking the party nomination at that time. You look around and see that you’re running against twenty-six other candidates, making getting your message/platform out extremely difficult, especially if you’re not a top-tier candidate in polling. And then . . . a national news network says it’s going to give you an hour alone onstage, along with a Wolf Blitzer or Anderson Cooper or Don Lemon, to make your case.

Do you take that offer? Of course you do. Because that kind of national airtime is scarce, and CNN does/did everything it can/could to appeal to Democrat voters.

But there is a catch: Maybe you want to talk about your economic and education proposals or dive into foreign policy. Ha! Are you kidding? CNN says the climate crisis is the only thing you’re allowed to talk about.

Now, let’s say you’re a relative moderate running for president, like Steve Bullock, the Democratic governor of the red state of Montana. In order to win there statewide in his gubernatorial race, Bullock had to basically pose as a Republican. Donald Trump had won Montana by 20 points in 2016, after all, so no AOC-sounding progressive was going to sniff victory in John Dutton country. That’s for certain.

Bullock does not support banning fracking, however. Ruh-roh, Shaggy. He also supported expansion of the Keystone XL pipeline. Oh, crap. That did not sit well with the moderators or much of the audience either. After all, these aren’t dubbed climate change town halls, but climate crisis town halls.

Is this fearmongering on CNN’s part? You bet. And the reason we know this is that Project Veritas had one of its reporters secretly tape a conversation with CNN technical director Charles Chester. And let’s just say it tells us everything you need to know about journalism morphing into activism.

“Our focus was to get Trump out of office,” Chester explained to Veritas. “Without saying it, that’s what it was, right? So our next thing is going to be for climate change awareness.”

“Do you think it’s going to be just like a lot of fear for the climate?” the undercover reporter asked.

“Yeah. Fear sells.”

“Who decides that?”

“The head of the network,” Chester replied.

The head of the network at that time was Jeff Zucker, who turned a once-respectable news organization into a progressive playpen that took far-left activist positions on things like the Climate Crisis.

From Zucker’s perspective, CNN wasn’t going to report on the world, it was going to save it. And it’s not like it would be too hard to convince his “journalists” to come along for the mission. They were all fully on board, either because they also believed that becoming activists for liberal causes was in their job descriptions, or for the few that didn’t think the Climate Crisis was a top priority to the country, they simply believed in the preservation of their careers.

CNN even went so far as to create the role of chief climate correspondent and handed it to Bill Weir, who has given us some rhetorical gems over the years.

Here’s Weir on Republicans voting against the hilariously named Inflation Reduction Act: “Not a single Republican in either chamber voted for the first piece of ambitious climate legislation in U.S. history. Best case, they let their opponents become the party of Industrial Revolution 2.0. Worst case, their obstruction hastens the end of a livable Earth.”

Here’s Weir to Fox Nation after it produced a documentary on Al Gore and all of the wrong climate change apocalyptic predictions he’s made over the years:

“Weather is not climate, you willfully ignorant fucksticks.”

This guy just oozes Murrow and Cronkite, doesn’t he?

Here’s Weir to Sen. Joe Manchin (D-WV) after he announced he would not support a climate tax provision pushed by his party on Capitol Hill:

“This is hung up on an old-fashioned filibuster, sort of recent, made-up American rules, where the fate of life on Earth is at stake and doesn’t seem to match.”

There are dozens of other examples of just how hysterical this climate-porn dealer with a microphone is, but we only have so much room in this chapter. Besides, you get the idea: this is a person CNN decided to head up its reportage of environmental issues.

So are Democrats still the party for the little guy, the small business owner? Here’s one big example why they aren’t:

Rudford’s Restaurant, San Diego. The popular twenty-four-hour diner has been in business since 1949. Remember, the restaurant business struggled enough during the lockdowns for months on end during the pandemic. Thousands of restaurants and eateries across the country did not even survive. But Democratic leaders, knowing most of the media will have their backs when it comes to shutting down pipelines, canceling offshore drilling, and banning fracking, all in the name of the Climate Crisis, simply do not care about the plight of restaurant owners, their employees, or their customers.

Rudford’s is owned by brothers Jeff and Nick Kacha. In December 2022 its natural gas bill was $2,200. In January 2023, just the next month, it jumped to $8,200, a 400 percent surge. The electric bill, which was $2,000 before Covid, has now jumped to $5,000, or 250 percent.

“I think [California leadership] are trying to run us out of here,” Jeff Kacha told Fox & Friends First at the time. “It’s out of control. The costs are out of control.”

“They’re not exactly representing the people here in San Diego, I can tell you that,” Nick Kacha added. “It just seems like they’re throwing businesses under the bus. . . . We bring in so much tax revenue and everything for the city of San Diego. And they’re here like stabbing us in the back almost with all these costs. It’s sad to see . . . the people are suffering.

“There’s just people that say they can’t afford their bills any longer,” he continued. “These are the people that need it most, and . . . it just doesn’t seem like they’re representing any of us.”

When it comes to battling the Climate Crisis, always follow the money. But the bucks mostly stop when it comes to the leading polluters on the planet (China, India, Russia) and their contributions, all while the United States spends more of its already out-of-control budgets on this front. Note: India and China alone are responsible for nearly one-third of the world’s emissions. So until they come on board—and that ain’t happening except in the pipe dreams of John Kerry—the United States will bankrupt itself for no apparent reason.

Back to the 2019 primary season: a confused and irritated Joe Biden was struggling as a candidate. It’s easy to see why: he’s a terrible public speaker. He often yells in debate situations for no apparent reason. And he just looks and sounds so damn old.

But lest anyone think I think eightysomething is too old, because for many it’s not, Biden is in that other category. To quote Indiana Jones, “It’s not the years, honey. It’s the mileage.”

“Play the radio, make sure the television, excuse me, make sure you have a record player on at night!” Biden oddly yelled during a September 2019 primary debate, not realizing record players haven’t been a common thing in households in decades. “Make sure that kids hear words, a kid coming from a very poor school, or a very poor background, will hear four million fewer words spoken by the time they get there.”

WT(actual)F???

At the time, it was hard to envision such a woke party nominating an old white guy who once was the biggest champion of the 1994 crime bill and supported hundreds of miles of border fence, but it happened anyway. Note: No administration, including Trump’s, has ever deported more illegals than Obama-Biden’s (more on this later in the book). So when Biden made yet another run for president in 2019–20, the left was highly skeptical of their nominee.

Joe had to pivot to the left. And hard. So when CNN asked him during a town hall if he would ban fossil fuels and end drilling on federal lands, the geriatric showed the backbone of a jellyfish.

“No more subsidies for the fossil fuel industry!” Biden declared. “No more drilling on federal lands! No more drilling, including offshore! No ability for the oil industry to continue to drill, period!”

CNN’s New York audience predictably applauded. And behind the scenes, network executives and its chief climate correspondent likely chest-bumped each other in a corner office overlooking Central Park.

And both CNN’s and MSNBC’s efforts would also hold single-topic presidential primary town halls. But not on US-China policy or sanctuary cities or fentanyl overdoses or America’s failing schools, but on the Climate Crisis. And it made for glowing headlines from the usual suspects:

Washington Post: “Four Big Takeaways from the MSNBC Climate Change Town Hall”

New York Times: “Environmental Justice Was a Climate Forum Theme. Here’s Why”

NBC News: “Democrats Need to Take Climate Change Seriously. Appearing on the CNN Town Halls Was a Good Start”

Speaking of NBC News, that sound you may hear from time to time is the late, great Tim Russert rolling over in his grave. Because Chuck Todd, who moderated Meet the Press throughout the Trump years, is not the objective, tough professional journalist whom both sides respected and often appeared with. Instead, Chuck proved to be another activist sitting high on a moral pedestal, there not to inform viewers but to lecture them.

“I know there’s a lot of folks who think that, due to climate change and due to the globalization in general, it is inevitable that we’ll deal with more and more viruses like this,” Todd insisted in a conversation with Dr. Anthony Fauci in March 2021.

Hmmm. What folks, Chuck? And if Covid escaped from a lab in China, which most sane and sensible people have concluded, what role exactly did climate change play? On this front, Jon Stewart, who at last check is quite liberal and therefore not pushing some right-wing talking point, explained the logic this way to a shocked Stephen Colbert one night on his CBS “comedy” program.

“‘Oh, my God, there’s a novel respiratory coronavirus overtaking Wuhan, China. What do we do?’ ‘Oh, you know who we could ask? The Wuhan novel respiratory coronavirus lab.’ The disease is the same name as the lab. That’s just a little too weird, don’t you think?”

Colbert, taken off guard, tried to stop his old friend, but Stewart was rolling.

“Oh, my God, there’s been an outbreak of chocolaty goodness near Hershey, Pennsylvania! What do you think happened? Like, ‘Oh I don’t know, maybe a steam shovel mated with a cocoa bean?’ Or it’s the fucking chocolate factory! Maybe that’s it!”

Greatest analogy ever. Colbert, of course, responded by asking if Stewart had been hanging out with Republican senators lately in coming to such a conclusion. Lame.

But Chuck Todd believes climate change somehow is a key element in producing coronaviruses. He also once vowed to make climate change a big issue on his weekly Sunday show while banning all “climate deniers” from appearing on his program.

“We’re not going to debate climate change, the existence of it,” Todd said in December 2018. “The earth is getting hotter and human activity is a major cause. Period!”

As you’ll see as a recurring theme throughout this book, always judge a politician or “journalist” on actions, not words. On cue, Todd was cheered by almost everyone in the press for making his emphatic statement.

But then a funny thing happened in the months following his climate oration.

“Since Todd’s admirable, single-focus segment, climate change has gone almost completely missing from Meet the Press broadcasts,” a July 2019 story on Mediaite reads. “A survey of its shows from January through June found less than 10 minutes of discussion about the topic out of the nearly 1,000 minutes of Sunday morning airtime, or just one percent of the total. Likewise, Todd hasn’t interviewed a single climate scientist about the issue since December, despite numerous newsworthy Washington moments and natural disasters explicitly related to the topic.”

Wow. This book really does write itself. Oh, and as for that ban on climate deniers appearing on his program, here’s what Sen. Ron Johnson (R-WI) had to say on the matter.

“I don’t know about you guys, but I think climate change is—as Lord Monckton said—bullshit,” Johnson reportedly told a Republican group in July 2021, per CNN.

A few months later, Todd hosted that very same climate change denier Johnson on his program. So much for the ban. And here’s the best part: neither the Climate Crisis nor any other discussion of the environment was broached during Todd’s extensive interview of Johnson. Not. Once.

But Chuck did get quite upset when Johnson broached media bias and social media censorship of conservatives.

“Look, you can go back on your partisan cable cocoon and talk about media bias all you want. I understand it’s part of your identity,” Todd said piously to the senator.

Yup, no bias there whatsoever. And such professionalism!

Tim Russert. We miss you, buddy.

As a media and political observer, Bill Maher is the commonsense guy in the party on more than a few issues these days. He also is unafraid to call out members of his own party.

“My name is Bill, and I fly private,” Maher said during his closing monologue during one show in January 2023. “And so does every other person who calls themselves an ‘environmentalist’ who can!”

“Everyone else is full of shit and I’m done being full of shit,” Maher said after showing photos of Leonardo DiCaprio, George Clooney, Brad Pitt, Oprah Winfrey, Bono, Mark Zuckerberg, Beyoncé and Jay-Z, the Clintons, and Senators Bernie Sanders (I-VT) and Elizabeth Warren (D-MA), all flying private.

“I can take being a bad environmentalist because almost all of us are, but I can’t take being a hypocrite,” Maher continued. “Now, I always justified renting a plane because I only used it for work and literally could not get to most of my stand-up gigs on time any other way. How do you think I did it all those years I said good night here at 8 pm and was onstage in Vegas at 10? But I don’t need to do stand-up, like tomorrow night in Albuquerque. And outside of heads of state, almost everyone else could fly commercial. Why don’t they? Ask anyone who tried to get home for Christmas last year. . . .”

“People take jets to environmental conferences!” Maher continued. “If you could run TED Talks on hypocrisy, you wouldn’t need coal. Look, sorry not sorry. I tried to do my part to the environment. I never had kids, the one thing worse for the planet than private jets . . . I had the first-generation Prius in 2001. It looked like a Tylenol gel cap. I was always handing my keys to valets that were driving a better car than me. I had the first Tesla in 2010. And honestly, both these cars sucked. . . . But both times, I said to myself, ‘Okay, I’ll take one for the team because I have a platform, so I’ll do the right thing. And then everybody will follow.’ . . . Nobody followed.”

This is so correct. And I can tell you that most of the people you see on cable news get car services to and from their homes to the studio, including me. And these aren’t Priuses being sent, but usually a gas-guzzling Cadillac Escalade or Chevy Suburban the size of my old apartment in Hoboken, because professional car services in New York aren’t going to send a Honda Civic. Also note: You could send a moped for me in Jersey and I wouldn’t care, as long as I can work while commuting with a laptop up. But know this: almost nobody in this business who is on the air is taking a train to work to save the environment.

Don’t expect much to change during the presidential debates going into the general election in 2024, either. Just look back to 2020 as the playbook: NBC’s Kristen Welker was chosen to moderate the second and final debate between Trump and Biden. And here are the topics she chose:


	Fighting COVID-19

	American families

	Race in America

	The Climate Crisis

	National security

	Leadership



And here were the most important issues to American voters in 2020 per Gallup:


	Health care (Welker omitted)

	Terrorism and national security (Welker included)

	Gun policy (Welker omitted)

	Education (Welker omitted)

	The economy (Welker omitted)

	Immigration (Welker omitted)



Of course, the Climate Crisis made the cut. It made Joe Biden look noble as he talks about ending the Keystone XL pipeline. Making climate a central theme means that Trump gets portrayed as uncaring and aloof in pushing for continued American energy independence while the planet allegedly marches toward its end.

And the clock is ticking, according to Rep. Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez, a media goddess if one ever existed.

“Millennials and people, you know, Gen Z and all these folks that will come after us, are looking up and we’re like: ‘The world is gonna end in 12 years if we don’t address climate change, and your biggest issue is how are we gonna pay for it?’” she once asked in January 2019.

That means we have (checks notes) just seven years left. Seven. I’ve never even been to the Masters or the Kentucky Derby. Man, this sucks.

Or maybe, just maybe, we’ll be around a lot longer. Before AOC, in 2009 at the Copenhagen climate change crisis, there was Al Gore saying things like this:

“These figures are fresh. Some of the models suggest to Dr. [Wieslav] Maslowski that there is a 75 percent chance that the entire north polar ice cap, during the summer months, could be completely ice-free within five to seven years.”

Hmmm . . . that means we should have seen the end of the polar ice cap in 2016. Seas rising by such a huge amount, according to actual scientists, would mean that every coastal city on the planet would be completely flooded and destroyed.

At last check, that hasn’t happened. But don’t expect almost anyone in the US media to call Gore or AOC or Kerry or Biden out.

Because, as that CNN director said to Project Veritas, fear sells. And no one exploits it better to scare its largely mis- or underinformed voters than the donkey party.

It makes one yearn for a time when Democratic leaders used to be grounded in some semblance of reality and principle. A time when John F. Kennedy came into office facing a recession and turned everything around by going full Reagan in advocating tax cuts, beefing up America’s military, and opposing racial quotas.

And, yes, for you younger readers, this kind of Democrat actually existed. . . .




Part I

Remember When Democrats Cared about Democracy?

In a democracy, every citizen, regardless of his interest in politics, “holds office”; every one of us is in a position of responsibility; and, in the final analysis, the kind of government we get depends upon how we fulfill those responsibilities. We, the people, are the boss, and we will get the kind of political leadership, be it good or bad, that we demand and deserve.

—JOHN F. KENNEDY

But while the threat to American democracy is real, I want to say as clearly as we can: We are not powerless in the face of these threats. We are not bystanders in this ongoing attack on democracy. There are far more Americans—far more Americans from every—from every background and belief who reject the extreme MAGA ideology than those that accept it. And, folks, it is within our power, it’s in our hands—yours and mine—to stop the assault on American democracy.

—JOSEPH R. BIDEN

Here we have one Democrat who speaks of democracy as a call to action to every American citizen.

Democracy, he argues from a macro perspective, is what each and every one of us puts into it, regardless of political stripe. The responsibility of preserving and protecting it depends on We the People.

At least, that’s how I read JFK’s remarks.

On the other hand, here we have another Democrat president who uses democracy as the tip of a spear against his political opponents. He calls them “extreme.” He believes they wish to attack democracy and threaten the whole country. And apparently, he and his supporters are the only ones who can “stop the assault on American democracy.”

Democrats today use impeachment strictly for made-for-TV theater. They threaten to blow up the Constitution by expanding the courts and to keep their opponents off state ballots. They weaponize the justice system to jail their competition before elections.

Today’s Democrats are—and it ain’t even close—the biggest threat to democracy today. This perspective is based on their actions, which are profoundly and patently un-American.

So buckle up as our first section explores all of this, with a little humor thrown in to avoid completely depressing you. Besides, when we’re talking about Hunter Biden and Joe Biden and Kamala Harris, how can one possibly avoid the comedy of it all?




Chapter 1

That Sexist, Racist Constitution!

The poll from Rasmussen Reports says it all about the mindset of Democrats these days:

“Fifty-seven percent of Democratic voters agree it ‘is a document rooted in racism,’ and 64% think the Constitution ‘is a sexist document that gives men advantages over women.’ Nearly half (49%) of Democrats believe the Constitution ‘should be mostly or completely rewritten.’”

Sexist! Racist! Just throw the thing out and start all over!

We hear a lot from the media about what a threat MAGA Republicans are to democracy. But at last check, those folks don’t want to tear up the Constitution. They also don’t want their presidents acting like autocrats. This argument isn’t better evidenced than by what we’re seeing from donkeys in the US Congress.

The time was late June 2023, and the 1-2-3 haymakers leveled by the Supreme Court against the liberal establishment measured high on the political Richter scale.

Affirmative action? Dead.

Student loan forgiveness? Dead.

First Amendment rights for store owners? Alive and well!

In reacting to these decisions, the meltdowns by many in the media and Democratic lawmakers were unhinged on steroids. On cue, we heard talk again of expanding the Supreme Court, which would obviously be weaponized by whichever party is in power.

“People don’t have to live under constant fear of the Supreme Court. We can’t sit on our hands while these justices carry out the bidding of right wing organizations,” wrote Sen. Tina Smith (D-MN) in June 2023. “Expand the Court.”

“Everything should be on the table: reform and expansion,” Rep. Ayanna Pressley (D-MA) told MSNBC at the time.

The questions asked by those on cable news have only thrown kerosene on this fire. Former Obama “Green Czar” and current CNN host Van Jones called the Supreme Court “my enemy” while waxing poetic thusly:

“The younger generation’s values are being rubbed in the dog poo by the Supreme Court over and over again,” he declared on national television. Print media also went all in on attacking the decisions, led by the Washington Post.

“The Supreme Court Can Save Itself from the Crisis the Justices Created,” a headline by the paper’s editorial board decreed in a piece that called for term limits for Supreme Court members, a position that the paper oddly didn’t feel compelled to share when the Court was more liberal than conservative.

So are Democrats and their allies in the media representing what America’s thinking on these recent SCOTUS decisions? Nope. Not even close.

Take an ABC News/Ipsos poll at the time as an example of the disconnect when it comes to affirmative action. More than half of American voters, 52 percent, approved of the high court’s decision on restricting the use of race as a factor in college admissions, while just 32 percent disapproved. For independent voters, the number approving jumped to 58 percent. And for Asian voters (because Asian students are the most negatively impacted by affirmative action), the number was the same: 58 percent approval.

On the ruling surrounding student loan forgiveness, a plurality gave a thumbs-up to the decision to strike down President Biden’s gambit, with 45 percent approving and 40 percent disapproving. The rest (15 percent) said they weren’t sure. And on the decision to allow an evangelical Christian website designer to refuse to serve LGBTQ+ customers under First Amendment rights, voters were evenly split: 40 percent approving, 40 percent disapproving.

But if you watched and read the coverage that June, you could only conclude that 90 percent of the country was against the Supreme Court on all of these issues. Clearly that wasn’t the case.

But then something truly odd, even for Congress, began rearing its ugly head: multiple members of Congress began calling the very body they represent practically irrelevant, advocating that the chamber be usurped in favor of the president acting unilaterally, like a king, if he wanted to, say . . . declare that hundreds of millions of dollars in student loans be forgiven.*

As for Congress, who needs it? But the Founding Fathers were quite clear when they decreed that Congress controls the purse strings of American taxpayer money. No matter: we heard Dem lawmakers openly saying they wanted themselves taken out of the equation, along with the Senate, thereby advocating that the president should simply make and pass laws as he deems fit.

If this scenario sounds like democracy dying in dictatorship, it’s because it’s exactly that. This kind of support for absolute power by one-third of the government (the executive branch) is literally the definition of antidemocracy authoritarianism.

Need proof? Here’s what Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez told CNN at the time:

“These are the types of rulings that signal a dangerous creep towards authoritarianism and centralization of power in the court,” she warned.

Again, if you’re keeping score at home, here you have the most popular Democratic member of Congress (on social media, anyway) openly supporting absolute power for the executive branch. After the Supreme Court ruling, ninety Democrat lawmakers urged Biden in an open letter to ignore the ruling, ignore Congress, and just use his executive tools to forgive the loans anyway. So here’s AOC saying that the Supreme Court, which rightly argued in the majority opinion that the president has a constitutional obligation to go to Congress first, is the branch of the government creeping toward authoritarianism.

Rep. Ro Khanna (D-CA), who is supposed to be one of the more moderate Democrats, made a similar argument to ABC’s Jonathan Karl at the time: the Supreme Court, she said, “shouldn’t be overturning the will of Congress just because they think Congress gave too much power to the president.” Again, Congress had zero say in Biden’s loan program, so what “will” exactly is the congressman talking about?

“Republican hypocrisy on student loan forgiveness is astounding,” tweeted the censured Adam Schiff (D-CA). “The same politicians that were happy to take millions in PPP loans think young people should be left mired in debt.” Schiff is knowingly ignoring one inconvenient fact: the 2020 PPP loans were passed by Congress and signed into law by President Trump, and therefore implemented the legal way legislatively. Biden’s student loan gambit, conversely, avoided Congress entirely.

Enter CBS News, in what was somehow billed a straight news story and not an opinion piece: “PPP Loans Cost Nearly Double What Biden’s Student Debt Forgiveness Would Have. Here’s How the Programs Compare.”

The whole pesky nugget around the need for Congress to pass legislation into law wasn’t broached. Other outlets followed suit.

There’s no shortage of hypocrisy in Washington. It’s just so blatant, and since we have a media too lazy to do the homework to call out those who engage in it, it will continue in perpetuity.

Here’s a fine example: Joe Biden in 2008 evoking the unitary executive, which greatly expands the power and reach of the executive branch. “Vice President Cheney has been the most dangerous vice president we’ve had probably in American history,” Biden bellowed during a vice presidential debate with Sarah Palin. “The idea he doesn’t realize is that Article I of the Constitution defines the role of the vice president of the United States, that’s the Executive Branch. He works in the Executive Branch. He should understand that. Everyone should understand that. . . . The idea he’s part of the Legislative Branch is a bizarre notion invented by Cheney to aggrandize the power of a unitary executive and look where it has gotten us. It has been very dangerous.”

Got it. So surely when Biden took office in January 2021, he would live up to his words regarding the whole not-aggrandize-the-power-of-the-unitary-executive thing, correct? Of course not. In Biden’s first hundred days alone, he signed off on 106 executive actions, or more than one per day on average. That’s more than Trump. That’s more than Obama. That’s more than Bush, whose vice president was apparently the most dangerous in history.

Republicans (barely) took back control of the House in 2022, and suddenly, almost like magic, Democrats and especially Biden do not care about the dangers of the unitary executive, which I’m naming my fantasy football team after next year.

Expand the Court! Tear up the Constitution! Congress? Who needs ’em?

These definitely are not your daddy’s donkeys anymore.




Chapter 2

The Original Election Deniers . . .

The US presidential election result was utterly shocking to the party nominee with huge name recognition. Said nominee truly believed there was no way defeat was possible.

After the votes were tallied and a winner was declared, the nominee’s allies immediately blamed the loss not on the candidate or campaign strategy but instead on the election being “hacked.” Many media organizations echoed this claim, pointing to the candidate underperforming in counties that used voting machines instead of paper ballots as proof.*

“Vladimir Putin himself directed the covert cyberattacks against our electoral system, against our democracy, apparently because he has a personal beef against me,” the aforementioned nominee, Hillary Clinton, said five weeks before her opponent, Donald Trump, was sworn in. “This is an attack against our country,” she went on. “We are well beyond normal political concerns here. This is about the integrity of our democracy and the security of our nation.”

There was no ambiguity from Clinton in the weeks following the 2016 election: Trump won because of Russia and “covert cyberattacks against our electoral system.” Democrats, along with many political commentators, echoed Clinton’s sentiment: the Kremlin installed Trump, and did so through nefarious cyber means.

The drumbeat in the media followed for three years as Special Counsel Robert Mueller’s Russia investigation dragged on. And the term hacked continued to be used in headlines as it pertained to Russia and Trump’s victory.

Per Merriam-Webster: “Hack: to gain illegal access to (a computer network, system, etc.)”*

“Every day there are new developments, new shoes dropping, so to speak, that call into question the legitimacy of his win,” Clinton campaign spokesperson Brian Fallon said of President-elect Trump on CNN on January 13, 2016.*

Politico magazine went even further: “Make no mistake: Hacking the 2016 election was an act of war. It’s time we responded accordingly.”*

This sentiment, presented without evidence, had a profound effect on Democratic voters’ perception of the 2016 election. A 2018 YouGov poll, for example, found that more than two-thirds of Democratic voters believed Russia changed vote totals away from Clinton and over to Trump.

Also in 2018, Democrats on Capitol Hill declared on the House floor that there was absolutely no doubt that voting machines could be hacked and vote totals could be changed. This wasn’t some cable news segment with allies of a candidate, but comments made by lawmakers, entered into the record and broadcast nationally on C-SPAN.

Sen. Ron Wyden (D-OR): “The biggest seller of voting machines is doing something that violates Cybersecurity 101 by directly installing remote access software which would make a machine like that a magnet for fraudsters and hackers.”

Rep. Jennifer Wexton (D-VA): “In 2018 electronic voting machines in Georgia and Texas deleted votes for certain candidates or switched votes from one candidate to another.”

Sen. Kamala Harris (D-CA): “I actually held a demonstration for my colleagues where we brought in folks who before our eyes hacked machines that are being used in many states.”

Rep. Ted Lieu (D-CA): “Workers were able to easily hack into electronic voting machines to switch votes. In a close presidential election they just need to hack one swing state or maybe one or two, or maybe just a few counties in one swing state.”

There are dozens of other quotes that mirror the ones you just read. So which is it? Can these machines be hacked or not? Democrats also made the same claims on CNN and MSNBC, yet no massive lawsuit came about. I wonder why that is. (Actually, I don’t wonder at all.)*

Now let’s look at the 2020 presidential election. A raging pandemic meant mail-in ballots would be used by voters in unprecedented numbers. And if you recall, Donald Trump led Joe Biden in several key states on Election Day, including Pennsylvania, Georgia, Wisconsin, and Michigan. If Trump won three of those four states, he would have won again.

But as mail-in votes were counted for several days after Election Day, all of those states flipped to Joe Biden. The former vice president was officially declared the winner four days after Election Day as a result. Trump and his legal team cried foul, claiming the candidate was robbed and his opponent’s victory illegitimate.

Sound familiar?

Dozens of lawsuits were filed on behalf of Trump across several states, including Pennsylvania, Georgia, and Michigan, just one day after Election Day. Those lawsuits would all eventually fail.

Just as in 2016 after that presidential election, the 2020 election was contested by a losing candidate and by his allies by saying the results were not legitimate. In 2016 and 2017, news organizations booked allies and members of the Clinton camp to discuss and inquire about those claims.

Two years after the 2020 election, just as YouGov had in 2018, Monmouth University ran a poll asking Republican voters if Biden’s win was legitimate. And similar to YouGov’s findings but with the shoe on the other foot, nearly two-thirds of GOP voters thought the losing candidate was robbed despite no evidence of fraud existing.

As we entered 2024, Joe Biden’s age and performance had Democrats and the media extremely worried. Bigly. So the thought process was right out of the Kremlin: if you can’t beat Trump, simply take away citizens’ ability to vote for him. And on cue, a few Democratic judges in Colorado decided without any Republican input to take Trump off the ballot in that state by arguing that he had incited insurrection, even though he was never charged with doing so. The state of Maine quickly followed, courtesy of a unilateral decision by one Maine secretary of state (Shenna Bellows) using the same ridiculous reason. This is election interference, plain and simple. But Democrats don’t care about anything but power and winning by any means possible, even if it means trying to defeat Trump by forfeit instead of on the issues.

Fortunately for sanity, the Supreme Court rightly ruled in March 2024 that Colorado cannot take Trump off the ballot. Instead, the 9–0 ruling states, such a move can be carried out only by Congress. Imagine that: allowing voters instead of judges or rogue state secretaries to decide who wins or loses elections. Democrats way overplayed their hand here, and it only supercharged Trump’s campaign, because once again he was proved right regarding the Blue Team abusing the justice system in an effort to defeat him.

The party also overplayed its hand in Fulton County, Georgia, in attempting to try a RICO case against Trump, arguing that he attempted to steal the election in the Peach State. The district attorney in charge of the case, Fani Willis, thought it was a great idea to hire her married boyfriend, Nathan Wade, to be lead prosecutor and even compensated him more than $600,000 for the effort. Wade was the Atlanta version of Better Call Saul, basically playing an ambulance chaser during his career and therefore had never tried a federal case like the one against Trump.

It was eventually revealed that Wade had taken Willis on multiple vacations to expensive places like Napa, on two Caribbean cruises, and on Florida getaways, allegedly with the money Willis was paying him. For her part, she denied the allegations. But texts proved otherwise, and a Fulton County judge ruled in March 2024 that either Fani had to excuse herself from the Trump case or Wade needed to go. The latter option was quickly taken, allowing Fani to stay on the case.

But the damage was done. The AG is toxic. Damaged goods. Her credibility shot. Democrats thought they could beat Trump through a lawfare approach, but the whole effort was quickly dissolving while Trump’s numbers continued to rise as winter became spring in 2024.

As we head toward Election Day, one thing is certain: whichever side loses won’t accept defeat graciously. If Trump wins, we’ll hear about the end of democracy and “conservative media” pushing him over the finish line in key swing states that exist mostly in the Midwest (Pennsylvania, Michigan, Wisconsin, Ohio) and Southwest (Arizona and Nevada). We’re also hearing that many Democrats are now saying that if Trump wins, they will vote against certifying him because they view him as ineligible. Uh-huh. And if Democrats win, Republicans/conservatives will point to mail-in voting and not having an all-paper-ballots system as the reason that they lost.

Either way, a good chunk of the country will have zero faith we can have free and fair national elections. And that ain’t a good thing. So here’s my proposal:

Let’s get rid of electronic voting machines.

Let’s go back to paper ballots only.

Let’s make Election Day a national holiday and move it to a Monday (three-day weekend!).

Let’s allow for mail-in voting, but only for two weeks prior, and only if you’re in active military or over the age of seventy.

And finally, in urban areas where long lines have existed in the past, let’s invest millions in creating mobile voting sites in the most
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