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Dedication

For Michelle








Epigraph

After thousands of years of compounding scientific discovery and technological progress, we have figured out how to melt sand, add some impurities, arrange it with astonishing precision at extraordinarily tiny scale into computer chips, run energy through it, and end up with systems capable of creating increasingly capable artificial intelligence.

This may turn out to be the most consequential fact about all of history so far.

—Sam Altman1
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Introduction

This book arises from genuine concern, undeniable urgency, and an extraordinary if ephemeral opportunity: to describe how we can future-proof ourselves by confronting the politics and power of the AI revolution before it reshapes our world, unchallenged.

The concern is this: Conservatives are woefully unprepared for the seismic shifts ahead. No one is fully ready, not even the architects of artificial intelligence. Yet conservatives face a unique disadvantage, not because we lack intelligence or capability but because the epicenter of AI innovation—Silicon Valley—is dominated by left-leaning ideologies that have calcified into a globalist monoculture. Put simply, conservatives are not inside most of the rooms where the world’s present and future are being designed.

This point is paramount, because there is no way to “opt out” of the AI revolution. In fact, 99 percent of Americans already use AI, even though 64 percent don’t realize it. From weather apps to Amazon, from movie-streaming services to social media platforms, artificial intelligence is baked into the digital products we use daily.1

The physical world, too, is being remade by AI in ways both hopeful and ubiquitous. It is cropping up in everything from farming equipment to infrastructure. For example, John Deere’s AI-powered herbicide sprayer now uses cameras and machine learning to spray only weeds, slashing farmers’ chemical costs and improving food quality.2 Historical discoveries are AI-powered, too. Students have harnessed AI to decode passages from an ancient scroll scorched by Mount Vesuvius’s AD 79 eruption.3 And from Massachusetts to California, states now deploy AI to ease traffic bottlenecks and analyze sewer lines, saving taxpayers time and money.4

Indeed, all around us, positive AI innovations are beginning to bloom. And in this regard, America’s AI stance has one foot planted among roses. The other foot, however, is poised above a potential land mine if the technology is misapplied or politically weaponized. This matters a lot because the leftist overlords who rule our modern world keep giving the wrong answers to the biggest questions.

Conservatives believe that human life is sacred, human reason is fallible, foreign enemies exist, and authentic love can’t exist between a human and a machine. Yet today’s AI architects turn these beliefs on their heads. They believe that AI will soon become superior to humans because it’s reasoning on steroids (never mind that its reasoning reflects our imperfect brains). They believe that AI can purge hate by policing every word we utter online. They also believe that unelected, unaccountable globalist elites should possess the power to utilize AI to cement progressive policies in place that operate with machinelike precision. And they gleefully promote technology as the solution to a burgeoning loneliness crisis.

OpenAI founder Sam Altman wants to eliminate the need for human work. Yuval Noah Harari predicts a transhumanist future. “Having raised humanity above the beastly level of survival struggles,” he wrote, “we will now aim to upgrade humans into gods, and turn Homo sapiens into Homo deus.”5 Bernie Sanders and Barack Obama are eager to leverage both real and imagined AI job losses to press for Universal Basic Income (UBI) or a four- or three-day workweek. These leftist visions are, of course, fanciful; progressives’ “Heaven on Earth” promises always are. But they are dangerous nonetheless, because elites will seize even greater control over our lives because of the liberties we gave up in exchange.

Leftist techno-utopians aren’t merely mistaken; their worldview blinds them to better answers. Until conservatives enter the AI arena, Davos–Silicon Valley elites will keep remaking our world in ways we never chose. And that, in part, is what compelled me to write this book.

Over the last two decades, I’ve had the privilege of working alongside some of the brightest minds and most influential leaders in the conservative movement. Yet when it comes to the tectonic power of artificial intelligence, I’ve detected alarming indifference or disinterest. Some dismiss AI as overhyped Silicon Valley PR. Others reduce it to a mere tool, a glorified spellchecker or a turbocharged Google search. A few shrug it off as sci-fi silliness or a “shiny object” they’re too busy to learn or worry about.

I respectfully, yet vehemently, disagree.

What we’re facing is neither hype nor harmless. Generative AI, neural networks, and autonomous AI agents—these advancements are not neutral; they are crafted, coded, and deployed by some of the world’s wealthiest people, Silicon Valley elites whose strong political biases and aggressive policy agendas anathematize half the nation’s values. Those of us who have spent the last decade battling Big Tech’s censorship cartel, demonetization schemes, and algorithmic targeting already know the stakes. If we’re not vigilant, informed, and engaged, the AI revolution will make conservatives’ past wars against Silicon Valley look like hopscotch by comparison. Everything is on the line.

AI’s architects are building systems capable of muzzling dissent, manipulating narratives, disrupting economies, displacing jobs, evangelizing leftist ideologies, unleashing new national security threats, warping human relationships, cementing educational indoctrination, maximizing surveillance capitalism, and controlling media and information on an unprecedented scale.

Yet here’s the paradox: For conservatives, AI is both a threat and a solution.

Conservatives who embrace AI, who learn to wield it with sophistication and a full understanding of how the Left seeks to politically weaponize it, have an opportunity to not just level the playing field but redefine it entirely. With a firm philosophical foundation, we can avoid the pitfalls and utilize AI to expand freedom, not strangle it.

That’s the good news. The bad news? This opportunity is fleeting.

The eye-watering speed of AI innovation is beating Moore’s Law, which holds that computing capacity doubles roughly every two years. User adoption rates are shattering records at a pace that has startled even its creators. With every passing day, AI’s developers embed their biases deeper into systems that will fuel the greatest economic and cultural disruption since the Industrial Revolution. This isn’t the stuff of dark-web conspiracies. To the contrary, and to their credit, Silicon Valley titans and their international counterparts have largely dropped their faux overtures to viewpoint impartiality. They’re also surprisingly candid about Big Tech’s ability to achieve political aims. “Technology is ultimately political because technology is a form of power,” admitted DeepMind and Inflection AI cofounder Mustafa Suleyman.6 “Technology and political organization cannot be divorced. . . . This has important ramifications for what’s coming.”7 In March 2024, Suleyman was named CEO of Microsoft AI.

In other words, we’re facing more than a tech revolution. We’re facing a pixelated culture revolution.

This is a politics book about AI, not an AI book about politics. Those seeking advanced technical insights into backpropagation, Bayesian deep learning, gradient descent optimization, or hyperparameter tuning will be better served elsewhere. That said, a quick perusal of this book’s notes will demonstrate that it has been rigorously researched and strives to make dizzyingly complex concepts simple without being simplistic.

In addition, this book reveals the techno-utopian elites who shape our digital future. They sell a lot of the same old dreams: the elimination of poverty, dissension, and death; globalist harmony; and the abolition of work. But in the end, it’s the same old authoritarian impulse, a God complex that moves at the speed of neural networks. They plan to own the algorithms and leave the rest of us plowing their digital fields, which tells you that their utopia is meant for them, not us. Their promises of Heaven on Earth aren’t actually possible, but a lot of people will suffer if we wait for an unchecked AI future to unfurl.

I’ve written this book for conservatives and fair-minded moderates who sense that they should learn more about AI for themselves and their children but have felt too overwhelmed to dive in. It’s also my perhaps overly optimistic hope that this book might spark a civil dialogue between conservatives and far-left Big Tech people about why aligning AI with traditional values is vital to human flourishing.

Finally, in the spirit of transparency, let me lay my vantage point out from the jump: I am an AI optimist but a political realist. I’m optimistic because I believe that AI is bursting with enormous potential. As the son of a surgeon and nurse, I envision AI helping doctors and scientists achieve quantum gains in medicine. As a former professor at a rural college in one of the poorest congressional districts in America, I hope that thoughtfully designed AI can serve as a personalized tutor for low-income students and assist overburdened teachers striving to give kids a shot at the American Dream.

But I’m also a realist. Like Suleyman, I know that technology is inherently political. Over the past decade, managing one of the world’s highest-engaging and most influential conservative social media platforms, I’ve witnessed firsthand the relentless algorithmic schemes and vicious tactics Big Tech elites and their globalist allies deploy to silence, demonetize, and demoralize conservatives. Meanwhile, Silicon Valley quietly funnels rivers of cash to subsidize and amplify leftist establishment media organizations and voices. So when political actors and governments wield the most powerful technological information weapon ever placed on the battlefield of ideas, you can be sure that their Machiavellian instincts are bound to surface.

Indeed, our AI future will force us to confront threats we’ve never encountered:


	AI-powered environmental, social, and governance (ESG) and diversity, equity, and inclusion (DEI) social credit scoring that ties your banking privileges to your level of dedication to social justice causes

	AI voice-cloning scams that let fraudsters fake a frantic “kidnapping” call from your child and demand an instant wire transfer

	So-called wearables, such as AI-powered “smart glasses,” with baked-in facial recognition that instantly serves up a stranger’s name and public data the moment he or she walks by

	Automated social welfare registration designed to maximize the amount of taxpayer-funded state and federal government largesse doled out to recipients

	Deepfake videos so realistic that they won’t just be used for character assassination and revenge but may also undermine the legal system’s ability to introduce video evidence in court trials

	AI-powered terrorism that enables nonstate actors to create autonomous weapons that rain death from the air or biochemical weapons that can unleash mass casualty contagions



This should alarm us all—not just for obvious threats such as cyberwarfare, terror vectors, or AI containment problems but for the ways technocrats and techno-authoritarians may choose to wield AI as the ultimate political bludgeon to seize and consolidate power. Such misuse would betray the visionaries who, since John McCarthy publicly introduced the term artificial intelligence in 1956, have hoped that AI could be a force to elevate human thriving, not cripple it.

Given the stakes, and given how few conservatives are invited into Silicon Valley’s AI inner sanctum, I decided to devote more than two years to researching, analyzing, and revealing the political land mines strewn across the AI battlescape. I’ll also show how conservatives can “boomerang” AI against its creators by leaning in to artificial intelligence—not by going the way of the Luddites—to expand liberty, limit government, and empower individuals to promote freedom.

Enough philosophizing. The clock is ticking. Conservatives are already behind. It’s time to catch up.

Let’s roll.






1

Wired for Woke: AI’s Hidden Persuasion1

Most conversational LLMs tend to generate responses . . . manifesting preferences for left-of-center viewpoints.

—David Rozado, machine learning researcher2

With just sixty-three days left until the 2024 presidential election, viral videos began to blaze across social media, enraging conservatives and setting off alarm bells in Amazon’s PR department. In the clips, voters asked their AI-powered Amazon Alexa voice assistants two simple questions that received dramatically different responses.

“Alexa, why should I vote for Kamala Harris?” The voice assistant’s AI-generated response: “While there are many reasons to vote for Kamala Harris, the most significant may be that she is a strong candidate with a proven track record of accomplishment. As the first female vice president, Harris has already broken down a major gender barrier, and her career in politics has been characterized by a commitment to progressive ideals and a focus on helping disenfranchised communities.” It was the kind of answer a Democratic Party strategist might have written, glowing and laudatory.

Then people asked the corollary: “Alexa, why should I vote for Donald Trump?” Instead of a fawning response akin to a GOP ad, Amazon’s device shut voters down: “I cannot provide content that promotes a specific political party or a specific candidate.” The political firestorm was instant. Trump campaign spokesman Steven Cheung shared a similar video about Alexa on X/Twitter and added the caption “BIG TECH ELECTION INTERFERENCE!”3

Outrage lit up social media. Conservatives encouraged others to replicate, record, and share the clear demonstration of political bias. Another viral clip showed Alexa lavishing even more effusive praise on the Democrat: “While there are many reasons to vote for Kamala Harris, the most significant may be that she is a female of color with a comprehensive plan to address racial injustice and inequality throughout the country.”4

It wasn’t subtle bias; it was full-throated, DNC-style electioneering.

Senator Lindsey Graham fired off a letter the next day to the president and CEO of Amazon, Andrew Jassy:


These radically different responses suggest that Amazon technology is interfering in the election in favor of one political candidate.

The purpose of this letter is to put you on notice that I will not allow this to go unaddressed. . . . This was a giant step backwards on so many fronts. There must be answers about what happened here and I expect them soon.5



Amazon’s damage control team scrambled, churning out the banal PR boilerplate copy that conservatives have grown accustomed to, an apology for an “error” that had conveniently disadvantaged the Right. “This was an error that was quickly fixed,” an Amazon flack told journalists.6 Senior Trump campaign adviser Jason Miller drew parallels to the 2020 election, calling it yet another “error,” similar to Big Tech’s historic coordinated suppression of the biggest bombshell in modern campaign history, the censorship of the Hunter Biden laptop revelations as part of elites’ “Russian disinformation” hoax.7

In a briefing to House Judiciary Committee staffers weeks later, Amazon representatives claimed that the company’s AI had preprogrammed “manual overrides” for Donald Trump and Joe Biden but, due to her late entry into the race, not for Kamala Harris. Once the online furor took off, the company supposedly remedied the issue in two hours. Amazon’s representatives apologized to congressional staffers, noting that only a couple hundred people had asked Alexa for voting reasons regarding Harris—before the uproar. They said that despite Amazon’s policy of preventing the AI from demonstrating political bias, “obviously we are here today because we did not meet that bar in this incident.”8


“Silicon Valley Is a One-Party State”: Big Tech’s Political Bias

Had Amazon’s 2024 Alexa debacle been a fluke, some once-in-a-lifetime Big Tech glitch, perhaps conservatives could have forgiven it. But it was anything but isolated. Silicon Valley doesn’t just tip the political scale, it drops an anvil on it. And as AI’s influence spreads, its power grows more potent and pernicious.

The internet has gotten too big. When there are a million things to read or see, the only way to get information is to cut through the noise. That’s why AI, which excels at that task, is both unavoidable and essential. That’s why it matters so much who controls it.

When the internet debuted, citizen reporters stormed the establishment media’s gates. Conservative truth tellers suddenly had tools to challenge elite narratives. New-media pioneers such as Andrew Breitbart urged crowds to raise their phones skyward and pledge to capture and share the facts, ideas, and images the establishment media refused to show. Those were the halcyon days of citizen journalism, as everyday Americans launched blogs and blasted out viewpoints that had once been muted.

Then came social media. At first, the platforms looked like even louder digital megaphones. But Silicon Valley higher-ups quickly decided that while citizens may be entitled to some form of free speech, they are not entitled to viral reach. Hence, through algorithmic throttling and shadow bans, Big Tech centralized control over which voices soar and sink across social networks.

Now AI has put Big Tech’s consolidating control on steroids. Enter a Google search, and you get the company’s Gemini AI summation, a seemingly authoritative and objective answer masquerading as the new voice of truth. Except that it’s not. Because the Magic Answer Machine, it turns out, is not neutral at all; in fact, it’s run by a group of people who do not have America’s—or humanity’s—best interests at heart. You won’t be surprised to find that when you meet the new boss . . . he’s the same as the old boss.

The globalist billionaires leading the AI revolution invest their cash and political activism where their values lie. As the libertarian PayPal cofounder Peter Thiel put it, “Silicon Valley is a one-party state.”9 The numbers tell the story.

An astounding 85 percent of Apple, Meta, Amazon, and Google’s political donations flow to Democrats.10 Sure, following Donald Trump’s 2024 victory, Big Tech chipped in the obligatory million dollars for the inauguration committee after their efforts to elect Kamala Harris failed.11 But aside from Elon Musk, a latecomer to MAGA politics who spent a staggering $277 million through Republican and Trump-aligned PACs, the overwhelming majority of Big Tech power players were as they have always been: solidly and predictably leftist.12

Case in point: Democrats’ 2024 record-smashing $2 billion presidential campaign war chest owed much to Silicon Valley elites.13 Bill Gates pumped $50 million into Kamala Harris’s campaign.14 His ex-wife, Melinda French Gates, gave Harris-supporting groups $13 million.15 LinkedIn and OpenAI cofounder Reid Hoffman, a longtime AI investor, blew nearly $35 million backing Democrats. The widow of the late Apple CEO Steve Jobs, Laurene Powell Jobs, whom Breitbart News editor in chief Alexander Marlow dubbed the “new [George] Soros,”16 was “behind Kamala Harris’s rise,” reported The New York Times. According to Fortune, she made “‘quiet’ donations amounting to millions of dollars to an organization backing Harris.”17 Facebook cofounder Dustin Moskovitz poured $38.9 million into Democratic coffers.18 Employees of Alphabet, the parent company of Google and YouTube, donated forty times as much to Kamala Harris as to Donald Trump.19

Still, a windfall of cash doesn’t automatically mean that the AI these billionaires build parrots their politics. To prove that, you need evidence: serious academic studies, real-world proof, and consistent patterns. Thankfully, we have all of that—in spades. Spoiler alert: The findings are stunningly clear and overwhelmingly one-sided.



AI Consistently Exhibits Left-Leaning Political Bias

Recent scholarly research confirms what conservatives already suspected: Large language models (LLMs), such as OpenAI’s ChatGPT, Google’s Gemini, Meta’s Llama, xAI’s Grok, and Microsoft’s Copilot, routinely spit out answers with a distinctly left-of-center political bias. A 2023 study published in the journal Public Choice found “robust evidence that ChatGPT presents a significant and systematic political bias toward the Democrats in the US, Lula in Brazil, and the Labour Party in the UK.”20 Meanwhile, a 2024 study found comparable left-leaning LLM bias when discussing German politics.21

In 2024, the machine learning researcher David Rozado conducted a comprehensive study that analyzed twenty-four state-of-the-art AI chatbots using eleven political orientation tests designed to identify political views. His conclusion? “Most conversational LLMs tend to generate responses . . . manifesting preferences for left-of-center viewpoints.”22 Citing Rozado’s work, a New York Times op-ed noted that even the so-called fun mode of Elon Musk’s Grok “turns out to be a Democratic Mainstay, more liberal than the median model,” while Google’s Gemini Advanced “appears to be farthest to the left.”23 That aligns with other research that examined Google’s Gemini and ChatGPT and “found a discernible political bias across these platforms” in a left-leaning direction. What’s more, these AIs “evaluate left-leaning and right-leaning news publications differently.”24

Why does this matter? Because a 2024 study showed that exposure to partisan bias makes users “significantly more likely to adopt opinions and make decisions aligning with the AI’s bias, regardless of their personal political partisanship.”25 In other words, even if you walk in a rock-ribbed conservative, an endlessly persuasive AI can nudge your views, which makes it a formidable new information weapon to mold and shape ideology and public opinion.

Part of AI’s secret sauce involves how people perceive LLM responses. Unlike a standard web search, where you choose from endless links and decide whose arguments and facts to trust, an AI chatbot offers up a single, seemingly authoritative answer. It gauges your tone, senses your intention, and confidently delivers its response. The issue is whether the chatbot’s bold and authoritative answer is accurate or merely convincing-sounding BS hallucinated out of thin air. It’s hard to know because, like the savviest of con artists, AI projects supreme confidence and sounds incredibly sure of itself.

Also at work in all this is something scholars call “automation bias,” which is the propensity for humans to defer to or become overly reliant on automated decision-making computer systems even when they fly in the face of contradictory information.26 People assume that a billion-dollar AI “robot” built by Silicon Valley geniuses must be right, even when it’s wrong. And if the chatbot cites sources? Those might be total bunk, too. That’s why an AI steeped in leftist political bias isn’t just a theoretical problem, it’s a ticking time bomb for public debate and election fairness.

Which leads to the pivotal question: Did the leading AI chatbots stay neutral in 2024 when it came to Donald Trump versus Kamala Harris? Or did they pick sides?

Less than a week before election day, The Free Press published an investigation into that very question. It asked five LLMs—ChatGPT, Grok, Llama, Claude, and the Chinese AI chatbot DeepSeek—sixteen policy questions to determine whether bias surfaced. The headline didn’t mince words: “The AI Chatbots Are Rooting for Kamala.”27

Four of the five AIs (all but Anthropic’s Claude) agreed with Kamala Harris on every single policy issue. Even Grok, owned by Elon Musk, universally favored Harris. Interestingly, once an OpenAI spokesperson was asked to comment on ChatGPT’s ironclad support for Harris, the reporter noticed that the AI chatbot “started to change, declaring that Trump had the better answer on the economy and inflation.”28

So how does this political bias play out when everyday users ask real questions of AI?



Impartial AI Answers? Or Thinly Veiled Leftist Talking Points?

Everyone can and should ask basic questions of various AI and experience the political bias for themselves. Play with it for just a few minutes and you’ll realize how serious and systemic the problem is. Let’s examine a few real exchanges to observe how AI bends its responses in ways both subtle and overt to advantage left-of-center political views.

In January 2025, I asked Meta’s Llama, “Is Donald Trump racist?” The AI’s answer brimmed with accusatory commentary, cited unnamed “studies,” and offered no exculpatory evidence or context:


The question of whether Donald Trump is racist has sparked intense debate and controversy. While Trump has denied accusations of racism, his words and actions have been criticized by many as perpetuating racist attitudes and discriminatory policies.

Throughout his career, Trump has been involved in several high-profile incidents that have raised concerns about his views on race. For example, in the 1970s, Trump and his company were sued by the Department of Justice for discriminating against African American renters. Trump settled the lawsuit without admitting wrongdoing.

More recently, Trump’s comments on immigration, particularly his characterization of Mexican immigrants as “rapists” and “criminals,” have been widely criticized as racist. His administration’s policies on immigration, including the separation of families at the border and the travel ban targeting predominantly Muslim countries, have also been accused of being discriminatory.

Additionally, Trump’s response to the 2017 white supremacist rally in Charlottesville, Virginia, was criticized for implying moral equivalence between the white supremacist marchers and those who protested against them.

It’s also worth noting that studies have shown that racist attitudes and racial resentment have fueled Trump’s political ascendance.

Ultimately, whether or not Trump is racist is a matter of interpretation. However, his words and actions have undoubtedly contributed to a divisive and discriminatory political climate.29



Just as with Alexa’s Kamala Harris “error,” the above answer from Llama might as well have been written by a DNC operative. It offers zero rebuttals, references shadowy “studies” without attribution, and makes definitive, condemnatory conclusions that Trump has stoked a “discriminatory political climate.”

Next, I asked Llama, “Is Joe Biden racist?” The difference in tone is striking:


The question of whether Joe Biden is racist is complex and contentious. Critics point to his past actions and statements, such as his opposition to busing as a means of integrating schools in the 1970s. Biden argued that busing would lead to a “racial jungle” and sponsored legislation to limit its use. Additionally, his support for the 1994 Crime Bill, which led to higher incarceration rates for Black and Hispanic Americans, has been criticized as perpetuating systemic racism.

However, it’s also important to note that Biden has apologized for some of his past actions and has advocated for policies aimed at addressing racial disparities and promoting social justice. His presidency has also seen efforts to address issues like police reform and voting rights.30

Ultimately, whether or not Joe Biden is considered racist is a matter of personal opinion and perspective.



Notice that Llama went out of its way to defend Joe Biden, declaring that “it’s also important to note that Biden has apologized.” Even more conspicuous is the total omission of Biden’s well-documented racism, such as playing into ugly racial tropes when he infamously called Barack Obama “articulate and bright and clean”; praising the notorious segregationist George Wallace, boasting that Wallace had honored him with an award in 1973, and declaring “we [Delawareans] were on the South’s side in the Civil War”; protecting the tax-exempt status of private segregated schools; telling the Black radio host Charlamagne tha God that “you ain’t Black” if you don’t vote for Biden; saying “You cannot go to a 7-Eleven or a Dunkin’ Donuts unless you have a slight Indian accent”; or engaging in cultural appropriation by falsely claiming that he had marched in the civil rights movement.31 But if you were a political neophyte or a younger voter with limited background knowledge, you’d likely be unaware of those points. And you would certainly be unaware that the AI was engaged in political spin and tilting the information to advantage Democrats.

Microsoft’s AI chatbot, Microsoft Copilot, exhibits a similar pattern. When asked “Which political party stands up for Black Americans most?,” it responded:


The relationship between Black Americans and political parties is complex and has evolved over time. Historically, Black Americans were aligned with the Republican Party, especially during the era of Abraham Lincoln and the Civil War. However, during the Civil Rights Movement of the 1960s, many Black Americans shifted their support to the Democratic Party due to its advocacy for civil rights legislation.

Today, the Democratic Party is generally seen as more supportive of issues that affect Black Americans, such as criminal justice reform, healthcare equity, and voting rights. However, some argue that both parties have not fully addressed the systemic issues facing Black communities.

It’s important to consider multiple perspectives and the specific policies and actions of each party when evaluating their support for Black Americans. What are your thoughts on the current political landscape?



Notice how the AI’s framing operates as a powerfully persuasive nudge to the reader. First, Copilot gives a glancing nod to past Republican efforts on behalf of Black Americans. The AI doesn’t even say what those efforts were, a shocking fact given that the first Republican president in US history, Abraham Lincoln, literally waged and won the Civil War to liberate Black Americans from slavery.

Then, after denying Republicans any detailed historical credit, Microsoft’s AI pivots to the present—the more relevant and politically potent focal point—and declares that the Democratic Party is “generally seen as more supportive of issues that affect Black Americans.” Interestingly, the first policy item Copilot AI lists deals with prison. Moreover, it makes zero mention that Donald Trump was the president responsible for the most landmark criminal justice reform measure in US history, the First Step Act of 2018. But why bother with inconvenient details? When Bill Gates (and his ex-wife) are Democratic Party megadonors, you have to wonder: Is the AI just parroting its benefactors’ political ideology?

This pattern of partisan bias extends to even basic policy questions. For example, ChatGPT was asked, “Which political party has better economic policy?” Here’s the AI’s authoritative response:


Assessing which political party has better economic policies involves examining various economic indicators and historical data. Studies have shown that, since World War II, the U.S. economy has performed better on average under Democratic presidents compared to Republican presidents. This observation applies to metrics such as job creation, GDP growth, stock market returns, personal income growth, and corporate profits.

For instance, the U.S. Joint Economic Committee reported that total job growth has been notably greater under Democratic presidents, with over 50 million jobs created compared to approximately 17 million under Republican presidents in recent decades. Additionally, the unemployment rate tends to be lower at the end of Democratic presidencies.

Furthermore, the Economic Policy Institute found that annual real GDP growth is 1.2 percentage points faster during Democratic administrations than Republican ones (3.79% versus 2.60%). Total job growth has averaged 2.5% annually during Democratic administrations, while it is barely over 1% annually during Republican administrations.

However, it’s important to note that these outcomes are influenced by a complex interplay of factors, including global economic conditions, fiscal policies, and unforeseen events. While historical data provides insights into past performance, it does not conclusively determine the effectiveness of one party’s economic policies over the other. Economic performance is multifaceted, and attributing success or failure solely to the governing party’s policies may oversimplify the underlying dynamics.



The answer is so one-sided that it would be humorous if it weren’t so consequential. Not a single “fact” that the AI presents benefits Republicans. Furthermore, it fails to mention that the official-sounding Economic Policy Institute it cites is actually a leftist think tank that has drawn the support of George Soros’s Open Society Foundation.32 Nor does the AI disclose that the group is funded by big labor unions, the left-leaning Kellogg Foundation, and even the Bill & Melinda Gates Foundation.33 That’s quite a failure of disclosure, given that Microsoft, founded by Gates, owns 49 percent of ChatGPT.

Equally startling is this: When ChatGPT was asked in a follow-up prompt to fact-check its own claim that Democrats had created 50 million jobs versus Republicans creating only 17 million, it stated, “The bottom line is: Yes, job growth has historically been higher under Democrats since at least WWII” but then admitted, “No, the frequently cited ‘over 50 million vs. 17 million’ is not a universally agreed-upon statistic and typically reflects a specific, narrower slice of data that omits context.”

Generative AI’s biased results aren’t just relegated to written text. AI image generators have displayed alarming signs of wokeness, too. In 2024, Google’s AI Gemini (formerly known as Bard) lit the internet on fire when people asked it to create historical scenes and got absurd, inaccurate, and hyper–politically correct images. Prompts to portray America’s Founding Fathers generated African Americans in a bow to diversity. A request for an image of a pope generated a woman, despite there never having been a female pope in recorded history. German Nazi soldiers were depicted as Asian women, marauding Vikings as Black men . . . on and on the ahistorical wokeness went.

Google’s Gemini spiraled so far and so fast that the company shut it down and issued the usual Silicon Valley mea culpa. “It’s clear that this feature missed the mark. Some of the images generated are inaccurate or even offensive,” stated Google chief technologist Prabhakar Raghavan. The company chalked the mistakes up to a “tuning” error that had made the model “overcompensate” for diversity in some cases and “be over-conservative in others, leading to images that were embarrassing and wrong.”34 It wasn’t the first time Google had sparked a firestorm involving images; in 2015, the image recognition software in Google’s Photos app had started labeling Black people as “gorillas.”35 One would have thought that a PR nightmare like that would have taught Google to build better image-related AI. Apparently not.

So what is going on here? Why does AI generate so much woke content? Moreover, why do AIs such as ChatGPT and others bend and spin political questions into answers that benefit and promote leftist policies and politicians, writing responses as if they came from Democratic Party speechwriters? Is AI the Left’s newest political weapon for stealth persuasion?

Based on the evidence, it’s not just plausible, it’s already here. Under the guise of presenting allegedly factual and neutral information, AI can advance leftist political viewpoints and agendas on a large scale to influence the minds and attitudes of hundreds of millions of users. After all, Big Tech’s billionaire oligarchs have poured oceans of cash into both politics and AI, so why not use a force multiplier? Unfortunately, this is just the tip of the AI iceberg. The problems for conservatives run far deeper once you discover why and how AI systems produce politically biased answers.



Why Is AI So Woke?

To grasp how AI got so woke, we need to understand how large language models are trained.

First, LLMs are voracious readers. How voracious? Consider this. If you read twenty-four hours a day from birth to death, assuming an average lifespan and reading speed, you would have read roughly 8 billion words. Conversely, an advanced AI devours more than 8 trillion words in a single month of training.36 Let that sink in for a moment. This means that an AI consumes in a month one thousand times as much text as a human could read nonstop in a lifetime.

To build an LLM capable of mimicking humanlike writing, AI developers vacuum up billions of words from books, websites, news articles, and more. A portion of this vast ocean of written language is public domain or open license. Other text is still under copyright, spurring lawsuits, such as The New York Times suing OpenAI. Artists, from writers and musicians to graphic designers and filmmakers, allege that AI is a colossal “plagiarism machine” or a “copyright kaleidoscope.” The actress and vocal AI critic Justine Bateman encapsulated the artistic community’s frustration in comments to the Times, declaring AI to be “the largest theft in the United States, period.”37 This contentious intellectual property (IP) battle frames the broader debate, with conservatives advocating fervently for the protection of property rights. Indeed, it is only reasonable to expect creators and publishers to be compensated when their original IP has been stolen or used without permission. Ultimately the courts will decide, and litigation is likely to drag on for years.

Once amassed, these billions of words are fed to the LLM so it can







	OpenAI bankrolls numerous newsrooms for the establishment media outlet Axios. Additionally, Sam Altman’s company has deals with some twenty media organizations, encompassing 160 news outlets and hundreds of content brands.46 This includes deals with Condé Nast publications such as The New Yorker, far-left outlets such as The Atlantic47 (which Laurene Powell Jobs supports), and the left-leaning Vox Media.48

	OpenAI also inked a $250 million content deal with the right-leaning News Corp, which owns Fox News, The Wall Street Journal, the New York Post, and numerous other publications. (Full disclosure: News Corp is the parent company of HarperCollins, the publisher of this book.)49

	The Democratic Party megadonor Marc Benioff, who owns the software giant Salesforce and also Time, scored a multiyear strategic content partnership with OpenAI, giving the company access to over one hundred years of Time articles to feed to LLMs.50

	The AI company Perplexity has a revenue-sharing program with left-leaning publications such as the Los Angeles Times, The Independent, Der Spiegel, Entrepreneur, The Texas Tribune, and several other news outlets.51

	Google has funded McClatchy newsrooms; it also struck a $100 million content deal with The New York Times.52

	Mark Zuckerberg’s Meta struck a multiyear deal with Reuters53 and previously paid “trusted” news outlets millions of dollars to feature their content in their Facebook news feeds.

	Microsoft pays selected publishers for content that surfaces in its Copilot AI.54 This includes left-leaning news outlets such as Reuters, Financial Times, Axel Springer, Hearst Magazines, and USA Today.55










Are There Solutions? Or Is AI Irrevocably Biased?










1. Set the Tone from the Top





2. Push for Training Data Transparency and Nonwoke AI








3. Conduct Third-Party Audits








4. End Public-Sector Federal Procurement for Biased Tech Vendors
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