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			Book Presentation: How to Talk to a Liberal by Ann Coulter

			Book Abstract

			How to Talk to a Liberal (If You Must) is a collection of Coulter’s columns that explain just why liberals have got it all wrong. She tackles many topics, ranging from 9/11 and the War on Terror to the Democratic primary race and the Clinton years in the White House.

			Coulter essentially provides conservatives with 300-plus pages of ammo against liberals. Her writing is often humorous and often quite serious, but it always raises eyebrows and seems to attract plenty of controversy. While serving as an entertaining handbook for conservatives, How to Talk to a Liberal (If You Must) also does its part in reminding political junkies from both sides of the aisle why Coulter’s commentary has achieved must-read status.

			About the Author

			Ann Coulter is the author of three New York Times bestsellers: Treason, Slander and High Crimes and Misdemeanors. She is a syndicated columnist for Universal Press Syndicate and a frequent guest on many TV shows.

		


		
			Summary of How to Talk to a Liberal (Ann Coulter)

			10 Rules for Arguing With a Liberal

			Some useful pointers to keep in mind when arguing with liberals:

			
					Don’t surrender out of the gate. Liberals always want to shame Republicans into making core concessions before the debate begins (example: You raise taxes and then we’ll discuss cutting spending.). Never has any good come out of surrendering before negotiations begin.

					Don’t be defensive. There’s no need to be.

					You must outrage the enemy. If the liberal you’re arguing with doesn’t become speechless with rage, you’re not doing it right. People don’t get angry when lies are told about them; they get angry when the truth is told to them.

					Never apologize. There are people who think Linda Tripp should apologize to the nation because Bill Clinton was a hapless victim. Never apologize, at least not for what liberals want you to apologize for.

					Never compliment a Democrat. Compliments to Democrats are always returned with insults.

					Never show graciousness toward a Democrat. Not only will any kindness not be returned, but it will be used against you.

					Never flatter a Democrat. Extend an olive branch to Democrats and they’ll smack the living daylights out of you with it.

					Do not succumb to liberal bribery. Liberals recruit conservatives the way colleges recruit star athletes; become a liberal and you will be lavished with great wealth and adulation. Weak conservatives crave liberal approval and will do anything to get it; don’t be one of these conservatives.

					Prepare for your deepest, darkest secrets to become liberal talking points. Liberals’ idea of good retort to a conservative argument is to investigate your personal life and find out something that could hopefully destroy your career. And even if you’ve led a blameless life, liberals will invent absurd stories about you.

					Always be open to liberals in transition. If you can create second thoughts in just a couple of them, it will be a lot less trouble for the rest of us down the road. Be aware that liberals in transition will often approach you in hushed tones as they face being ostracized by friends, neighbors, coworkers and even family members.

			

			How 9/11 Happened

			With Bill Clinton as president, we saw the following occur:

			
					In February 1993, the World Trade Center was bombed by Muslim fanatics, killing five people and injuring hundreds. Clinton did nothing.

					In October 1993, 18 American troops were killed in a savage firefight in Somalia. Clinton responded by ordering our troops home. Osama bin Laden later told ABC News, “The youth…realized more than before that the American soldier was a paper tiger and after a few blows ran in defeat.”

					In November 1995, five Americans were killed and 30 wounded by a car bomb in Saudi Arabia set by Muslim extremists. Clinton did nothing.

					In November 1997, Iraq refused to allow UN weapons inspectors to do their jobs and threatened to shoot down a U.S. U-2 spy plane. Clinton did nothing.

					In February 1998, Clinton threatened to bomb Iraq, but called it off when the United Nations said no.

					In August 1998, U.S. embassies in Kenya and Tanzania were bombed by Muslim extremists. Clinton did nothing.

					In October 2000, our warship, the USS Cole, was attacked by Muslim extremists. Clinton did nothing.

					On September 11, 2001, seven months after George W. Bush took office, 3,000 Americans were murdered in a savage terrorist attack on U.S. soil by Muslim extremists. Since then, Bush has won wars in Afghanistan and Iraq, captured Saddam Hussein, probably killed and certainly immobilized Osama bin Laden, destroyed al Qaeda’s base and begun to create the only functioning democracy in the Middle East other than Israel. Democrats opposed it all, with the exception of their phony support of the war with Afghanistan. Now, Democrats claim to be outraged that in the months before 9/11, Bush did not do everything Democrats opposed doing after 9/11.

			

			Attack France!

			Prior to our invasion of Iraq, pundits debated over whether America’s next target in the war on terrorism should indeed be Iraq or a small quarry first, such as Sudan or Somalia. Bush has said we are at war not only with terrorists, but also with those who harbor them. It’s time to consider another country full of anti-American hatred and terrorist activity. We’ve got to attack France!

			For decades now, France has nurtured, coddled and funded Islamic terrorists. France has repeatedly decried economic sanctions against Iraq and has accused the United Nations of manufacturing evidence against Saddam Hussein. In early 2001, France connived with human-rights champions China and Cuba to toss the U.S. off the UN Human Rights Commission (Sudan took America’s place).

			The French are terrified of offending fanatical Muslims. Meanwhile, we are asking Arab leaders to face down the vastly larger populations of crazies living in their countries. If this war is against terrorism and not a Eurocentric war against Islam, the conclusion is ineluctable: We must attack France. What are they going to do? Fight us?

			How to Lose a War

			Explaining his vote for a war that he then immediately denounced, John Kerry said his vote was just a head-fake, an effort to bluff Saddam Hussein into letting in the UN weapons inspectors. “It was right to have a threat of force,” Kerry said. “Because it’s only the threat of force that got Hans Blix and the inspectors back in the country.” But Kerry never imagined that Bush would interpret the open-ended war resolution as grounds to start an actual war! “The difference is, I would have worked with the United Nations,” Kerry said.

			None of the Democrats has the guts to come out and, like a real Democrat, demand that the U.S. turn tail and run when the going gets tough. Instead, they demand that Bush should have gone to the United Nations, apparently because it would have been in our best interest to replace the best fighting force in the world with an “international peacekeeping force.” The Democratic logic on national defense is: As soon as anyone in the military gets his hair mussed, we must pull out and bring in “international peacekeeping” forces. Our boys are in harm’s way, people are dying; let’s run! That’ll show ‘em.

			Another argument liberals like to make is that Iraq was not an “imminent” threat to the United States. The Republicans’ argument was that by the time the threat is imminent, Chicago will be gone. And where are the nuclear weapons? Senator Tom Daschle cited the Cuban Missile Crisis as a model to be emulated. After all, President Kennedy showed the world pictures that proved Cuba had offensive missiles, why didn’t Bush show the world proof? The answer is: Because by the time Saddam had nuclear weapons, we wouldn’t be able to do anything. That’s why it’s called the “Cuban Missile Crisis” and not the “Cuban Missile Triumph.”

			And now the Democrats’ method of opposing the war on terrorism while pretending not to oppose the war on terrorism is to claim that Bush invaded Iraq without a “plan.” Kerry says he would have had a “plan” before invading Iraq. Kerry and the Democrats are implying that the invasion of Iraq was an unplanned, spur-of-the-moment decision that took 18 months of discussion. They imply that there is a magical “plan” out there, which would prevent bad things from ever happening - especially something as totally unexpected as violence in the Middle East. Needless to say, the Democrats have no actual plan of their own, unless “surrender” counts as a plan.

			At Least They Didn’t Run Jimmy Carter This Time

			John Kerry became the perfect candidate for the Democratic Party. When you look at all the candidates who fought for the Party’s nomination, you see that there really wasn’t much that separated them, as far as the issues go. They were all for higher taxes. All of them favored Hillary Clinton’s socialist health-care plan. All of them were for higher pay for teachers and nurses - and no pay at all for anyone in the pharmaceutical or oil industries. And they all opposed the war. (All the Democrats who took a position before the war began were for it, but they now believe that everything Bush did from that moment forward has been bad.)

			In the end, Kerry was the only candidate left standing. Dennis Kucinich’s slogan had become “.001 Percent of America Can’t Be Wrong!” John Edwards’ had become “Vote for Me or We’ll See You in Court.” Joe Lieberman’s had become “Sixth Place Is Not an Option.” Wesley Clark’s had become “Leading America’s War on Fetuses.” Howard Dean’s had become “I Want to Be Your President … And So Do I!” Al Sharpton’s had become “Hello, Room Service?”

			That left John Kerry, who won over Democratic voters on the basis of his superior ability to taunt George Bush for his lack of combat experience. Kerry was indisputably brave in Vietnam, and it’s kind cute to see Democrats pretend to admire military service. (Physical courage, like chastity, is something liberals usually deride but are tickled about when it accidentally manifests itself in one of their own.) But if Bush can’t talk to Kerry about the horrors of war, then Kerry sure can’t talk to anyone about the plight of the middle class. Kerry’s life experience consists of living off other men’s money by marrying their wives and daughters. This is a man who has spent his entire adult life being supported by rich women, what does he know about taxes?

			The Democrats’ joy at nominating Kerry is a bit perplexing. To be sure, liberals take pleasure in supporting pacifist military types, but if we’re going to determine fitness for office based on life experience, we must point out that Kerry clearly has no experience dealing with the problems of typical Americans.

			Corporate Corruption?

			George W. Bush and Dick Cheney’s connection to corporate corruption consists primarily of the media’s capacity to mention their names in the same sentence as “corporate corruption” one million times a day. In fact, there are no “unanswered questions” about Bush and Cheney, there are only insipid insinuations.

			The facts are:

			
					Bush sold his stock in Harken Energy to purchase the Texas Rangers. The price of the stock later went down (and then went up to more than what he sold it for).

					Cheney sold his interest in Halliburton before he assumed the vice presidency to eliminate the possibility of a conflict of interest. Later, the price of that stock went down - in large part because trial lawyers were filing asbestos suits against Halliburton.

			

			It’s not illegal to sell or buy stock. It’s illegal to sell stock based on insider information that the price of the stock is about to tank or to buy stock based on insider information that a price is about to soar. The Democrats’ theory is that Bush bought the Texas Rangers and Cheney became vice president only as part of wily scams to conceal their real reason for selling stock: insider information!

			Ashcroft and the Blowhard Discuss Desegregation

			Whatever else some liberals can say about John Ashcroft, they can’t say that he drunkenly plunged a woman to a horrifying watery death and then fled the scene of the accident, relying on his family’s connections to paper over the woman’s drowning. In fact, Ashcroft has never done anything drunkenly, making him an object of fascination for Senator Ted Kennedy.

			On the first day of Ashcroft’s nomination hearings, Kennedy erupted in gin-soaked venom about how an unelected judge had to impose a “voluntary desegregation” on the good people of Kansas City in the 1980s. Kennedy wanted to know how long Ashcroft was going to wait before doing something about kids having to go to “lousy schools.” As it was in Kansas City, a judge issued an edict doubling the property taxes of the school district’s residents. Twelve years and $2 billion later, the district is more racially segregated than it was before and test scores are lower for blacks than in the rest of the state.

			Few failures have been more spectacular than those surrounding court-ordered “desegregation.” Over the past several decades, federal judges got it into their heads that black students had to sit next to white students in order to learn. The idea was that if the federal courts ordered the states to spend gobs of money building “model schools” in the mostly black city school districts, the all-important white students would come. Surrounded by white people, black students’ education would improve. Needless to say, these decisions have wrecked school system after school system.

			As Ashcroft explained it to Kennedy, parents and schools would enter into agreements, but “the state was going to have to pay for everything.” These plans really had nothing to do with desegregation. It’s time for Bush to send Alan Keyes to the Senate floor. He could probably explain all this to the Massachusetts drunk with some trenchancy.

			Liberals’ War Against Christianity

			In a public school in St. Louis, a teacher spotted fourth-grader Raymond Raines bowing his head in prayer before lunch. The teacher stormed to Raymond’s table, ordered him to stop and sent him to

			
			
			
			
			
			Gay Marriages/“Civil Unions”

			
			
			Liberal Talk Radio?

			
			
			What the Clintons’ Ghostwriters Left Out

			
			
			
			
			
			Two Sets of Standards

			
			
			
			The Case for the Second Amendment
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