

[image: image]






[image: image]








Copyright © 2021 by William Witt

Cover copyright © 2021 by Hachette Book Group, Inc.

Hachette Book Group supports the right to free expression and the value of copyright. The purpose of copyright is to encourage writers and artists to produce the creative works that enrich our culture.

The scanning, uploading, and distribution of this book without permission is a theft of the author’s intellectual property. If you would like permission to use material from the book (other than for review purposes), please contact permissions@hbgusa.com. Thank you for your support of the author’s rights.

Center Street

Hachette Book Group

1290 Avenue of the Americas, New York, NY 10104

centerstreet.com

twitter.com/centerstreet

First Edition: September 2021

Center Street is a division of Hachette Book Group, Inc. The Center Street name and logo are trademarks of Hachette Book Group, Inc.

The publisher is not responsible for websites (or their content) that are not owned by the publisher.

The Hachette Speakers Bureau provides a wide range of authors for speaking events. To find out more, go to www.HachetteSpeakersBureau.com or call (866) 376-6591.

Library of Congress Control Number: 2021939218

ISBNs: 9781546000242 (hardcover), 9781546000273 (ebook)

E3-20210803-JV-NF-ORI






Contents


	COVER

	TITLE PAGE

	COPYRIGHT

	DEDICATION

	INTRODUCTION: WHY CONSERVATIVES LOSE

	CHAPTER 1: RACISM

	CHAPTER 2: CORONAVIRUS

	CHAPTER 3: FREEDOM OF SPEECH

	CHAPTER 4: GUNS AND THE SECOND AMENDMENT

	CHAPTER 5: ILLEGAL IMMIGRATION

	CHAPTER 6: FAMILY VALUES

	CHAPTER 7: ABORTION

	CHAPTER 8: POLICE BRUTALITY

	CHAPTER 9: CULTURAL APPROPRIATION

	CHAPTER 10: CANCEL CULTURE

	CHAPTER 11: CLIMATE CHANGE

	CHAPTER 12: SOCIALISM

	CHAPTER 13: “FREE” COLLEGE

	CHAPTER 14: “FREE” HEALTHCARE

	CHAPTER 15: MINIMUM WAGE

	CHAPTER 16: CAPITALISM

	CHAPTER 17: A VISION FOR AMERICA

	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

	DISCOVER MORE

	ABOUT THE AUTHOR

	RESOURCES






	Begin Reading

	Table of Contents







To my grandpa Chocolate, who taught me what it means to be a man and helped me become a leader.








Explore book giveaways, sneak peeks, deals, and more.





Tap here to learn more.




[image: Center Street logo]








Introduction

[image: image]

WHY CONSERVATIVES LOSE



GOD IS DEAD. God remains dead. And we have killed him.”

Many people read this Friederich Nietzsche quote as a celebration of the collapse of the monotheistic worldview in the west. Young atheists champion this phrase as a heroic pronouncement, that the destruction of God and these types of worldviews are something to be cheered and applauded. But in reality, this is a misinterpretation. Nietzche said this in grieving, referring to the removal of Christian morality from the west and its replacement with scientific discovery and government control. Nietzsche knew that without the belief system imposed on us from Christianity, the world would face certain collapse.

Although Nietzsche was in fact an atheist most of his life, he understood the importance of a belief system to bring cohesiveness to a group of people. Nietzsche realized that although “God was dead,” people would find a replacement for that system of beliefs.

Enter leftism. Although Europe and America became more and more secular throughout the 20th century, there was no shortage of belief systems and “religions” that people latched on to to give their lives some sort of meaning. Whether it was communism, the environmental movement, Malthusianism, or any other system of belief, people found solace in their “herd morality,” and their impacts have had long-lasting and detrimental effects on the world as a whole.

Leftism has become the dominant religion in America. It is quite ironic that Karl Marx claimed, “Religion is the opium of the people,” while leftism and many of the principles he preached have become the ascendent dogmatic beliefs throughout western culture. And just like any other religion, it has a set of values. The tenets of this faith are that you stand against inequality, you stand against hate, you love the earth. These are some of the commandments the church of leftism preaches, and they sound pretty good, right? I mean, who isn’t against hate? Who doesn’t love the earth? These values sound like a wonderful way to live life, that is, until you put them into practice through the lens of leftism. Fighting against inequality becomes demonizing the successful. Standing against hate means silencing and attacking anyone who disagrees with you. Loving the earth translates to humans being parasites on our planet.

Also akin to other belief systems, there are consequences for “sinning” within this religion. If you go against the dominant agenda, you will be “canceled” and slandered by the mob. If you don’t post a black square on Instagram in support of Black Lives Matter, you are a racist bigot who should be shamed. If you choose to throw away your plastic straw instead of recycling it, you are an immoral person who is killing the planet.

What’s even more ironic is that I used to be a disciple of the church of leftism. I grew up in a household where my father was never there; he was in prison for most of my childhood, and so I was raised primarily by my mom and older brother, who was my half brother. My older brother Zach acted the role of father for me, and I took everything he said as fact, so when he made claims, such as “politics is all a waste of time” or “God and religion are stupid,” I took these things incredibly to heart. I became a politically apathetic atheist for most of my life, eating up the leftist religion my teachers and peers preached and making it my primary belief system. When I got to high school, I ended up interning for a Democratic state senator, who pushed me over the edge even further. At that point in my life, I couldn’t tell you what the difference between a Republican and a Democrat was, I couldn’t tell you what socialism was, and I couldn’t tell you what the First Amendment was. But I could tell you that global warming was a catastrophe, I could tell you that cops were racist, and I could tell you how stupid God and Christianity were.

It is important to note at this point in my life story that I wasn’t a happy person. Throughout high school I felt like my life had no purpose. I partied all the time, most of my friends were terrible influences, and my relationships with my family members were shaky at best. I tried to find meaning in my life in all sorts of different places, various girls, odd jobs, and partying, and none of them did anything to make my life seem worthwhile. I was depressed on the inside, but on the outside, I was the poster child for your next president of Young Democrats of America.

But everything changed when I finally graduated high school and made it to university. For the first part of college, I was as depressed as ever and continuing my antics, exponentially increasing the levels at which I performed them and growing more and more hollow with each passing day. My connection with my mom was worse than ever, and I disregarded my family as a hindrance to my success. I ended up failing many of my classes, blaming the world for being unfair, and victimizing myself for my circumstances. Things seemed to be at a dead end for me, that is, until I entered the classroom for one of my most left-wing classes.

The class was Sociology 101, a class that conservatives today reference to justify the assertion that universities are brainwashing the youth of America, and justly so. This class ticked every leftist propaganda checklist. White privilege? Check. Sexism and the patriarchy? Check. Capitalism sucks? Double check. This class was complete leftist garbage, but at the time, I had no idea I was being brainwashed. That was until one day in class, when I sat next to this nice black girl in my class. The topic of the day was how African Americans had been oppressed for centuries by the white man and how they are still being oppressed. I listened to my teacher, nodding along and understanding the things she said, until she pointed at me. She stuck a finger out at me and then pointed a finger at the black girl sitting next to me and said something I will never forget: “You are oppressing this girl next to you because of the color of your skin.”

I was shocked. I looked at the black girl sitting next to me, and she shrugged at me, feeling just as awkward as I did in that situation. I didn’t say anything; I just sat there in my lecture hall chair until the class was over. I remember being on the bus on my way back thinking about what she had said to me. Was I really oppressing these black people? I never felt like I was oppressing black people. The black girl seemed just as weirded out as I was. She couldn’t possibly think I was oppressing her, could she? All these questions raced through my mind at a million miles an hour, and I was mortified by the fact that I could be oppressing all these people. I didn’t know it at the time, but this was the first groundbreaking moment on my path to realizing my brainwashing.

After that class and experience were over, I didn’t think a whole lot about the issue until 2016, when Donald Trump was running for president. I started to see how controversial it was to support Donald Trump, but I didn’t realize why yet. It wasn’t until the girl I was seeing at the time and I got into a political argument that I realized what was happening in America. We got into an argument about something mundane, I think immigration, and I remember saying that illegal immigration was a bad thing. I then remember her saying something that changed my life forever: “You sound like a Trump supporter.” I had never thought of myself in that way, but in that moment, I did. I turned back to her and said, “You know what, maybe I am.” After this argument, and our subsequent breakup after this “chat,” I started getting incredibly political. I started working with the Republican Party in Colorado, I started working with Turning Point USA and other student groups, and eventually I found out about PragerU and its online videos. I binge-watched every one of its videos, and I started skipping class to go outside on my campus and table and debate students about politics. Yeah, I was that guy. Even my professors would walk by from the classes I missed and shake their heads seeing me out in the quad talking to people and skipping their lectures. But I just shrugged my shoulders and continued doing what I was doing. I knew what I was doing was more important than some intro to philosophy class or some English class talking about how terrible white men were. I had a vision of what I wanted to do, and I made that vision a reality.

I ended up making a video on my campus in which I asked girls what they thought about the wage gap, and of course they all thought they were incredibly oppressed. I borrowed my buddy’s GoPro to shoot the video, taught myself how to edit, and sent the finished product to PragerU. Looking back now, it wasn’t a great video, and my skills at talking to people and editing were subpar at best, but still PragerU saw something in me and offered me a job when I was done with my sophomore year of college.

I ended up staying in Colorado for a while to do some work there for a bit and then decided to drop out of college and move out to Los Angeles to live out my dream with PragerU. My mom was upset at me for my decision, my grandparents were scared for my future, and everyone I knew at the time thought I would fail and never make it, but I knew I had a bigger purpose. I remember kids from high school and college talking behind my back all over social media, saying I was “a racist conservative now” and that I would never make anything of myself without getting my degree. I’m happy to report now that everything I said I was going to do I have done, and I have been much better off leaving college than staying in it and finishing it with a degree that wouldn’t do me any good.

My videos now have over 500 million views, I have a successful podcast with thousands of listeners, I have produced multiple mini-documentaries, I have worked with some of the biggest political voices in the world, and I have educated and changed the minds of thousands of people. I don’t say all of this to gloat or brag to all of you; I say it to show you what is wrong with conservatives nowadays and why we lose so often. Conservatives are weak and don’t stand up for what they believe in. They give in to the left and go along with the current culture we see in America instead of standing up to the horrible things we see destroying and corrupting our nation. They are afraid—sometimes for good reason, don’t get me wrong—to stand up and get canceled or fired or ostracized or to lose friends or family for saying what they believe. We also see Republicans in Congress who claim to fight for our values or say they’re going to defend our beliefs when in reality they are bought out by corporations or special interests and do the exact opposite of what they promised on the campaign trail. The point is, there is this stigma with conservatives nowadays that says, “It’s so hard to be a conservative” or “I can’t stand up for what I believe in because it’s too hard” or “I’ll be better off if I just keep quiet.” I bring up all that I have accomplished to show that there is no strength in silence. I stood up for what I believed in, and now my life is amazing and I am influencing millions of people and changing thousands upon thousands of minds.

What I have come to realize is that the same people who are worried about what the left will do to them if they speak up now should be far more worried about what the left will do to them if they don’t speak up now. We are in a civil war for ideas in this country, and the only way to fight back is to actually fight back. I decided to speak up, and I dropped out of school and moved to a new city with no money and knowing no one to be that fighter. I’m of course not saying you have to take the same path as I did, but what I am saying is that in all of these situations of doubt and trial, you have to stand up for what you know is right, or I guarantee everything you hold dear will be lost. With this book, I am going to arm you with the knowledge and tactics and skills to do your best to fight back against the leftist dogma we hear from so many people, and you will be able to change the minds of all the people around you pushing their liberal ideas.

It is easy to stay silent and say nothing, but I promise you that if you choose to do that, America will be lost. There is no better time to stand up and be a fighter than right now, and I fear that if we don’t, our very way of life, the traditional American values we know and need, will be gone forever. Ten years from now, do you want to look back on your life and say I was someone who stood back and watched my country crumble around me, or do you want to look back at how hard you fought and know that you secured a better America for generations to come? I know what I would choose, and I ask all of you now to do the same. Do you choose to be the fighter and stand up for your values, or are you going to sit back silently? I pray you make the right choice because I’m not going to lie to you—we need all the help we can get.







Chapter 1
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RACISM



NOT A DAY goes by when I am not called a racist. Every day on social media perusing my comments and mentions, there is without fail some leftist who calls me a racist for my conservative views. If I make a video about the truth about police brutality, I’m a racist. If I write a tweet about standing up for my values, I’m a racist. If I post an Instagram story about how much I love Chipotle, I’m a racist.

Today, racism is the issue that leftists cling to more than any other. They use the moniker “racist” to shame anyone who has a different point of view—or, in my case, enjoys tacos from a popular Mexican fast-food restaurant. The largest institutions in America—by which I mean universities, the mainstream media, and Hollywood—continue to spread the lie that America is a horrible, racist place. Young people across the country are lashing out in defiance of this so-called racism.

America is on fire. Leftists across the country are violently protesting and rioting throughout various American cities, destroying businesses and people’s livelihoods, and they’re doing it all in the name of “racial justice.” They loot and steal from stores and wreck their own neighborhoods because, for some reason, they believe that doing so will bring about equality. But when you take a moment to actually look at what the left is doing in this country through a clear lens, you can easily see how counterintuitive everything they are doing is. They claim to stand up for minorities while they terrorize black business owners and decimate their stores. They claim to stand for diversity despite the fact that an overwhelming majority of Black Lives Matter protestors are actually white. In my home city of Los Angeles, for instance, over 90 percent of the people who took to the streets in support of Black Lives Matter were of Caucasian descent. But despite the hypocrisy in their claims, the left continues to scream “RACISM” as loud as they can. Even worse, they shame people around them who don’t stand against this so-called racism in the same way that they do.

When I was in high school, one of the main books I had to read for my Advanced Placement U.S. History class was A People’s History of the United States by Howard Zinn. If you’ve taken a history class lately, especially if that history class was part of a public high school curriculum, you’ve probably had to read this book, too. There’s a reason for that. Today, much of the public-school curriculum is written by leftists, and there is no book, in my mind, that tickles their delicate, anti-American sensibilities more than Howard Zinn’s. The book is full of anti-American sentiments, dealing with America’s past and painting the United States as the worst country ever to exist. It is a book that claims to know everything about the history of the United States; it doesn’t ask questions or deal in nuance the way good history is supposed to. Instead, it gives answers, and those answers are scary.

In the book, Zinn draws a direct line from Christopher Columbus, who he believes was little more than a heartless, money-hungry murderer; to the Founding Fathers, who he says are racist; to Andrew Jackson, an evil, violent racist; right up to the dropping of the atomic bomb in 1945, which, according to the book, is the most serious war crime ever committed. It does not matter to Zinn that these events also contributed to the United States’ rarefied place on the world stage or that several of them—particularly the atomic bomb—were strategically necessary to spread freedom and democracy around the world. For anyone interested in an extremely thorough and precise takedown of this ridiculous book, I would recommend the article “Undue Certainty,” written by an academic named Sam Wineburg in the magazine American Educator.

“A history of unalloyed certainties is dangerous because it invites a slide into intellectual fascism,” he writes. “History as truth, issued from the left or from the right, abhors shades of gray. It seeks to stamp out the democratic insight that people of good will can see the same thing and come to different conclusions… Such a history atrophies our tolerance for complexity. It makes us allergic to exceptions to the rule. Worst of all, it depletes the moral courage we need to revise our beliefs in the face of new evidence. It ensures, ultimately, that tomorrow we will think exactly as we thought yesterday—and the day before, and the day before that.”

Of course, I wasn’t thinking that way when I was in high school. I was young and angry, ready to believe whatever hateful, anti-American rhetoric the school system had to throw at me. I remember reading Zinn’s book and thinking that the country I lived in was terrible. I felt ashamed to be a citizen of such an evil nation.

Eventually, I came to realize the numerous errors in this book, many of which went far beyond the usual framing or interpretive errors of bad history. These appeared to me to be mistakes of fact—some of which were very basic. Zinn, for example, writes that the firebombing of Dresden, which occurred in 1945, happened “at the start of World War II.” Huh. Maybe I learned this wrong, but I thought that 1945 was pretty close to the end of World War II. This may seem minor, but it does beg the question: If this guy could screw up something that basic, what else did he get wrong?

Beyond problems with a single book, I also realized some of the lies within the revisionist history my teacher was preaching. Most of my fellow classmates weren’t so lucky. This book and its similar ideals, such as the 1619 project, which is the teaching that America was actually founded in 1619 when the first slaves came to Virginia, not 1776, now being mandatory teaching in some schools across the nation, are being taught across the country in almost every class where history is taught. It’s no wonder that these young protestors are out marching and rioting for something they don’t understand.

When talking to people on the left about racism, you will hear some very common tropes. America is a racist country. The effects of slavery are still present today. Institutions across the country are set up to keep minorities down. I’m sure you’ve heard these statements before. The left pops these blanket statements out like a PEZ dispenser, citing racism whenever you see inequality in America. The left claims our country was founded on racism and that even our Founding Fathers intended our country to be racist.

But is that really the case? What can history tell us about how the Founding Fathers established this nation?

Let’s first address the elephant in the room. Yes, many of the Founding Fathers had slaves. Thomas Jefferson, George Washington, and other Founding Fathers owned slaves; this is something most people would know. But did you know that many of the Founding Fathers had just inherited their slaves? Did you know Thomas Jefferson had relations with a black woman and had children with her, who he made free? Or that he went against the crown and taught his slaves to read and write? Or did you know John Adams refused to own slaves? There are many things about the Founding Fathers and their relationships with slaves that are glossed over in American history class because they don’t fit the mainstream leftist agenda. George Washington said, “I can only say that there is not a man living who wishes more sincerely than I do to see a plan adopted for the abolition of [slavery],” and many other founders agreed with his sentiment. Benjamin Franklin even helped start the first ever anti-slavery society in 1774 in New York. Yet despite all the evidence pointing to the fact that many of the founders were heavily opposed to slavery, the narrative still exists today that America was founded by racists who loved slavery and hated black people, which frankly just isn’t true.

Was America founded to give equality to everyone? Or was it founded as a racist nation only benefiting white people? Well, let’s look at the Declaration of Independence. Actually, let’s go even further back and look at Thomas Jefferson’s draft of the Declaration of Independence. The Declaration of Independence that we all know today reads as follows: “We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness.” In Thomas Jefferson’s draft of the Declaration, though, there is one major difference: “the pursuit of Happiness” is replaced with “Property.” So why did they change this at the last minute to what made the final cut? They changed it because they knew that many southern states would look at the Declaration of Independence fully believing that their slaves were property, thinking that God gave them the right to have them. The Founding Fathers changed this wording in the final Declaration because they did not believe that slaves were endowed to every man by their creator; they believed they were men all on their own. Seems pretty progressive and transformative for the time for a bunch of white, slave-owning racists, right?

Despite all of this, it is still fair to say that there was racism during the founding of this country. Slavery was abhorrent, and many people still believed black people were less, but another lie that persists is that slavery is what built this country and the institution of it still echoes throughout society today.

In America today, you have just as equal an opportunity to make a wonderful life for yourself as anyone else, regardless of your race. Racism is not the issue in America the left would like to paint it as and has been largely solved throughout this country. What is the real kicker is that the left, who cry “racism” every chance they get, don’t do anything to actually help black people. Posting a black square on your Instagram doesn’t help black people. Calling Aunt Jemima syrup racist doesn’t help black people. If these people really wanted to affect the outcomes of black people’s lives in America, they would be advocating for school choice. If they really cared one bit about the success of black people in America, they would stop virtue signaling on social media and start advocating against affirmative action and the welfare state and become champions for family values and fathers in the home.

The biggest factor in America that determines economic mobility is marriage; our current welfare state in America disincentivizes marriage heavily, and black people in America are the most likely group to be on welfare. Despite African Americans making up 13.4 percent of the U.S. population, they account for 39.8 percent of all welfare recipients in America, according to the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, which is heavily affected by their marriage rates and out-of-wedlock births. According to the U.S. Census, 72 percent of all black babies born are from single mothers. Single mothers are better off not getting married due to getting better benefits in our current welfare system, and so men have no responsibility to the women they knock up, creating a broken cycle that is the most prominent in black communities. Growing up without a father is seen to have a huge effect on how children grow up as well. According to data from the U.S. Department of Justice, children from fatherless homes account for 63 percent of youth suicides, 90 percent of all homeless and runaway youth, 85 percent of all children who experience behavioral disorders, and 71 percent of all high school dropouts. Although this study was completed in 1998, the same holds true today, as seen in a 2016 study that showed that 45 percent of kids in juvenile detention centers grew up in single-parent households, compared to only 30 percent for two-parent households.

Black people being worse off in America than white people is not some big ploy by the evil racists of our society; it is a larger problem with many deep-rooted issues that have all come about from big government programs and “war on poverty” efforts. Let’s look at the numbers concerning actual racism in America. In 1940, 60 percent of black women were domestic servants. That rate is 2.2 percent today. In 1958, 44 percent of whites said they would move if a black person became their neighbor. Today that number is down to 1 percent. Only 18 percent of whites in 1964 said they had a black friend, and today that number is 86 percent. People are obviously less racist today than they were decades ago, but the myths about America being a racist place persist, and the even more insidious lie that racism keeps black people down in America is even more prevalent.

The left claims that the pillars of America—the universities, the economy, and the media—are all controlled by an overarching racist agenda. They claim blacks in America are kept down because of this “institutional racism.” But after looking at the data, it’s easy to understand that economic issues within black communities like the welfare state and fatherlessness are the real issues hindering black people’s success in America, not evil, racist shadow institutions. Of course, there is still a degree of racism out there. There are still racist people out there. But to make broad assumptions about our country as a whole without pointing at specific examples of racism is a fault and is what ultimately contributes to the vast division in our country. Our country elected a black man as president, twice! How racist as a whole could we really be or how terrible could our institutions be if this happened? It can only be that the left is wrong about racism in this country, that racism is mostly solved, and that the issues facing minority communities are due to economic and cultural issues, not race-related ones.

The left is caught up on race. Rioters are destroying this country because of the issue of race. Every issue, every example of inequality can be traced back to racism by the left, but not by conservatives. Conservatives realize that for our country to be the best, every single person living in it has to be the best. Conservatives know that when minorities succeed, our country succeeds, and push to give every person in America an equal opportunity to live out their American dream. So how do we convince people who disagree on the issue of racism that America is the best place to be if you’re a minority?

Well, since this is the first chapter, let’s talk about strategy first.
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When it comes to changing minds, you have to be very careful. If you push too hard, you’ll end up alienating the person you’re talking to even further. If you don’t push hard enough, the person you’re speaking with won’t learn anything. They also might run you over with their own arguments. You have to find the perfect middle ground between debating and questioning that gives you enough ammunition to give them the correct information while asking them questions that are thought-provoking and challenge the person’s previously held views. In many of the debates and interviews I have done, I finish the conversation, and the people I talked to didn’t even know I was a conservative despite now having their mind opened up to a totally new way of thinking. The key principle to remember when it comes to changing minds is that YOU are NOT the person to change their mind. THEY change their OWN mind by how you ask them to support their own information. If you ask them a question about racism and they don’t have the answer, that is a teaching moment because they could not come up with the counter information themselves.

If you tell them a fact about racism and tell them that you are right, they are put in a defensive position where their mind is closed to being changed and can only think about how to refute you. Asking questions that lead them into expressing their own ideas is how you change minds, not by just blankly telling them the information. When they have to think about something new themselves with a question that is calm and nonthreatening, they will be very open to learning something new and changing their mind.

All of this takes a lot of practice. Don’t be upset if you’re not a mind-changing wizard the first time you try to do this; I for sure wasn’t. It took me a really long time to fine-tune my skills as a debater. It was not easy to learn to debate people who vehemently disagreed with me, had bad attitudes, or weren’t understanding without getting mad myself in the process. But now after practicing and refining my debate and interview skills, I am confident in any situation where I am talking to someone with a difference of opinion or a person whose mind I’m directly trying to change. But the right way to ask questions and debate tactics isn’t enough on its own to convert people; you also have to have the facts and the right questions. I wrote this book to give you the tools to practice with and change minds on all of the biggest issues of the day so everyone can be successful talking to people who disagree with them. When it comes to racism, there are a lot of great questions to ask to lead them into an open mind using many of the facts discussed previously.

What is important to hit on here is the left’s hypocrisy when it comes to how terrible America is. They claim it is such an evil, racist place yet refuse to leave. One of the best questions to ask off the bat is, “Where in the world would you rather live than America?” or “What country is better to live in as a minority than America?” Again, as a reminder, you are asking these questions really trying to get their answer, not condescendingly to put them on the defensive. Many people when asked this question will claim they would rather live in some European country, specifically Nordic countries, and claim that they are less racist. What’s funny is that when looking at racially tolerant countries, America ranks among the best, and many European countries rank as much less tolerant. According to the Washington Post, a country like France is among the most racially intolerant countries in the world, with 22.7 percent of people in France claiming they wouldn’t want to live near someone of a different race. The Nordic countries did score very low for racial intolerance, yet these countries are some of the most racially homogenous countries on the planet, like Finland with a native Finnish population of 87.3 percent or Norway with 86.3 percent of its population being ethnic Norwegians. So, the only countries that people on the left would rather live in are countries that are significantly less diverse and more white than America. Seems rather hypocritical, doesn’t it?

After asking that, it is good to pressure them on their opportunities in America. “What opportunities do you not have in America?” or “What specific laws or regulations target minorities to make it so they can’t succeed?” People you talk to will not be able to list any specific laws that target minorities because there are none, so at this point you then ask them if they know the stats on racism we talked about previously, essentially disproving the racist narrative. When they inevitably don’t know these facts you present them with, that is a big learning moment for them, and then you can end with the finisher. “If America is such a racist place, why is America the most immigrated-to country in the world by far?” People from all over the world from all different racial backgrounds come to America because they know how great this country is and how much opportunity there is here for anyone to make a great life. Using these questions and the facts discussed previously, you can change people’s minds about racism and wake them up to the excellence of America.

In one of the first videos I made, I went to Venice Beach and asked people of all different races about racial identity. I asked black people if they were proud to be black, white people if they were proud to be white, and whether it is right to be proud of your racial heritage. Every single person I talked to was proud of their own race, and they rejoiced with people of other races who were also proud of their heritage. The main through line within that video was that all of these people, despite their race, were proud to be American first and foremost. The mainstream media and the universities will tell you that racism is the biggest issue in America, but in reality, the overwhelming majority of people are completely fine with people of other races and take more pride in being American than anything else. So much for the left’s racist narrative.







Chapter 2
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CORONAVIRUS



THE CORONAVIRUS PANDEMIC has been the most controversial and politically charged issue in recent American history. It has torn families apart, destroyed businesses, and ravaged the mental health of our country. It seems like every person in America has a different opinion on what should be done, who’s to blame, and how our country should have handled the virus. I’m sure your mom has a different opinion than your sister, who has a different opinion than your dad, who has a different opinion than your coworker, who has a different opinion than your pastor, who has a different opinion than you. No one can agree on anything when it comes to COVID-19, and it has turned this whole pandemic into a gigantic cluster of conspiracy, fear, and misinformation.

So, what is really going on? How did everything become so politicized in the first place, and how can you change minds on this issue? Let’s get into the most difficult and divisive problem in this book. I’m sure no one will have a problem with anything I have to say in this chapter!

Just to show you guys how incredibly backward this whole thing has gotten, let’s start with what I think is the stupidest thing about the restrictions placed on us. Imagine you and your friend are hungry, so you decide to go to a restaurant during the pandemic. You get to the restaurant, and while waiting at the host stand, you have your mask down. The host tells you that you have to wear your mask while waiting, or you won’t be seated. You do as they ask and pull your mask up over your nose and mouth. They then guide you to your table while you are still masked and then sit you down nearby someone else. Then once you’re sitting down, you can take off your mask. So, I can only get sick or infect someone else if I am at the host stand? Once I am sitting at my table the virus magically disappears and I can’t get sick anymore? What a ludicrous practice. Or how about the fact that people weren’t allowed to go to church and worship, even with social distancing, but you’re allowed to go on a plane crammed right next to someone else and take off your mask to eat and drink? Or how about the fact that you weren’t allowed to hold a funeral for your loved ones, people who have been integral to your life and done so much for you, but you were allowed to go into a department store and buy a new comforter? None of the lockdown restrictions made any logical sense when all were put next to each other and this only further added to the confusion and anger felt by so many people during this time. If the government was at least consistent with the health standards it wanted to impose, I don’t think they would have been met with nearly as much pushback. But because the government mandated the lockdown and restrictions with such inconsistencies, it only set itself up to even more distrust and criticism.

Then along with this, you had the sheep. I’m sure you know the types. I went into the grocery store in the summer of 2020 when the pandemic was in full effect, and I didn’t have a mask on. Just as I was walking out of the vegetable section to get in line at the self-checkout, some guy with a mohawk and jean jacket came up to me and started cursing me out. “F%$* you! You d!#&head!” I had never met this person before in my life, and now he was cursing me out in the produce aisle of a Ralphs, all for not wearing a mask. These are the sheep I am talking about. People who hear what CNN says or what their favorite millionaire celebrity says or what their government says and eat it all up with no questions asked. They want to shame and destroy any person who disagrees with them about Covid and label you a killer and a terrible, horrible person if you don’t agree with everything Gavin Newsom and his slicked-back hair have said. These people, along with the government, celebrities, and leftist mainstream media, made this pandemic into what it was: a total and complete shaming of the other side. It wasn’t about health or keeping people safe; it was about an agenda and control. And you know the worst part? The ridiculous politicians didn’t even follow the guidelines they put in place!

Nothing makes me angrier than a hypocrite. If I disagree with you or you have wrong ideas but you stick by them and don’t go back on what you said, I will always respect you more than someone who is a flip-flopper. So, when I see government politicians, people who are paid by our tax dollars, breaking the same restrictions that they put in place for us, I get so incredibly frustrated and angry. How can Nancy Pelosi tell us how dangerous the virus is and tell us we always have to wear a mask and shut down businesses and then make a secret hairstylist appointment while the rest of us can’t? Or how can Andrew Cuomo keep New York locked down and again tell everyone we always have to wear masks and then get pictured with people not wearing a mask out in public? Or the worst of them, Gavin Newsom, the governor of California, the state with some of the harshest COVID restrictions in the country. During the time when Gavin Newsom had locked down the state and forced businesses and restaurants to remain closed for dine-in, the governor of California decided to go out and get dinner with his friends. They were celebrating another bureaucrat’s birthday at the French Laundry, an upscale restaurant in Napa, and they had their own private room where they ate and had no masks on, definitely not practicing social distancing. Rules for thee but not for me, I suppose. Then Gavin Newsom kept his winery open during the lockdown while other wineries and entertainment businesses were forced to close. I don’t think there’s any other way around it—these people are evil. They impose restrictions on us, destroying our livelihoods, and negatively affecting our mental health, but then they don’t even abide by the restrictions they put in place for the rest of us. No wonder nobody trusts politicians; they are all a bunch of hypocrites.

As of January 21, 2021, 643 people have died from COVID who are under the age of 25. All these deaths are sad, but is 643 really that many? I went out on the streets of Hollywood to ask about how many young people have died from the virus, and people’s guesses were incredibly far off the mark. Some guessed thousands, others guessed tens of thousands, and all of them were shocked to hear that the number was only in the hundreds. It made them wonder why we even had the restrictions for young people in the first place, like they had been lied to about the severity of the virus. All they heard on the news and on social media is how deadly and terrible COVID-19 was, but when looking at the data, the deaths do not reflect that scenario at all for young people.

Now I know what you’re going to say: “But then they give it to old people, and the old people die!” Well, let’s look at some data. It is actually very unlikely that young people, particularly students, will transmit the virus to older teachers. A study conducted by scientists at the Institut Pasteur found that there is little data to support the claim that children will infect their teachers or even other students. Out of the 1,340 people who were linked to primary schools included in the study, only 139 of those people were infected, and no one who got it died. They also found that the children who did get infected were not really infected by other children or teachers but by their own parents in the home. Older populations are definitely at a higher risk for contracting and dying from COVID-19, but children and people under the age of 25 are at a very low risk. There was no reason to lock down the schools during the pandemic and ruin children’s learning and mental health and social skills, and if we really wanted to do something to help, we should have kept older populations more isolated and let young people go on with their lives.

People always ask about New York City and why there were so many deaths there in the beginning. Well, that is because the state did a horrible job with their older population and keeping them away from infected people. The majority of people who died from COVID-19 in that first wave in New York were older people and nursing home patients, and instead of keeping these people out of harm’s way, nursing homes kept infected people at the homes around other old people in the homes. This is how the virus spread so quickly in the older populations there. There were also many flights coming from Wuhan, China, where the virus originated, into Manhattan, an incredibly densely populated place, and people from Wuhan didn’t stop coming in until Trump banned travel from China. If New York wanted to put an end to the virus, it should have taken better care of its older population and banned travel from China earlier.

So many things have been politicized with this issue, but the two biggest ones are masks and hydroxychloroquine. In March 2020, at the beginning of the COVID craziness, Dr. Anthony Fauci said on 60 Minutes, referring to masks, “It’s not providing the perfect protection people think that it is.” Then a month later all hell broke loose, and all of the bureaucrats changed their mind really quick on masks and said they are absolutely necessary. I’m writing this chapter on a flight to Dallas in January 2021, and there are people on my flight with two or even three masks on at once. If you don’t wear a mask, you are seen as the devil to the mask police, and there is no worse thing you can do in America right now than go outside with no mask on. But do the masks even work? Well, according to the New England Journal of Medicine, “We know that wearing a mask outside health care facilities offers little, if any, protection from infection. Public health authorities define a significant exposure to Covid-19 as face-to-face contact within 6 feet with a patient with symptomatic Covid-19 that is sustained for at least a few minutes (and some say more than 10 minutes or even 30 minutes). The chance of catching Covid-19 from a passing interaction in a public space is therefore minimal. In many cases, the desire for widespread masking is a reflexive reaction to anxiety over the pandemic.” Scientists at the University of Oxford and Bond University found as well that masks had little to no impact on contracting the virus. The study concludes, “Compared to no masks, there was no reduction of influenza-like illness cases or influenza for masks in the general population, nor in healthcare workers.” There are plenty of other studies just like these showing the inefficiency of masks. I’m sure you guys reading this know someone who always wears their mask and yet somehow still got infected with the virus. Most scientists and healthcare professionals will say that masks do play a small role in stopping particles from spreading, but the truth of the matter is that masks are not the miracle COVID stopper that you are told they are, and if you don’t wear one while you are strolling your local park, you are not killing grandmas all over the world.

Now, I’m not a doctor, and you should always talk to your doctor, but let’s talk about HCQ. Hydroxychloroquine has been used as a treatment for years, specifically for lupus and other ailments. Then the COVID pandemic hits, and it is found that it may be a possible treatment for COVID, and everything is all good. Then President Trump comes out on March 21 and says that HCQ might work and be a game changer, and the media loses its mind. It is an immediate switch from “HCQ has some possibility in helping Covid-19 patients” to “HCQ will practically kill you and Trump is a crazy conspiracy theorist.”

But does it work? Studies show that HCQ helps zinc get into the cells where the COVID virus replicates, and zinc disrupts the replication of COVID. Some studies show little impact of HCQ being successful but don’t include the important adjunct zinc supplement with HCQ. Regardless of what you personally think about HCQ, there are studies and data to show that it may have an impact in treating COVID-19, but none of this mattered to the mainstream media or big tech. Pharmacies refused to dispense HCQ, even though it is proven safe and it is cheap. They let politics interfere with a doctor’s freedom to treat patients. It also didn’t matter what the doctors said about it.

Here at PragerU, we put out a video sharing what a doctor had to say about HCQ on Twitter, and Twitter decided to suspend our account unless we deleted the video. When it came to HCQ, there was no room for discussion. Big tech had decided that HCQ didn’t work and that if you said anything about it your account would be deleted. The effects of HCQ were not up for debate, even among experts and doctors, and if you went against their agenda, you were silenced. When we had a call with Facebook about another video of ours being removed that pertained to HCQ, our chief marketing officer asked, “If someone shared a personal testimony about how they took HCQ and it helped them with their COVID symptoms, would Facebook delete the post?” Facebook said yes. So even if you are posting a public, personal testimony of its results in helping you, you will be silenced. There are countless stories of people who had taken HCQ in conjunction with zinc and had been helped, but big tech wouldn’t allow that and would do anything in its power to snuff out dissenting voices. In June, The Lancet, considered the world’s most prestigious medical journal, was forced to retract a negative study about hydroxychloroquine—talk about the politicization of healthcare.

One of the most vexing problems of this coronavirus pandemic is how deaths are actually classified. It has been shown, even by the CDC, that many of the deaths from COVID were not from COVID after all but from other health conditions while also having COVID. In other words, many people with preexisting conditions who also tested positive for COVID were listed as COVID deaths despite dying from other conditions. We saw this primarily in nursing home patients, where 50 percent of all COVID deaths were recorded. Older people in these homes had conditions before, but when they died and tested positive for COVID, their deaths were listed as COVID deaths. We also saw this in hospitals, where people died from other causes but their deaths were also listed as COVID deaths. Hospitals would even classify deaths from COVID before lab confirmation, and since hospitals got more money from Medicare for a COVID patient, there was a huge incentive for them to list deaths as COVID deaths, even if that wasn’t really the case. The numbers for COVID have been heavily manipulated, and I can confidently say at this point that there is probably no one out there who has an accurate grasp on the actual number of people who have died from COVID.

Speaking of deaths and conditions caused by COVID but not actually from COVID, let’s look at the negative effects of the lockdowns that took place all over the country. Luckily for me, when the lockdowns started in California, I had amazing friends who weren’t too scared of the virus, and I even adopted a dog to keep me company. My business with PragerU was also deemed essential by the government, so I didn’t end up working from home for very long. My situation during the lockdowns has been fairly mild, but I have seen lives destroyed of friends and countless others who have contacted me during this time talking to me about how terrible the lockdowns have been for them. I’ve talked to countless people whose businesses have been destroyed and forced to close, I’ve talked to therapists who have seen a huge uptick in mental health patients, I’ve spoken with parents and teachers whose children were losing out on critical social interaction and learning, and I’ve talked to hundreds of people who are just plain lonely and anxious being stuck at home. During the lockdowns, we have seen the highest suicide rate since the Great Depression. Unemployment has blown up, and people have been turning to substance abuse at a rate higher than ever before. Liquor stores and weed dispensaries were able to stay open and were deemed essential while essential community gatherings such as churches were forced to close, leaving millions of people alone with drugs and alcohol and no communal social interactions. We also have seen millions of patients miss routine screenings for cancer, routine childhood vaccinations, and annual exams. This will lead to thousands of people potentially missing out on lifesaving screenings that would catch illnesses early, and thus more people will die. It seems clear to me when looking at the effects of the lockdown that the solution was worse than the initial problem it was trying to solve.

The whole situation with masks is up for debate, the whole situation with HCQ is up for debate, the whole situation with counting COVID deaths is up for debate, and how well the lockdowns worked is up for debate. But regardless of what you think of all of these issues, there is no debate surrounding the fact that the COVID pandemic and all of its related issues have been incredibly politicized and have bred a huge fear and pessimism for all Americans. I know for a fact that when I’m walking down the street and pass someone, the first thing in both of our minds when we cross paths is Does this person have COVID? And this is coming from me, someone who has never been afraid of this virus or been an apocalyptic person. We have been so socialized due to this pandemic to be fearful of other people that we will see the repercussions of this for years to come. You know it’s bad when a lady in my apartment complex sees me walking my dog and instead of walking by me with her mask on, she decides to turn around and walk around the parking lot the long way to avoid having to pass me. I am more scared of how people will treat each other in the future and how we move forward in America after this level of fear has been instilled in us—far more than I am afraid of this virus. The main point of changing minds on the issue of COVID and the lockdowns is not to make others think the virus is some sort of hoax or all a conspiracy but to get them to end their fear and open up their minds to people with a different opinion than them. It is also important to focus on the infringements of liberties and freedom we have seen in America during this pandemic and get the person you’re talking with to realize the huge negative impacts these lockdowns have had.

In Los Angeles near the PragerU office, there is a restaurant that has been around for years on the famous Ventura Boulevard called Pineapple Hill Saloon. It is the Minnesota Vikings gameday bar for people who live in the valley and has been a huge community meetup place for years and years, but all of that changed with the pandemic. The restaurant was forced to shut down indoor dining first and then, after spending hundreds of dollars on constructing an outside eating area, it had to shut down outdoor dining as well per government orders. This would have been fine if the government’s standards for outdoor dining were consistent across the board, but on an afternoon a few days after outdoor dining was closed, it was proven that the government had no sense of what it was doing and the effects. A film crew decided to film right near the Pineapple Hill Saloon. Then when lunchtime came, right outside this restaurant that was forced to shut down outdoor dining, they all set up tables and ate outside. The owner of Pineapple Hill Saloon was furious and sad and overwhelmed, not understanding why this film crew could eat outside in a huge group but she wasn’t allowed to serve people at her own restaurant outside. Her business was struggling, her employees were desperate, and her own community had no idea what to do. She filmed a video outside after this happened that went viral, explaining what was going on and the hypocrisy, but despite the millions of people seeing her video, nothing happened. The government still continued its lockdown that was inconsistent and not based on science, the politicians still took money from certain businesses that paid them off to keep their industries open, and the people so afraid of COVID still remained afraid of COVID and nothing changed. This story is a great starting point for a conversation that then leads into your next questions. This story gives a strong ground for the hypocrisy within the government and how the standards of the lockdown didn’t make any sense, and it will make whomever you’re talking to feel incredible sympathy for the struggling businesses across the country and think about how we can help them.

After talking about Pineapple Hill Saloon, you can go further into the hypocrisy of our politicians and bring up the examples of them breaking their own lockdown rules. “If our politicians really thought this virus was so horrible or wanted to protect us, why are there multiple examples of these politicians breaking their own rules they put in place for us? Doesn’t that make you weary about the validity of the lockdowns in the first place if the same people imposing them don’t even follow their own rules?” When you get that point to them, they will start to question what their leaders have said to them and whether they are honest. You then can ask more about specifics of the other things that have gone on during the pandemic and their politicization. “Why do you think HCQ has become such a political subject? Why do you think the masks got so political? Why do you think the stay-at-home order got so political? Why is the severity of the disease such a left versus right issue?” If you can get their answers to these questions and explain to them a new point of view while also making them understand that the people imposing these things are not always to be trusted, you can end on a final question: “People have died from the virus, and it has been a definite pandemic in our country, but do you think all the fear is justified? Do you think people should be fearful and scared of getting back to normal, or should we be hopeful and look at the facts and let people live their lives in a safe and responsible way?” Most rational people will agree with you and want to get the world back to the way it was before 2020. Nobody wants to wear their mask, nobody wants to only order takeout, nobody wants to not visit their dying loved ones, and nobody naturally wants to be afraid. If you convince people that panic has been instilled in them and that all their fear is irrational, you can really make a turnaround in their head. Keep the conversation positive, stay away from rabbit holes of thoughts, and keep it on track, and you can make people not only change their mind on the pandemic but have a better outlook on life and a happier existence, and that is the best possible outcome for everybody.







Chapter 3
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FREEDOM OF SPEECH



A FEW YEARS AGO, I went on a college speaking tour of the United States. This was meant to be a tour where I went to colleges and expressed to hundreds of students every night the importance of conservative values and the exceptionalism of America. Toward the middle of the tour, I ended up in the great state of Utah.

The first night, I did my usual speech at the University of Utah to a large group of a few hundred students in one of the auditoriums on campus with no problems. The second night, I was slated to speak at a high school in Park City, where the student group Turning Point USA brought me to speak to their chapter of students.

Unfortunately, things didn’t go as planned. That afternoon, I got a call from the student who was helping to put on the event. He was the chapter president of the TPUSA group there, and what he said absolutely floored me. Earlier that day, one of the students who wasn’t so happy about me coming to campus (a leftist student) had taken matters into their own hands, emptying a can of bear spray into the vents of the auditorium where I was supposed to speak. His little stunt made the air toxic to anyone going inside. One student was poisoned and hospitalized, and 19 others reported difficult breathing and feeling nauseous.

In the end, the event was canceled, all in the name of stopping an evil, racist conservative like me. At other events, I have been protested, I have been canceled, and administrations and students have tried to shut me down, sometimes successfully. At Belmont in Tennessee, I had to move one of my events to an off-campus coffee shop when the administration canceled my event at the last minute, claiming my event would make their campus “unsafe.” They did not provide any details about who exactly would be made “unsafe” or how my words would endanger anyone. But I don’t think they thought about it all that much.

I’d like you to ponder for a minute and try to think of an event from a left-wing campus speaker that has been shut down by conservative activists. We know this has happened with conservative events. Ben Shapiro has been shut down multiple times. So have Dave Rubin, Ann Coulter, and a long list of other people who have committed the crime of having conservative ideas. But have conservative students ever come and screamed evil, horrible things at the top of their lungs at a left-wing speaker in recent memory? While researching this, I found one example of a couple of MAGA hat–wearing adults yelling at an event in Whittier, California, but that was about it. This is in stark contrast to when conservative speakers have events at college campuses, where, I can speak from experience from many events, one of the biggest costs the students’ groups sponsoring the events have to worry about is the massive security cost. It is not rare but expected that leftists on the campus will make some sort of disturbance or try to shut the event down, so security is a must at any conservative event. The people who preach tolerance, love, and acceptance are actually the least accepting, loving, and tolerant people. Who would’ve guessed?

At the University of California Berkeley, I made a video asking students about free speech. One man told me that since I had a camera, I was “probably a fascist.” Another student told me, “If you’re making someone feel bad, then you shouldn’t be allowed to say it.” The left will come and tell you that “hate speech” is not free speech. They will tell you that the speeches I would give on college campuses, or frankly the words in this book, are dangerous and can hurt people. They believe that speech that is considered hateful or dangerous by their standards should be censored and not allowed to be heard. They label people like me or Ben Shapiro or Candace Owens or Dennis Prager as “evil” or “Nazis” to justify them shutting down the things we have to say. If they label the things we say as hateful or evil or dangerous and call the people saying them Nazis, then they feel righteous about shutting us down, like they’re performing a moral obligation to protect the world. But it is all a facade, and they know it. They know I’m not a Nazi, and they know I’m not evil; they just don’t want a difference of opinion being shared to a large audience, so they shame and ostracize us in an attempt to stifle our dissenting views. The left doesn’t actually debate our ideas but our character, oftentimes mischaracterizing us and lying to make sure our “hate speech” is never heard.

Now, I differ from some conservatives when I say that hate speech does exist. Some people go around saying hate speech isn’t real with big posters and signs, but I’ve always known that hate speech is a very real and tangible thing. People say horrible and hateful things all the time, and to say that hate speech doesn’t exist is a fault by conservatives trying too hard to be abrasive and aggressive. To win on this front, we have to sympathize with the left and recognize that hate speech is undoubtedly real. The real distinction should not be whether hate speech is real but whether hate speech is legal.

In 1978, neo-Nazis decided that they were going to go marching in Skokie, Illinois, a neighborhood where many Holocaust survivors lived. The local townspeople were not thrilled by this, as you can imagine, and claimed they wanted to live free from intimidation from the neo-Nazi group. The ACLU ended up picking up the neo-Nazis’ case and won in court in favor of the neo-Nazis defending their right to march and have freedom of speech. So even Nazis, some of the worst people to ever exist in the world, have the right to come and speak their hateful rhetoric in America. That is how powerful our First Amendment is. But despite allowing us a lot of freedom and expression, America’s First Amendment does have certain limitations. You cannot threaten people verbally, and libel, obscenity, and seditious speech are among other examples of speech not protected by the First Amendment. Other than these exceptions, though, it is pretty fair game for you to be able to speak your mind. If you hate fat people with mohawks, you have the absolute right to say out loud that you hate fat people with mohawks. If you are a Nazi and are not threatening anyone with your speech, then in America you have the absolute right to preach your hatred. Leftists who try to tell you that hate speech should not be allowed aren’t just denying you the ability to speak your mind, they are denying you your God-given right of freedom of speech.

The left is in control of the culture, the media, Hollywood, and universities as of now, but what if the left wasn’t in control? What if the majority started calling their thoughts and opinions hate speech—would they still be for shutting down hate speech then? Herbert Hoover famously said, “It is a paradox that every dictator has climbed to power on the ladder of free speech. Immediately on attaining power each dictator has suppressed all free speech except his own.” Every time dictators have taken power throughout history, they have taken away people’s ability to speak freely. Our First Amendment isn’t just about protecting speech deemed as hateful but about protecting speech that can be used to speak about grievances happening within our own government. The Nazis in Germany, the communists in Russia and China, and various other dictators all around the world took people’s free speech away when they rose to power to ensure that their people couldn’t rebel. Their speech was censored, propaganda was everywhere, and people were forced to accept the dictator’s narrative. On a smaller scale today, this is what is happening with the modern-day left. Big tech companies censor conservative accounts and ideas, people get shamed and have to apologize for having conservative views, and if you support Donald Trump, it could cost you your job or your spot getting into a university. The left is in complete control of the cultural lexicon in America, and they wield their disdain for conservative ideas with an iron fist.

But again, what if the left wasn’t in control? It’s very easy for them to call conservative speech hateful and say that it shouldn’t be uttered while they’re in charge, but what if someone else was in charge? Would the left still be all for censoring speech and deeming hate speech not protected if someone else was deciding what the standards for hate speech were? Right now, the left decides the standards for hate speech. If you say there are only two genders, that is hate speech. If you say police violence isn’t as big an issue as the media portrays it, that is hate speech. The left decides the narrative, and thus, they decide what constitutes hate speech and what doesn’t, but I can guarantee you if the roles were reversed and the other side started calling their leftist views hate speech, they would be screaming for the First Amendment and saying that their rights were being taken away. That is why our First Amendment is so important: because it protects the minority. No matter how unpopular your views, no matter who is in charge of the country or the culture, you have the God-given right to speak your mind freely without fear of suppression.

No other country has a First Amendment like America does. Other countries have their own brand of “freedom of speech,” but no country has freedom of speech like the United States of America. When our Founding Fathers created this country and created the Bill of Rights, they knew that American citizens didn’t get their rights within it from them; they knew they got these rights from God. There is no other constitution in the world that was created like that, and America’s First Amendment is written in such a way as to give more power to citizens than any other country in the world. In the UK, hate speech laws punish you if you say something hateful toward another person or group, which we have seen in full effect with people getting arrested and even jailed for their comments made on social media. The same holds true in many other countries the left would claim are as free as America, such as Canada, Australia, and France. As police in these countries continue to monitor “hateful” comments on social media, crime is on the rise within. At least they’re stopping all those mean Twitter comments, though, right?

When the government controls what speech is considered hateful and what is not, then you are at risk of oppression or, worse, tyranny. In the United Kingdom in 2016, a man named Mark Meechan, going by the name of Count Dankula on social media, posted a video of his pug acting like a Nazi. He said, “My girlfriend is always ranting and raving about how cute and adorable her wee dog is so I thought I would turn him into the least cute thing I could think of, which is a Nazi.” He made a joke online, posted it, and thought nothing of it, but the UK police had a different reaction. Meechan was arrested for the video in 2018 for breaching the Communications Act of 2003. After being tried and found guilty, he had to pay 800 pounds for the Nazi pug joke he made. Of course, the video he made could be deemed offensive, it could be in bad taste, and it could even be hurtful to a lot of people, but the problem isn’t whether you think he should have made the video or whether it was funny but whether he should be allowed to make the comment. There are social implications for all of our speech, of course, but that is completely separate from any legal ramifications the government can put on you for saying it, and this is just one of countless examples of other countries not supporting an individual’s right to speak their mind freely.

Big tech censorship is a whole nother animal. YouTube, Google, and other big tech platforms say they are platforms where anyone can come and express their ideas. YouTube claims that it is “committed to fostering a community where everyone’s voice can be heard.” These platforms claim to protect free speech and individuals’ right to speak their minds, but in reality, they’re all a gang of liars. Big tech companies censor conservative ideas and voices, including PragerU. PragerU sued YouTube for placing over 50 of its videos on its restricted video list. YouTube claims to restrict videos that are pornographic, mature, or violent, and somehow PragerU videos, according to YouTube, fall under this category. Who knew a video titled “Why did America fight in the Korean War?” was pornographic? Could have fooled me, PragerU!

In October 2020, a month before Joe Biden was elected president, the New York Post ran a story about Hunter Biden and Joe Biden’s alleged corruption. The story started going viral, and many prominent figures on social media started sharing the article. Then, out of nowhere, Twitter censored the article and removed the New York Post’s Twitter account. The story the New York Post shared exposed emails from Hunter Biden and Joe Biden in which Joe Biden was recommending withholding $1 billion in aid to Ukraine when he was vice president until their government fired a prosecutor who was investigating Burisma, a company whose board Hunter Biden served on. In case you are reading this and don’t understand already, this is a huge deal. Not just the story that the New York Post reported but the fact that Twitter censored the article and suspended the account of the New York Post for posting it. Senator Ted Cruz remarked on this, saying, “If Twitter did not prevent Buzzfeed from sharing its reporting on the Steele dossier or the New York Times from reporting on President Trump’s tax returns, please explain a politically neutral principle for why the reporting is treated differently.” This move by Twitter to delete the New York Post’s account and the article posted is not just preventing people from having all the information before a major presidential election but is clearly biased censorship toward conservatives. If Republicans and conservatives don’t stand up to big tech companies and their clear leftist agenda, our republic will be truly lost. It is one thing to have some leftist on your campus try to tell you supporting President Trump is hateful. It is a whole other beast entirely when some of the largest companies in the world apparently interfere with our elections and stifle the press and millions of people’s ability to speak their minds and showcase the truth. Fighting against big tech censorship has to be our biggest battle.

So how do we win against people who believe hateful speech should be censored and that people with conservative views are evil or Nazis? It all starts with the questions, but I want to bring up one thing first. Some people’s minds aren’t able to be changed. It’s a tough fact of life, but some people are incredibly dogmatic about their views, or they don’t have an open mind, or they have been told the same things over and over again so many times that they will just not listen to you. I make my videos and interview people and know that this is sometimes the case, but it doesn’t deter me from talking to people nonetheless. I may not change the mind of the person I’m talking to, but I will always change the minds of people watching, whether that is in person or once the video is released. With the way I ask questions and the way they answer them, people watching from the outside can still have incredible teaching moments, so it’s always important to maintain your composure and debate with integrity in any situation because you never know who is watching. You may not change the mind of the person you’re talking to, but there is always opportunity to change the mind of someone watching.

Aside from that, most people are pretty open to new ideas if you ask them the right questions in the right way. When it comes to freedom of speech, the first question I like to ask to get the conversation going is simple: “What is hate speech?” In an interview I did in Playa Vista, California, asking people about hate speech, I started every interview with this question to get a standing on what they believed about it. One girl in particular said it was anything that someone deems as hateful and that it shouldn’t be allowed. I then proceeded to tell her that the answer she just gave was offensive to me and that I don’t think she should be allowed to say it. This confused her at first, but then she understood. I had then deemed what she said to me as hateful, and by her logic, what she said shouldn’t be allowed. This was a huge learning moment for her in which she came to the realization that anyone could decide something is hateful and thus justify its censorship. I continued to press her and asked her, “Who should decide what is hate speech and what isn’t?” She didn’t have an answer for that, and I concluded the interview by telling her that when someone decides what is and what isn’t deemed hate speech, any opinion you may have that is different from the mainstream could be judged as hateful by whoever sets the rules. She left the interview agreeing with me that hate speech should be allowed and that someone shouldn’t have the authority to decide what is and what isn’t free speech.

“Should hate speech be censored?” “Who decides what hate speech is and isn’t?” and “What if the people in charge decided your opinions were hate speech and tried to silence you? Wouldn’t you want the ability to speak out against it?” are the building-block questions to changing minds on this topic. You can eventually go into more detail with listeners, explaining how big tech is censoring us and how tyrannical regimes throughout history have always taken away people’s freedom of speech, really driving the point home of how important it is that our speech is never limited. The right to speak freely despite how unpopular your opinion may be is one of the landmarks of what America was founded on, and the people trying to take that ability away from you have to be dealt with. With this guide, you can convince the people around you of the importance of a society that allows its citizens to speak freely. If you are being respectful and offend them with your questioning, do not feel bad or retract your statement. It is far more important to stand by your morals and beliefs than it is to make sure that you never offend a person with a differing view.







Chapter 4
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GUNS AND THE SECOND AMENDMENT



I’M GOING TO BE honest with you guys: the issue of what we should do with guns in America is easily one of the hardest topics to change people’s minds on. People hear the word gun or rifle, and their mind automatically goes to the worst atrocities of gun violence in recent years. Sandy Hook, the Las Vegas concert shooting, and the Parkland school shooting were all horrible tragedies that are brought up anytime you try to talk to people about the Second Amendment. All of these mass shootings were incredibly destructive to the communities they took place in and were covered heavily by the media on all sides, giving millions of people strong emotional ties to them. When people see so much death and see that guns were the means of bringing about that carnage, their minds are practically already made up at that point. The key to changing minds on the issue of guns and the Second Amendment is not to downplay any of these shootings or disregard people’s concerns over them but to acknowledge the violence and evil within them to make the best case possible for people’s freedom to defend themselves from that evil, whether that be from a criminal in your home, a mass shooter, or your own government.

Many on the left believe that if guns were banned, the world would be a much safer place. After the Parkland shooting in February 2018, where 17 people were killed at Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School by a brutal former student, many of the kids at the school helped start the organization March for Our Lives. This organization aimed at bringing about legislation to stop gun violence and making young people’s voices heard concerning the Second Amendment. The group held marches and demonstrations across the country where thousands of young Americans rallied and yelled for gun reform as loudly as they could, and I happened to go to the March for Our Lives that took place in Los Angeles that same year. It’s important to note that at this point in my career I was still a newbie on the street, and I would go to these marches expecting a level of normalcy. But, of course, I was completely shocked once I got there and saw what the people there were actually advocating for. Aside from devolving into a total anti-Trump march and hearing a man tell me we should “melt the guns down and feed them to the homeless,” the march was essentially an anti–Second Amendment march. Most people rallying that day weren’t advocating for gun safety or a small amount of gun reform. They were advocating for the abolition of the Second Amendment. One girl even had a rally sign with a Second Amendment imprint and a big red X over it. Radical leftist celebrities and politicians will tell you that “they don’t want to take your guns away,” but when it comes to the actual activists and Democratic supporters, their message is clear and concise. They want an America with no guns and an America with no Second Amendment.

But what’s so important about the Second Amendment anyway? To the left, all it is is some protection to give people the right to get guns to shoot up schools and movie theaters. But to the Founding Fathers, it was a necessary protection against a tyrannical government. After the 2008 landmark Supreme Court case District of Columbia v. Heller, which dealt with the right to own a handgun, the late Justice Antonin Scalia said, “Undoubtedly some think that the Second Amendment is outmoded in a society where our standing army is the pride of our nation, where well-trained police forces provide personal security, and where gun violence is a serious problem. That is perhaps debatable, but what is not debatable is that it is not the role of this court to pronounce the Second Amendment extinct.” Scalia knew that the Second Amendment, along with the other protections endowed to us in the Bill of Rights, was not to be changed because of its importance to the integrity of America. The Second Amendment was not created by the founders to give American citizens a gun for hunting or even just for self-protection. It was created to give every citizen the right to defend themselves from tyranny.

“Americans have the right and advantage of being armed—unlike the citizens of other countries whose governments are afraid to trust the people with arms,” our Founding Father James Madison said. When you bring the point up to leftists about tyrannical governments taking away our rights or, even worse, killing their own people, the usual response is a scoff or an “our government is never going to come and just kill people—are you crazy?” But if we take a trip down memory lane, we will see that the historical record paints a much different picture. In 1911, Turkey disarmed its citizens, and from 1915 to 1917 it killed 1.5 million Armenians. In 1929, Russia disarmed its citizens, and it killed over 20 million people over the next 30 years. China disarmed its people in 1935 and killed over 20 million of its own citizens. Germany disarmed its citizens and committed the Holocaust, murdering over 6 million Jews. In 1956, Cambodia disarmed its citizens and ended up killing 1 million people. Between 1964 and 1981, after disarming its citizens, Guatemala murdered over 100,000 Mayans. In 1970, Uganda took guns away from its citizens, and from 1971 to 1979 it killed over 300,000 Christians. And this list of atrocities is only a partial account of people murdered by tyrannical governments after their right to arms was stripped away. The left laughs and snickers at conservatives when we show our fear for overreaching governments taking control and murdering their people, but when you look at what has happened to countries and people throughout history who have lost the right to bear arms, you can clearly see that it is the last thing we should be scoffing at. The Second Amendment in America protects us from such tyranny by giving us the ability to defend ourselves from a government that gained total dominion over us. Just like our First Amendment, no other country in the world has a Second Amendment like we do in America, and this amendment within the Bill of Rights ensures that all of our other rights are kept.

Aside from the Second Amendment being the great equalizer to stop a tyrannical government, it also provides American citizens the ability to defend themselves from evil on all fronts. When I was growing up in Colorado, one of my favorite movie theaters to go to was the Century 16 theater in Aurora. It wasn’t the nicest theater, and it wasn’t in a great part of town, but it was close, and the tickets were cheap so my mom and I went there throughout my childhood to see all sorts of new films. But after my freshman year of high school, we couldn’t go to that movie theater anymore. We didn’t want to go to that movie theater anymore. On July 20, 2012, a man came to the movie theater during a showing of The Dark Knight Rises and brutally gunned down the people enjoying the midnight showing. Twelve people were killed, and 70 were injured, some of them being friends I knew from high school. No one in the movie theater had a gun to stop the shooter, there was no armed security guard to stop him, and by the time the police got there, the damage had already been done. It was an incredibly tragic event for our community and was breaking news on every TV station for numerous days after it happened.

Now let’s compare this to the shooting, or should I say attempted mass shooting, at a church in White Settlement, Texas, in December 2019. The shooter, identified now as Keith Kinnunen, opened fire at the West Freeway Church of Christ, killing two people before being shot by a member of the church’s volunteer armed security team. The shooter was ready to kill many members of the church but was stopped by the good guy with a gun, a concept the left claims doesn’t exist. The volunteer security guard at the church, Jack Wilson, saved potentially dozens of lives that day, all because he had the proper training and was in the right place at the right time with his own firearm.

I made a video asking students at Pasadena Community College about the concept of a good guy with a gun, and the answers I received to my questions were just as expected from people at a California university. “Good guys with guns don’t exist.” “No one should have a gun.” Even “I don’t need a gun because I’m a nice person.” That’s right, because criminals with guns only rob and kill mean people—that makes sense. But regardless of the answers they gave me when the conversation started, I was able to change the mind of everyone I talked to by the end with some pretty simple logic: “If a criminal had two options: (a) Shoot people in a building where no one had a gun to defend themselves or (b) shoot people in a building where people are armed and trained to defend themselves, which place would that criminal choose to go and commit his crime?” Saying this question out loud or just thinking about it for over a second, the answer becomes incredibly obvious, but it is shocking to see just how many people have never thought about it this way. This question, along with the fact that 98 percent of mass shootings happen in gun-free zones, is a fantastic way to help convince people of the necessity of armed people to equal out the playing field against evil. If they’re still not convinced after that or they just want to know more, there is a lot more you can get into, specifically how people handle guns for self-protection in this country. Every single year in America, guns are used defensively 500,000 to 3 million times. That is a lot of people defending themselves using a firearm. Just imagine if these people didn’t have a firearm to defend their homes, their loved ones, and themselves. How much more senseless violence would have occurred without these people having the God-given rights of the Second Amendment?

But what actually happens when we restrict people’s access to guns? Have we done that in America? The short answer is no. The long answer is that there are certain cities across the country with very heavy gun regulations that make it very tedious and difficult for everyday Americans to own a firearm. One of these cities is Chicago. Chicago has some of the strictest gun laws in the country and also one of the highest yearly numbers of gun deaths. This is no coincidence. Chicago mayor Lori Lightfoot will tell you these gun deaths are from guns purchased across state lines and that Chicago’s strict gun regulations would work if it weren’t for these conservative states with lax gun laws, but I believe that is a total lie. Most guns used by criminals are stolen or bought illegally, which means citizens who can’t purchase guns easily and legally are left defenseless against criminals who get their guns illegally. Most criminals getting their guns illegally means that the vast majority of Americans with legally purchased firearms aren’t committing crimes and are living in accordance with the law. In fact, concealed carry permit holders are some of the most law-abiding citizens in the country. Over roughly the past 15 years there have been over 18 million concealed carry permit holders who have in total committed 801 firearm homicides during those 15 years. This means concealed carry permit holders are responsible for 0.7 percent of all murders involving guns, and when looking at the data, they are even more well-behaved than members of law enforcement. Safe gun owners with proper gun training are the best equalizer to stopping criminals with illegally acquired guns, so when you take away people’s ability to be safe and responsible gun owners, like in Chicago, you are only opening up your city for more and more death.

Let’s look at some modern examples of what happens when you take guns away from your citizens and the implications of that, specifically in the United Kingdom. In the UK, 59 percent of burglaries are hot burglaries, meaning the person is home while the burglary occurs, compared to 13 percent in the United States. Why is that? Well, UK citizens aren’t allowed to have guns for self-protection like in the United States, so a criminal with an illegal firearm doesn’t face the same risk of dying while breaking into someone’s home while someone is there. Knife crime has risen 51 percent since 2011 in the UK, and acid attacks have risen over 74 percent from 2015–2016. As the UK cuts police funding and limits its own citizens’ rights to defend themselves from these violent criminals, crime continues to rise. This data also means that as guns are less available for people, criminals will still find a way to commit crimes, whether that be with knives, hands, or acid. This has contributed to London having a higher murder rate than New York City in 2018, a figure never before seen in modern history. The data seems pretty clear about what happens when you take away people’s guns. Criminals still find a way to use the illegal ones to commit crimes, and now citizens have no way to defend themselves. The left thinks they’re doing something virtuous by taking away people’s firearms, but really all they’re doing is opening them up to even more violence and evil.

But what about the left’s concerns with these so-called “weapons of war” we hear so much about? This question gets us into some of the best questions to ask the person whose mind you’re trying to change. Many rational people on the left when asked about guns will say they are fine with someone having a gun at home to defend their family, like a dad having a handgun, but are against these “assault weapons” that are murdering thousands of people every year. This is a great starting point. Ask them if they are fine with someone having a handgun to defend themselves and then transition to the “assault-style weapons,” which they will inevitably want to ban. Then it is important to ask them to define what an assault weapon is in the first place. Most won’t have a good answer, so you can rebut by telling them the fact that automatic weapons are banned from civilian purchase in this country. Then ask them if they mean things like AR-15s. They will say yes, and then it’s time to get into the facts about firearm deaths in this country. In 2017, 64 percent of all gun-related deaths were due to handguns. Two percent were attributed to shotguns and 4 percent to rifles, which includes those big and scary AR-15s. The other 30 percent are unidentified, but it can be assumed that many more of those deaths are also from handguns. The vast majority of murders by guns in this country are committed with handguns, yet most people will tell you that those are okay, but the rifles are not. After explaining to them the facts about the handgun deaths in this country, ask them this question: “If handguns kill 16 times more people than rifles in this country every year, wouldn’t you want to ban handguns instead of rifles?” This puts them in a quandary where they are forced to reevaluate their position on the types of guns they would want to ban. You then bring up the facts we discussed earlier concerning how legal gun owners use guns defensively every year to protect themselves, and at this point you should be at the tipping point of changing their mind. To finish, you can end with this: “Politicians and celebrities on TV advocate against guns and people’s rights to have them, yet they have armed security with guns to defend them with. Seems rather hypocritical, doesn’t it?”







Chapter 5
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ILLEGAL IMMIGRATION



WHEN I FIRST moved to Hollywood, California, I was a 20-year-old single guy. I went on dates with some different girls I met but never found any I really vibed with all that well. Eventually I ended up going on a date with this cute girl who went to USC, and for the most part, we had a nice night. We went and saw the views in the Hollywood Hills and got some pizza, and then she was going to take me back to my place. (And, yes, she was driving for our first date. Breaking gender dating norms. I was so progressive back then!) We pulled up to my spot, and before I left, we started talking about what we did for a living, which somehow hadn’t come up on our date thus far. She told me what she was doing at USC, and I can’t remember now what it was exactly, but I think it was some social justice prelaw path or something just as ridiculous. Then she asked what I did. At this point in my life, I had recently dropped out of college and moved to Los Angeles to intern for PragerU, so I told her I worked in politics. Her face scrunched, and I could tell she was curious.

“Politics? Like what kind of politics?” she asked. I told her straight up, “Conservative politics,” and her curious face turned into more of a grimace. “What, so did you, like, vote for Trump?” she probed in the most typical LA girl way of asking things. Without hesitation, I answered back, “Hell yeah I did. Love that guy!” At this point she stopped talking and looked away, just staring out the front window. This went on for at least 10 seconds, and it was getting pretty awkward. She finally spoke after what felt like an eternity. “I can’t believe I just went on a date with someone who voted for Trump.” And then it happened. She started crying. And not just a few tears either—this girl was full-on sobbing in the seat next to me over the fact she just went on a date with an evil, racist Trump supporter. I was absolutely floored at what was happening at this point, and at that moment in time I was just trying to find a way to get out of this car and back into my place. “Are you okay?” I asked her. She turned to me, weeping, with tears rolling down her cheeks, and then she said something I will never forget. “How could you vote for him? He’s going to deport all the immigrants.” I looked back at her, trying to hold in my laughter at this point, and told her, “Yes, the illegal ones. And he’s going to build the wall. It’s awesome!” This made her cry even harder, and after that I opened the car door, told her, “Peace out,” and left. Thinking back now, I wish I would have said something better than “It’s awesome” and had a stronger closing line, but alas, that was the best I could come up with. As you can expect, this girl and I didn’t end up working out, and legend has it you can still hear her crying, weeping around the USC campus whenever Trump’s wall is mentioned in her presence.

I bring up this story not to just make fun of this girl but to show you how emotional some of these political issues we talk about in this book can be to the left. When it comes to the topic of illegal immigration, leftists have a hard time disconnecting their emotions from the actual solutions for the issue. I believe that on this issue, in contrast to some issues like free speech or racism, the intentions of many leftists are good. They want to help people from other countries who don’t have the same opportunities and see that if they come to America, legally or illegally, they will be better off. While it is true that people coming to this country will most likely have a better life than they would live anywhere else, that still doesn’t mean we should support their illegal entry here. Illegal immigration costs our country billions of dollars every year, invites crime to this country, and breeds an unfair system where people get benefits in this country that they didn’t equally pay into in the first place.

Many on the left are pro–illegal immigration and actively advocate for people coming to this country illegally and the ending of all deportations. They are against any sort of wall to keep people out on the Mexican border, and many of them want the U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) disbanded. They shame American leaders who want to deport illegal aliens in America or who want to end sanctuary cities. They believe it is immoral to not let people into this country and think that if you are against illegal immigration, you are a racist who obviously hates Mexicans. But the truth is, there is nothing hateful about wanting to keep people out who want to come here illegally. In fact, I would argue that wanting to stop illegal immigration is the least racist position you can take on the issue, and here’s why.

In chapter 1, we talked about racism and how economic and cultural issues are the main issues facing the black community, not racist institutions. But one thing we didn’t talk about regarding the economic mobility of black people in this country is the effect that illegal immigration has on their opportunities. One in seven working people in America are immigrants, and of that seventh, roughly a third of them are illegal immigrants. As more and more illegal aliens come into America, we see a large spike in the supply of unskilled laborers. Most people coming here illegally aren’t doctors or rocket scientists or highly skilled laborers; they are mostly low-skilled, low-wage laborers. Of course, that isn’t always the case, but it is the majority. In America, 6 out of 10 black men have a high school degree or less, and thus many of them are only qualified to work in a low-skill job. As illegal immigrants come into this country by the thousands, they take those low-skill jobs and do them for cheaper, thus taking away black men’s opportunity in America to get a job and advance themselves. In 2008, the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights presented a study to the president of the United States from top economic experts speaking on how illegal immigration negatively affects the black community in America. Although this study today would be deemed incredibly politically incorrect, the factual evidence provided within still holds true. Dr. Gordon Hanson specifically found in this study that when there is a 10 percent increase in available immigrant labor in the American workforce, there is a 4 percent decrease in black wages and a 3.5 percent decrease in black employment. Lower wages mean many black men look to crime for their income instead of a traditional job when the traditional employment can no longer support them as a result of the immigration influx. Illegal immigration is of course not the only reason for black people in America having shortcomings economically, but it does play a massive role in an already-disappearing low-skill job market. As American companies continue to export factory and manufacturing jobs overseas and leftists do nothing to curb illegal immigration, blacks with already-limited opportunities in America are shafted and left with little chance to find a good job that will give them the ability to provide for themselves. The data is clear—if you care about black lives and helping black people in America, then you have to stand against illegal immigration.

Two hundred billion dollars is paid out every year by taxpayers for illegal immigrants. Not only are illegal immigrants taking many jobs away from low-income communities, but they cost every American a part of their paycheck, to pay for the benefits they receive. This isn’t to say illegal immigrants aren’t paying any taxes—they are when you look at sales tax and some payroll taxes—but every single American citizen is financially burdened by the impact of having millions of illegal immigrants living here. In 2017 it was recorded that there were over 41,000 illegal immigrants in the federal prison system, and over half of those had been approved for deportation. Each illegal immigrant inmate costs roughly $29,226 per year, which amasses a total of $1.2 billion per year for American taxpayers to shell out. That is all without taking into account the intangible cost of the crimes that these illegal immigrants committed. I do think it’s important to make it clear that I am not trying to demonize these immigrants. There are thousands of American citizens every year who also commit horrible crimes and cost our country billions in taxes for their incarceration and punishments, but the difference is exactly that. They are American citizens. They pay into our tax system fully, they were born here in this country, and they are the people we should be most worried about. With thousands of American citizens committing crimes in this country already, the last thing we should be worried about is a surplus of people coming in and committing crimes here who didn’t have a right to be here in the first place. That only seems fair to me.

There are American citizens struggling all across this country. There are veterans who can’t get proper healthcare and treatment, there are thousands of homeless people across the nation with no home or food, and there are thousands of people on food stamps struggling every day just to get by. Shouldn’t we as a country be worried about American citizens struggling first and foremost before people who illegally entered this country? Of course, we should feel empathy for people from other countries who have limited opportunities, are trying to escape poverty and war, or are just looking for a better life, but that should come second to the plight of people who were born in this country. American citizens should be at the forefront of whom we are looking to help, but the left insists on their virtue-signaling antics, leaving American-born citizens in the dirt. In my home state of California, we pay millions of dollars in taxes for illegal immigrants every year. California taxpayers pay on average $23.5 billion a year in taxes for illegal immigrants, a $4.7 billion increase since 2010. This includes costs for education, healthcare, and law enforcement and social services, which average a total cost of $2,370 per California household every year. Imagine what a struggling California household could do with an extra $2,370 every year. That could be the difference between a new car to get to work, meals for their family, or even the ability to move to a new state with better policies.

Despite California being one of the worst offenders on this issue, the rest of the nation doesn’t fare much better. According to a 2016 study, it costs American public schools $59.8 billion annually to educate the children of illegal immigrants, where over 98 percent of that burden is paid for by state and local taxpayers through property taxes. In terms of healthcare, American taxpayers end up paying roughly $11.9 billion yearly for illegal immigrants. That’s $4.6 billion in health services from federal taxes, $2.8 billion in health services from state and local taxes, $3 billion through cost shifting to pay off the debts of uninsured patients, and another $1.5 billion in physician charity care. Then we have ICE spending $4.7 billion annually, where the number of border patrol agents has nearly doubled from 2003 to 2018, and we have a recipe for American citizens paying a whole lot of money for illegal immigrants. Again, I understand why people would want to come here—we are the greatest country in the world with more opportunity than anywhere else—but we have to think of America first. If we really want to help these people, we need to get an easier path to citizenship for them, disincentivize them coming here for unearned benefits, and give them opportunities that don’t directly compete with the American citizens born and raised here.

I went to a March for Open Borders—yes, you heard that right, a March for Open Borders—in Los Angeles in 2018, and the majority of the people there were vehemently anti-ICE. They believed it was a terrorist organization, killing poor immigrants and locking children in cages, and many of the protestors’ signs said as much. But these people have been fed a lie about the brave men and women in ICE who are helping keep our country safe and secure. When looking at 2019, we can see some of the amazing work ICE has accomplished. People on the left and the right will both agree that human trafficking should be ended immediately, but only the right supports ICE, an organization that puts the end of human trafficking at the forefront of its duty. In 2019, ICE put forth 1,024 human trafficking–related cases that led to 2,197 arrests. This resulted in the saving of over 400 victims of human trafficking and 700 convictions. If the left cares about stopping human trafficking and about children, they will support ICE, an organization dedicated to helping children’s lives.

Changing minds on this issue can be difficult. You can give people all the facts and information about the costs and damage that illegal immigration can cause, and they will still be very resistant to changing their mind. Despite all the negative impacts illegal immigration can have on our country, they will often say, “But we have to treat these people fairly. I still think they should be allowed to come here for a better life despite all of that information.” It is a fair stance for them to have as well. Even though illegal immigration costs our country $200 billion a year, that doesn’t matter if we are helping these people lead productive lives free from poverty and war, according to the left. The most productive way to change minds in this situation is to point out the hypocrisy. Asking them about whether other countries should provide for illegal immigrants is a great place to start. “Do you think you have the right to go into another country—say, Mexico—and get benefits from the government such as free healthcare and free education for your children without paying into the system or being a citizen of Mexico?” The answer is obviously no. The hypocrisy of the left is that they are totally fine with people coming into America and reaping the benefits of being here, but when it comes to any other country, they are totally against it. This isn’t because they have never thought about this question either. It is because the left hates America. They don’t care about what happens to the economy or the citizens of their country as long as they can morally posture as if they really care about illegal immigrants. If they loved this country, they wouldn’t be trying to radically transform it by letting millions of people into it illegally.







Chapter 6
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FAMILY VALUES



WE DISRUPT THE Western-prescribed nuclear family structure requirement by supporting each other as extended families and ‘villages’ that collectively care for one another, especially our children, to the degree that mothers, parents, and children are comfortable.” This was taken straight from the Black Lives Matter website, that is, until the organization was called out on it and took it down to hide its true intentions. Aside from this making absolutely no sense (what is a “village”?), you can see clearly in the first line that Black Lives Matter wants to disrupt, if not disband, the western nuclear family. And this isn’t just within Black Lives Matter; in many sects of leftist thought throughout America, the American nuclear family is a tool of the patriarchy that keeps women down and should be destroyed. As discussed in our chapter about racism, it should come as no surprise that the left wants to keep families apart with no central structure, keeping fathers away from their children, single mothers on welfare, and all parts of the family hooked on government assistance. This is all part of the plan to keep Americans hooked on the Democrat plantation forever.

I grew up without my dad, and for lack of a better descriptor, my dad did some horrible shit. He was in prison while I was growing up, and so the central father figure in my life was never there to teach me how to be a man. I grew up with my mom and sister primarily, and my mom now had on her shoulders the responsibility of turning a young boy who had just gone through horrible and terrible circumstances with his own father into a responsible young man. Luckily for me, she did a great job. I love my mom like nothing else for taking such a vested interest in raising me and teaching me so many valuable lessons, but I was lucky to have a mom who loved and cared for me so much. My mom would work 16-hour shifts nursing on the weekends, and my sister and I were sent to our grandparents’ house to learn even more lessons about growing up. My grandparents took us to church, which I absolutely hated as a young kid because I didn’t understand it at all, and my grandpa put me into Boy Scouts, which gave me even more of a support system. I also had my older half brother, who I looked up to more than anyone and who taught me even more about growing up. With all of these support systems, I was able to be all right in my life and learn the character and life skills that have made me into the responsible man I am now, but a lot of people aren’t so lucky.

Black Lives Matter looking to get rid of the western nuclear family is probably the worst value it has espoused. To me, this is worse than rioting and looting, this is worse than the forced diversity standards it pushes for, and this is worse than their anti-police rhetoric. Family is everything. Children learn their values from their family, they learn how to grow up from their family, and they learn how to be responsible and live as an adult in the real world from their family. Growing up with two married parents in the home is the paramount standard for determining a child’s success in America, and the fact that many on the left want to disrupt this structure is truly evil. It shows beyond a shadow of a doubt that they don’t care about children in this country and only look to advance their own agenda. No nuclear family means people depend more on the government, and it means children depend more on their teachers and schooling to teach them information and values they’re not getting at home. Parents depend on the government and don’t learn personal responsibility to teach to their children, kids learn leftist nonsense from their schools and teachers, and thus you have the recipe for a continuous system that traps millions of Americans in a never-ending cycle of control and poverty. Conservatives could elect the perfect conservative president, who does everything right and has the support of Congress, but none of it matters if families are not together. In a matter of years after that perfect president is out of office, our country will be lost again if our next generation is not educated or brought up in a culture that appreciates the value of the family. Bringing back traditional family values should be at the forefront of the issues that conservatives are pushing for because if we don’t, I promise you there will be no chance of ever taking this country back from the grips of leftism.

First, let’s take a deeper dive into the results of having an America less focused on the family. According to data from the Heritage Foundation, we can clearly see these adverse effects. A 10 percent increase in the percentage of children living in homes with single parents leads to a 17 percent increase in juvenile crime, and higher-crime neighborhoods are oftentimes accompanied by higher rates of single-parent families. When children don’t have love from family members and struggle due to the economic realities of growing up in a single-parent household, they are far more likely to become involved in crime and lead troubled lives. This of course doesn’t happen with all children who grow up in single-parent households, but those are anomalies. In 1970, 88 percent of children grew up in two-parent households. Today that number is down to 70 percent. As America continues to disincentivize marriage, we see long-term effects not on just the adults in that situation economically and happiness wise but on the children to an even greater degree.

But the left claims that this is all in the name of disbanding the evil patriarchy. Women don’t need to get married or be tied down to kids to be happy; that is only a sexist facade men have promoted for generations. Families are overrated according to the progressive left, and women will be better off having a career and never having children. And I know, I know, I’m not supposed to talk about this because I don’t have a uterus, but don’t listen to me—let’s just look at the data. Using the data from the General Social Survey over the past 35 years, we have seen an overall decline in women’s happiness. It’s surprising, though, isn’t it? The gender pay gap has disappeared, women are more educated than ever (even more than men overall), they no longer have to stay home and be so domestic, and they are free to pursue ventures and careers that they choose. You would think all this freedom for women would result in an overall gain in happiness for women, right? What is most surprising to me is how in the 1970s women weren’t just happier than they are now, they were reported as happier than most men. Now that trend is the opposite, where men are shown to be happier than women overall. But is this all correlation without causation? Is this all a coincidence? Many people on the left will tell you it is, but let’s look at a very important fact. Data shows that when you are happy, you are more likely to get married than someone who is unhappy. So as the left and progressive feminism have pushed for women to not have children and solely focus on their careers, at the same time, women have become more and more unhappy. Women remain unmarried, as we have seen with declining marriage rates across America. It would seem that as women become unhappier, women also don’t get married. Birth rates in America are at the lowest level we have seen in 35 years, but hey, at least women can now have a career and work for their entire lives single and alone, right? Progress!

Look, I have no problem with women having careers alongside men. But it is a lie to say women will be happier if they don’t have a family and remain single and childless. And the same is true for men. Both men and women should be getting married and going through life together as partners to make both people happiest and have the best future for America. Although men and women are similar in that way, men and women are different in a lot of other significant ways. I did a video on Hollywood Boulevard asking people what the difference was between men and women, and many of them believed there was no difference other than their private parts. They believed men and women want to have the same careers and get the same fulfillment in their lives and that society has told them that women want different things, but in reality, they are exactly the same. This couldn’t be further from the truth. Instead of accepting the biological facts that men and women have different strengths and weaknesses and prioritize different careers and events in their lives, the left wants to tell you they are exactly the same and want the same things out of life. Let’s look at Scandinavia. Denmark, a society that pushes incredibly hard for equality between the two genders, still has a 20:1 ratio of female to male nurses. As the society pushes men and women to disband gender norms and institutes affirmative action policies in hiring, females still choose to become nurses, a job that has historically been dominated by women. Men and women have different strengths and are biologically built differently, and thus when left to their own devices in a society focused on equality, they still choose certain careers that reflect those strengths and wants.

These declining marriage rates, the lack of emphasis on family values, and the fact that parents let their children stare at screens all day are also affecting the kids heavily in all of these families. Looking at suicide rates of adolescents in America, we have seen a sharp increase in recent years. The suicide rate for young boys rose 74 percent since 1999, while the suicide rate for young girls rose over 240 percent. These are unprecedented numbers. It is difficult to pinpoint exact reasons for each individual case of suicide, but in America today we have a divorce rate of 40 percent. In 1970, 84 percent of children lived with both of their married biological parents, whereas in 2006 this was only 60 percent. As parents continue to split up, children feel the effects of this and their mental health declines, and children in divorced families are twice as likely to commit or attempt suicide. Larger societal effects on children also include the fact that girls whose fathers leave before they are five are eight times more likely to experience teen pregnancy. Children have lower GPAs when they are from families with divorced or unmarried parents. Children are also less likely to be in poor health when they are in a nuclear family compared to a family with divorced or unmarried parents. Divorce also has negative effects on the parents that echo through society. Divorce also causes lower incomes for people, which adversely affects the economy and society in general. Women who experience divorce face a 27 percent decrease in standard of living. Unmarried women have a higher likelihood to stay in poverty compared to married women. It would seem obvious that divorce and not getting married are terrible things, but the left somehow still pushes this.

To change minds on the impact of family values, it is important to focus on all of the great things that marriage brings to people and society in general. Married couples drink and smoke less and are in better health overall. Married people are more active in their communities, participating in community service and volunteering. Married people have greater wealth overall, where married men earn 22 percent more than single men. Men also live longer when they are married, and the children of married partners are also happier. Being married is in almost every single way better than the inverse for men, women, and children. You can ask people you’re talking to, “Do you think more people being divorced or not getting married has had a positive impact on society?” Most people will say no, and at that point, you can go over all the facts and statistics we have discussed. They will most likely agree with you. Then it is important to bring it back to the question of women’s choices in America, as it usually goes back to that anyway. Most people then will say regardless of the negative data, women should be pushed to work like men and be in similar positions as men or remain unmarried if they would like to. Although it is of course true that women should be just as free as men to pursue what they want, ask them, “Do you think pushing women to sacrifice marriage and children for a career that on average makes them unhappy is the best thing we should do?” Most people when given the information about how marriage helps not only the adults but also the children will agree that family values should be prioritized in America.
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ABORTION



ONE OF THE most convincing videos I have done is when I went to UCLA to talk to students about the issue of abortion. I asked them about when a fetus is considered a life, about how late someone should be able to abort a baby, and about prenatal screenings. Many of the students I talked to, when asked if a mother should be allowed to abort her child at nine months into pregnancy, said yes, and all of them pointed to the fact that it is a “woman’s choice” what to do with her body. This is the crux of the abortion argument. The left has manipulated people into believing that abortion is an issue based on women’s rights and women’s access to healthcare. This couldn’t be further from the truth. The issue of abortion is a human life issue first and foremost, not an issue of the evil patriarchy coming down on women to take their rights away. If you can convince the person you’re talking to of that fact, then you will successfully change their mind every time on the issue of abortion.

Abortion is legal up until birth at the federal level in America. The left would love to tell you how terrible it is to try to restrict healthcare to women when you talk about abortion. They label abortion as “healthcare” and a “women’s rights issue” to try to shame you from talking about it. They tell you that if you’re a man, you can’t talk about abortion because you don’t have a uterus. In reality, men should speak up the most strongly about abortion. It takes two people to conceive a child, half of that equation being the man, so men have every right to speak on this issue just as much as women. Let’s start breaking down some of the arguments.

One of the most widely used and egregious arguments from the left is that the baby inside the mother is just a “clump of cells.” Whenever I post something on Facebook or Twitter or Instagram about abortion, this is one of the first arguments I hear from the left without fail. When talking to people about abortion, the setup is very important, and it is imperative that you have your facts right to speak the truth to them to change their minds. It is obviously important to do that on every topic, but with abortion in particular you need to be able to explain to them, through your knowledge, the different stages of life to disprove the “clump of cells” argument entirely.

When arguing with pro-choice people on abortion and the “clump of cells” argument, it is helpful to start at the nine-month mark, asking them if it is okay to abort a child up to that point. If someone says it’s okay to abort a child at up to nine months of pregnancy, they first of all probably have some deep-rooted issues in their own life but more importantly are at the most extreme, which means you can work down the whole timeline of pregnancy with them to try to change their mind. By nine months of pregnancy, almost every child is at its most developed in the womb and is ready to come out into the world. Let’s imagine a scenario. A woman was told by her doctor that her child would be born on July 4. The woman ends up giving birth on July 3 to a fully healthy, adorable child, one day earlier than the original mark. A person who says an abortion at nine months is totally fine is essentially condemning a fully developed child to death. If that woman in this hypothetical situation would have scheduled to have an abortion on July 3, she would be killing a child who is ready to come out of the womb into the world. Is that right? Is that morally ethical? Think about all the children who are born early and still live amazing, wonderful lives. Albert Einstein was born two months ahead of schedule and ended up living an amazing life and becoming one of the greatest minds the world has ever seen. If someone is aborted at nine months, it is not just unethical; it is murder. An abortionist in a third-trimester abortion will usually first kill the baby by injecting it with a substance that will make it have a heart attack, and then the mother gives birth to the stillborn child. Abortion at all levels is murder, as we will work down to prove, but the pure evil involved with aborting a child at nine months, who is able to come out into the world as a fully functional, healthy human, is beyond sick. There is no “clump of cells” argument that can battle that; it is the killing of a child, and there is no other way around it.

Not everyone is so extreme to say that nine-month abortions should be allowed. Many people know that the child within the womb at that point is a child who is almost ready to come out and it would be unethical to have them aborted. Some people will claim five to six months should be the cutoff, but again, these people most likely do not have all the facts about a baby’s development. By 25 weeks, or just over five months, a baby is considered viable. By this time, the baby is developing hair, and by six months the baby begins to hiccup and sleeps and wakes in regular cycles. Its brain tissue continues to develop, and with the right medical care, it could survive outside the womb by itself. All of this data for a five-month baby clearly shows that this is no clump of cells, and thus you have to backtrack even further. You can ask them, if six months isn’t okay because the child is more developed than you thought, what about three months? They will probably say it’s okay to have an abortion at this point, and then you can push back again. An abortion in the second trimester consists of the doctor dismembering and removing the baby from the mother’s uterus. By 20 weeks the baby can feel pain, and its nervous system continues to develop. Its organs are visible even earlier, and its limbs and fingernails continue to develop. Once again, this is not some clump of cells, but a human who can feel pain and is continuing to develop.

The final push on the “clump of cells” argument is within the first trimester after fertilization. Is it still a clump of cells then? An abortion in this trimester usually consists of a woman taking pills that end the baby’s life. In the first trimester, the baby is developing its limbs and can open and close its fingers. The child’s organs begin to form, and its teeth start to come in, and by just three weeks after fertilization the baby’s heart begins to beat. Since when did clumps of cells have organs and a heartbeat? The “clump of cells” argument is a fallacy created by the left to make the child seem like it is meaningless and has no value and to take away its humanity. But in reality, even a fetus the first day after being conceived has humanity. We are all made in God’s image, no matter if you are a day old in the womb or 100 years old. What stage of life you’re in doesn’t define your humanity; your being a child of God does.

If you know Los Angeles, you know Echo Park, and you know it is one of the most liberal, hippie-dippy places in the city. Knowing this, the only logical thing for me to do was to make a video there talking to leftists about abortion. Great idea, right? I decided to ask people to sign a petition to save eagle eggs that haven’t hatched yet, but with a twist. After they signed that one, I brought out the other petition I made, a petition to protect unborn humans in the womb. Many people, when they realized what just happened, were rather upset with me. One girl flipped off the camera, cursed at me, and then walked away. I bring this up to show the emotion that people attach to this issue. When their notions are challenged on abortion, especially women, it is very easy for people to get upset because the left has made this issue indispensable to women’s rights. But when you can convince people of the value of life and that life starts at conception, you can take away a lot of the negative emotions they may have. But it definitely isn’t always easy.

When I first started becoming a conservative and a Christian, abortion was the issue my liberal friends could not get on board with. Speaking up for the unborn was the number one topic I would get shamed on almost every day on campus. I would go to the main quad with pro-life signs and a table and debate people for hours on the issue, and almost every single time there was some lefty woman or liberal dude in a camo jacket yelling at me and berating me for my pro-life stance. They screamed at me and called me sexist and fascist for wanting to preserve a human life. The point these people were missing is that they had been fooled to believe that a child in the womb is a part of the woman’s body and not a distinct human. As soon as sperm meets egg, life begins. Life 100 percent begins at conception, but the left fails to recognize this fact despite always claiming they are the “party of science.” They should try reading the countless medical textbooks or talking to the hundreds of doctors who would all agree on this fact.

The key thing that really woke me up to the evils of abortion is when I realized the sanctity of human life. Life is full of infinite opportunities, whereas death is so final, and every child that is aborted loses all potential to have an amazing, passion-filled life. Justin Bieber’s mother was encouraged to abort her child and almost did it but instead she chose to keep it and gave birth to baby Justin. There are countless cases of women who have thought about abortion and almost gone through with it but decided against it and gave birth to the child instead, saving that child’s life. Many people when told this will say how “unfair it is to be born into a terrible situation or a terrible life.” This is a ludicrous argument. Except in maybe some of the most extreme and abhorrent circumstances, there is no possible scenario where the possibility of life is worse than never being born. Again, life has infinite opportunities, whereas death has none. Millions of people every year are born into terrible circumstances and turn their lives into wonderful and amazing success stories. This is the beauty of life, that anyone despite their circumstances can have the ability to make something incredible out of their existence. With abortion being so prevalent, think about all of the millions of lives that were halted and the millions of potential doctors, scientists, and amazing people who could have been born. It is truly a horrific thing to think about and, when pressed on pro-choice people, should hopefully make them just as sad with you.

“MY BODY, MY CHOICE!!!” This is another one of the main talking points the harpies would scream at me on campus. For such a common argument, it couldn’t be further from the truth. How the left can conflate a living child growing and living inside a woman as part of her body is completely beyond me. A pimple on your face is a part of your body. It is connected to you and is not a new, living organism. A child inside a woman has a completely different set of DNA and genetics than the mother and is only a “part of her body” in the sense that it is living inside her. But if a tapeworm came and lived in your stomach, would you consider that a part of your body? Of course not. Living inside the mother does not constitute a part of her body, only that the mother provides the nutrients needed for the baby to survive. Is the fact that the mother has to provide nutrients to the child and care for it justification for abortion? Well, a mother will provide all the care and nutrition for a baby even when it is out of the womb, so that counterpoint from the left doesn’t work either. What about the fact that a child in the womb would die if it wasn’t for the mother providing for it? Well, could a one-year-old baby survive without its mother outside the womb? Of course not, so that argument is also null. Every single pro-choice argument can be broken down with proper logic and reasoning, which is why the main arguments from the left turn the conversation away from abortion as a human life issue to a women’s rights issue.

But what about the rights of the baby? We have already established that it is a life from conception and that the mother has a responsibility to take care of it, so shouldn’t the living child inside the mother have rights as well? This is how the debate should end. When I talked to people at the UCLA campus about abortion, I ended with this question, and most of the people I talked to had one simple last point that you have probably heard before. “I would never get an abortion myself, but if someone else wants to, I think it’s okay.” This is how you know you have won the debate, and I feel bad for people who make this argument. They have been so shamed by the left to support abortion that even when their own minds are changed, they still continue to say they support it for other people. At this point you finish and ask, “If it is immoral and murder for you, why would it not be for someone else?” And then the debate is done. Don’t be discouraged if this is how they end the debate; you can be happy that you at least changed their mind. That’s a lot more than Republicans have done on this issue over the past 60 years.

When you speak up for the unborn, the left will cast you off as old news. They say you don’t care about women, you’re a religious extremist, or you’re living in the past. But none of that is true. Sixty-one million babies have been killed by abortion since Roe v. Wade, and by any measure of the word, this is genocide. When you stand up to put an end to abortion, you are showing you care about women, mothers, and all the unborn women across the country. It is a lonely road to go down to stand up for the unborn, but it is the only morally right road to go down, and moving forward, you should walk it proudly.
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POLICE BRUTALITY



KEITH KONOPASEK was the type of guy everyone liked to be around. He was friendly and funny and had a stellar mustache. He’s the type of guy you could just sit down and have a beer with and have a great time. He lived in northern California in the 1990s and decided to become a police officer. He first tried to get a job in the San Jose police department, but they told him they already had too many white police officers due to their affirmative action standards, so he decided to become a cop in the much less safe Oakland community nearby, where they always needed new officers to work the dangerous, crime-ridden neighborhoods. He graduated from the academy at the top of his class in January 1995, worked with a training officer until April of the same year, and after that he was out in his own patrol car by himself.

It was a warm July night in Oakland, and Officer Keith was working the beat in a bad part of town when he saw a drug deal take place on a corner that was well known for crime. He turned on his lights and sirens and followed the car of one of the guys he just saw involved with the drug deal. Officer Keith pulled the man over in a nearby neighborhood, and another police officer arrived on the scene shortly after. After a quick back-and-forth, the man in question was put in the back of the second police car, and the two officers began to search the vehicle. The first officer searched the driver’s side, so Keith searched the passenger side. It was looking to be a routine search with nothing too out of the ordinary until something happened that no one expected. As Keith was bent over searching the car, the man who lived in the house right in front of the street they were on looked through his screen door, took aim with his illegal assault weapon, and shot Officer Keith from behind. Because he was bent over, the bullet went through him from below and ended up coming out the top of his shoulder, completely destroying him internally. The man who shot Officer Keith was a black man named Clarence Thomas Jones who had just been laid off by the security company he worked for. The Oakland police had been investigating his company for allegedly doing shady security, and so to cover its tracks, it was laying off employees, and Clarence happened to be one of them. Clarence was an excellent shot, and the bullet hit the target exactly how he planned.

Officer Keith didn’t survive the shooting, and his family and the community were devastated. What’s even worse is that Clarence, the man who shot Keith, was let off with nothing due to the jury. The district attorney later told the defense that if Keith had been black and the shooter had been white, their case would have had a chance in civil court, but alas, Clarence walked off scot-free and moved to North Carolina with nothing on his record even showing that he had killed a police officer. Keith was only 32 when he died, and in a terrible chance of fate, on July 8, the same day he was shot and killed, his wedding invitation arrived in the mail.

This is the tragic and heartbreaking story of Officer Keith Konopasek, the uncle of an old friend of mine. Their family was ravaged by this, and sadly, this story is not uncommon. Police officers put their lives on the line to keep our communities safe every day, leaving their house not knowing if they are going to come back. The left will tell you how terrible the police are and how racist and violent they act while referring to them as an entity instead of actual people, but they refuse to look at the actual data. A police officer is 18.5 times more likely to be killed by a black man in the line of duty than a black man is to be killed by police. Heroes like Keith work tirelessly every day to keep Americans safe but get treated like absolute filth by the mainstream media and far-left activists. Police officers don’t do it for the money, they don’t do it for power, and they definitely don’t do it for fame. They put up with the slander and danger because they care about America and want to protect it. The left drags police officers through the mud while ignoring the data and denying them their humanity, treating them more like literal pigs than actual people. Every officer has a story, and the left, the so-called “party of love and tolerance,” should shift their focus away from their demonization of good, hardworking officers and shift it toward recognizing the incredible heroism we see done by these brave men and women of the law every single day.

If you ask most liberals in America what the biggest issue facing black Americans is, they would all most likely say racism and police brutality. After the death of George Floyd in May 2020 by a white police officer, thousands upon thousands of people took to the streets and protested, demanding justice and police reform. Many of the protests turned violent, and after those first protests, we have seen a dramatic increase in the amount of rioting and looting in America. It seems like now anytime a black man is killed by police, the left uses it as a justification to destroy their own cities, no matter whether the police officer was justified in their actions. Throughout 2020, ACAB, which stands for All Cops Are Bastards, has become one of the most popular terms used by the left to describe our police when they riot. We’ve heard chants to defund the police, chants to disband the police, and even chants to kill the police. The saddest part about all of this is that the people protesting the cops and asking for them to be killed are the same people that the police work tirelessly every single day to defend. It would be funny if it weren’t so depressing.

I’ve made a few videos on the street asking people about the police and have talked to experts and police officers about what’s going on in America as well. In one of my favorite videos, I went out to Venice Beach in California and asked people about the number of people the police kill every year, specifically black people. When I asked a group of young black men what they thought about the police, one of them said that the police are “out looking for another neck to put their knee on. That’s how they really feel.” That is the mindset of millions of Americans right now about the cops. I then pressed them further, as I was hoping to change their minds. I asked them how many unarmed black men were killed by police in 2019. One said 500; another said 1,500. Again, this is what millions of Americans think about the cops, and it’s incredibly sad to see the vilification of so many good police officers. What are the actual numbers? you might be asking. Well, let’s break down some of the data on police officers in this country and give you the ammunition you need to defend cops every time someone brings them up.

The first question is, are the police racist? The short answer is no, and the data absolutely backs that up. More white people are killed by police every year than black people. All deaths in any situation are a tragedy, but the data just doesn’t show that the police have a pattern of racism. In 2017, 457 white people were shot to death by police, where only 223 black people were killed by police. That is more than double the number of white people to black people. In 2018 and 2019, the numbers were similar. Now, people might say that’s because there are just more white people in this country than black people; it doesn’t mean the police aren’t racist. Well, then let’s look at crime proportionally. Despite making up 24 percent of the population in Houston, black people commit 58 percent of crimes that usually lead to death from a police officer. These include aggravated assault on a peace officer, attempted capital murder on a peace officer, evading arrest, resisting arrest, and interfering in an arrest. So even despite black people committing a higher volume of these types of crimes than white people, white people are still fatally shot by police officers more times every year than black people. In Houston, the police say that over half of the dangerous situations they encounter involve black people. This isn’t racist; this is the truth.

But what about all the unarmed people killed by police officers? What about those 1,500 unarmed blacks that man I talked to said had been killed by police? In reality, the number is much smaller than that. In 2019, only 14 unarmed black men were fatally shot by police. Far off from the number in the hundreds that many people would guess it is. In California, only one unarmed black man was killed by police in 2019, in contrast to the four unarmed white men killed by police in California in the same year. In the whole country in 2019, an additional 24 unarmed white men were fatally shot by police. We can first gather that there is no epidemic of unarmed black people being fatally shot by police—14 is an incredibly low number—but we can also once again see that the data does not show an anomaly for black people. Once again, more unarmed white people are killed by police than black people, disproving the lies of the left claiming police officers target black people. According to the Manhattan Institute, there are 7,500 black homicide victims every year. Only 0.2 percent of that would include those 14 unarmed black men shot by police. That number is negligible in comparison to the vast number of other black murder victims every year, most of whom are killed by other blacks.

Millions of people in America aren’t looking at the data and continue to scream for the defunding of the police. In some cities across the country, those cries for defunding have been heard and answered and have been met with terrible consequences. I still remember being in high school in 2014 and hearing about Michael Brown being shot fatally by police in Ferguson, Missouri. At this point I was still in my liberal phase of life, and I believed this was a completely racist act. An unarmed black man was just walking down the street, and a white police officer decided to shoot him. That was the narrative we got, and it is still the narrative millions of people believe today, but it couldn’t be further from the truth. The truth is that Michael Brown was stopped by police because he matched the description of someone who had just robbed a convenience store. He punched an officer through an opening in a window, tried to steal the cop’s gun, and then ran. He never said the famous line “Hands up don’t shoot!” and was charging toward Officer Darren Wilson when he got shot, not running away. Finally, a local grand jury and a federal investigation both found Officer Wilson was fair in his use of force. But none of this matters. What matters is that a white officer killed an unarmed black man, and the mainstream media, Hollywood, and the radical left twisted it into a racist narrative that ended up helping start the Black Lives Matter movement.

To the left, the facts of these incidents don’t matter. After Michael Brown’s story hit the media, Ferguson erupted with rioting, looting, and violence. Many people protested peacefully, but hundreds of others took to the streets, vandalizing and destroying buildings, hurting people, and causing millions of dollars’ worth of damage. After the riots settled down, Ferguson, and the rest of America, took a long, hard look at its policing and vowed to invest in antiracist policing practices. As police officers saw the lack of support they were getting from heads of departments and how Officer Wilson had been dragged through the mud after he shot Michael Brown, many cops were incredibly scared to do their job. Michael Brown was fatally shot in 2014, and in 2015 and 2016 there were an additional 2,000 black homicide victims, in comparison to 2014. This is what Heather Mac Donald called the Ferguson Effect. As police are disrespected, lied about, and eventually defunded, crime will increase. As we take away police officers’ resources and funding and make them feel like they are all racist, we don’t see less crime, we see more of it.

After the death of George Floyd by white cop Derek Chauvin in the spring of 2020, we saw the Ferguson Effect in full swing once again. Derek Chauvin murdered George Floyd and was rightly punished for it, but the demonization of cops across the country after this one incident spread like wildfire, and riots and crime broke out in many major U.S. cities. New York City cut the police force by 2,500 members and has seen a 127 percent increase in shootings in the city. Six hundred plainclothes officers in an anti-crime unit were reassigned in 2020, and that same week there were 38 shooting victims. That is in comparison to 12 for the same week the year before. Instead of investing in more policing or hiring new officers, Bill de Blasio, mayor of New York City, decided it would be better to invest that money in more social causes. The social justice left has taken over the political arena, and their Defund the Police message is actively killing people. Even Democratic NYC councilman Robert Holden said, “We can’t legislate using fashionable slogans that fit on protest signs. It hurts every New Yorker. The NYPD are the gold standard for law enforcement around the world. Any issues that need to be addressed require more training, which costs money.” The radical left is pushing Defund the Police, which in turn initiates the Ferguson Effect, which is now destroying American cities and lives in the process. Milwaukee has seen a 132 percent increase in homicides. Baltimore has more murders than ever recorded in that city. The left’s anti-police agenda isn’t about racism or helping people; it is about virtue signaling and making it seem like you’re actually doing something righteous when in reality you are hurting the very people you were hoping to garner support from.

Police risk their lives every day to defend you. Of course, there are bad cops, and they should be held accountable for their actions, but the vast majority of police officers are great men and women who defend this country bravely. When the left pushes for defunding the police, treats cops like garbage, and calls for them to be killed, why would anyone want to be a police officer? You first of all take money away from the force, which disincentivizes new people to join and makes it so people already within won’t want to stay. It then makes it so that the only people who will join will be bottom-of-the-barrel people with no other options. If you thought you had poorly trained officers now—just wait for the next classes of officers to graduate who are dragged through the dirt by the media and make a fraction of what they once would have made. Nobody wants to go through that, and by treating the cops so poorly, you are destroying the future integrity of all police officers, the opposite effect of what you had planned.

When I went out with Brandon Tatum, a retired police officer, on Hollywood Boulevard to ask people questions about the police, we were able to change the mind of every single person we talked to. Even better, many of the people who we talked to were so happy we stopped them to talk, one girl even thanking us so much for the information that she had never heard before. I think most people, when presented with the facts about police officers, can be very receptive to them, especially when so many people have interacted with the police before or have personal memories with them. The rapper Lil Wayne was pressured on TV to talk about Black Lives Matter and hate on the police, but he wouldn’t do it. When he was a little boy, a police officer helped him out of a bad situation, and he was thankful for the police, not resentful toward them. With this issue it’s all about stating the facts through questions and then turning back to personal questions. It’s easy to start out with the question “How many unarmed black men did police officers kill in 2019?” and get their response. After educating them on the real numbers with that response, they will most likely be shocked, and then you can press on. You then can ask them, “What’s more likely, a police officer killing a black man in the line of duty or a black man killing a police officer?” and then once again educate them and move to the end of the conversation. It is good to qualify something similar to this at the end: “Of course we should want the best-trained police in the world, and any bad police officers should be dealt with, but when you defund the police, you only open communities up to more crime, and you make the problem worse. We can’t seriously disband the police, and what if someone came to attack you or your loved ones? Who would you call if not the police?” They will have to agree with you at that point, and you should have successfully changed another mind on the issue of police brutality. The vast majority of police officers out there are awesome people, working hard to keep you and our communities safe. If you can convince them of that fact, then any mind can be woken up to the dangers of defunding and disbanding the boys in blue.







Chapter 9
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CULTURAL APPROPRIATION



IT WAS OCTOBER 2018, and I was still in my first year as an “influencer” at PragerU. As it got closer to Halloween, cultural appropriation was in the news and all over social media, with warnings reminding people to not be offensive this holiday season. “MY CULTURE IS NOT YOUR DAMN COSTUME” was plastered all over every lefty’s Facebook page, and people who were deemed offensive were given monikers like “culture vulture” and “racist.” Being the sometimes-mischievous guy I was, who was willing to go to the extreme to prove a point, I decided to make a video on the topic of cultural appropriation. I thought about it with my team at PragerU, and we eventually decided on the idea that I should dress up in traditional Mexican garb and see what students at the University of California, Los Angeles thought about it, but with a twist. See, I wasn’t just going out there to terrorize the students and get a sensational video of them calling me racist and the like; I was there to prove a point, and, oh man, did I ever.

The video didn’t actually start at UCLA; it started on Olvera Street, a heavily Hispanic area in Los Angeles where street vendors sell all sorts of traditional Mexican food and cultural items. I bought a Mexican poncho and a sombrero and with my fake taped-on mustache went around to all the Mexicans in the area asking them their opinions on my costume. At first, I felt a little silly, but in no time, with my Mexican cameraman by my side, any doubts I had about this video were cast aside. I talked to a lot of Mexicans that day on Olvera Street, and not one of them was offended by my costume. In fact, they all loved it! One of them even called me “muy guapo!” despite figuring out that my mustache was not real. None of the Mexicans I talked to thought it was offensive, and they were happy I was celebrating their culture. Many of the Mexicans I talked to were actually from Mexico as well, not children of people from Mexico. They were the real deal, and they loved what I was wearing and were all about it. If only I could say the same for the students at UCLA…

When I pulled up to the UCLA campus in my outfit, as soon as I walked out of my car, I started getting rough looks. My cameraman Rodrigo and I looked at each other, and we both shared the same expression. “Here we go!” I exclaimed as I walked into the quad ready for the onslaught of what was about to happen. Within five seconds of getting to the main intersection of the campus, I was getting insults hurled at me. “Go home, racist!” and “Cultural appropriation!” were some of the milder ones sent my way, but not everyone was so gentle with the things they yelled at me. Many people cursed at me and said horrible things as they walked by, and I’m not gonna lie, I felt pretty awkward. But I laughed it off, reapplied my fake mustache, and started questioning the students. The results were what you would imagine. All the privileged white students said I was racist; they said the costume was cultural appropriation and that I shouldn’t be wearing something that wasn’t my culture. It’s funny—many of them called me privileged for wearing that costume around campus, and what’s even funnier is that many said if Mexicans saw that they would be incredibly offended. Ha! If only they knew where I just came from!

Eventually I told them who sold me the costume, and their minds started to open ever so slightly, but they still thought I was racist. But once I told them how the Mexicans loved my costume, literally showing them pictures of me with the Mexicans from Olvera Street on my phone celebrating and laughing, they were now the embarrassed ones. A bunch of white people coming and telling me I’m racist for celebrating another culture, a culture that isn’t even theirs to defend in the first place. These students were white knighting and virtue signaling for the Mexicans without realizing that their actions and thoughts about me were actually the real racism in this situation. It is racist to think that Mexican people are too shy and weak to defend themselves from white people wearing sombreros and that you as a white person have to defend them. If Mexican people really wanted white people to stop dressing up in their garb, they would say something themselves, not wait around shyly for white college students to do it. The college students used the Mexican people as a prop for their social justice causes and virtue signaling, and in turn, all parties were hurt in that situation. I explained this to many students and changed the minds not only of them but also of the tens of millions of people who have watched that video. To this day, it is still one of my favorite videos I have ever done, and when fans come up to me on the street or out and about, this is almost always one of the videos they list as a favorite of mine.

This video isn’t people’s favorite video just because it’s funny and entertaining, even though it is. It is people’s favorite video because it is irrefutable evidence that the left is wrong about the issue of cultural appropriation. It proves a definitive point: that the people who are supposed to be offended by these things aren’t offended at all. Is that one video not enough proof for you? Well, for Halloween the next year, I did the same thing, this time dressing up in traditional Chinese attire, starting in Chinatown and asking Chinese people what they thought and then going back to UCLA. Once again, the Chinese people loved it, and the leftist students hated it. Some students even recognized me as the Mexican guy from the year before, and they came back around to call me racist once again. But once they talked to me, I changed even more minds when I showed them the truth of the issue. The left is wrong about cultural appropriation. There are no ifs, ands, or buts. They are wrong.

Would it surprise you to hear that the issue of cultural appropriation was first talked about by white people? “Cultural colonialism” was first coined by the white man Kenneth Couts-Smith when he brought in Marxist ideas to talk about “class appropriation.” Then in 1994, white guy Michael North, in his book The Dialect of Modernism, discussed “voice appropriation.” All of these concepts have come together to make the term “cultural appropriation,” which is so prevalent throughout the American lexicon today. When you’re talking to people about cultural appropriation, it’s important to talk to them about who the appropriation is actually negatively affecting. When I have made all my videos about the topic, it is always white people or people who don’t belong to the culture I am allegedly “appropriating” who are the angriest with me. This is not a coincidence. Many white leftists take on the battle of cultural appropriation as, pun not intended, white knights, trying to “save” the minorities who can’t defend themselves from the evil white man dressing up as someone of their culture. But this is all a farce. Minorities aren’t asking you to get offended for them; you’re doing it for yourself and so that other people around you will think you’re “woke.” But let me tell you something, white leftists. There is nothing “woke” about caring about the feelings and emotions of these minorities when you then turn around and advocate for the same leftist programs and policies that have kept minorities down in America for decades.

Let’s look at a real-world example of the dismantling of cultural appropriation that isn’t just one of my videos. In 2015, the Boston Museum of Fine Arts hosted an exhibit that was meant to showcase the beauty of traditional Japanese clothing by having people show up wearing kimonos and celebrating Japanese culture. After this event went viral on social media, protestors showed up to the museum, mostly white women, claiming the museum was racist and appropriating Japanese culture. Signs were held up that said, “Not your Asian fetish” and “Decolonize our museums,” and the museum put out an apology. But despite all this backlash, what did the Japanese community in Boston think of the exhibit? Well, many Japanese people actually counterprotested the mostly white crowd of protestors protesting the museum. Many Japanese women wanted the museum to return to its original “Kimono Wednesdays” programming, and Etsuko Yashiro, a Japanese woman who helped organize the Boston Japan festival, said that she was trying to share the beauty of kimonos with an American audience. Another counterprotester, Ikuko Burns, a woman born in Tokyo who then moved to America, said she used to take traditional Japanese kimonos to schools as a consultant for the children’s museum to teach children about traditional Japanese culture. Once again, this is another “cultural appropriation” story where people who aren’t part of the affected group get offended on behalf of the group that is supposed to be offended. The counterprotesters weren’t a bunch of white conservatives coming to own the libs or talk about the politically correct culture of the left; they were Japanese Americans, coming to prove the point that they were not offended and were happy that the Boston Museum of Fine Arts had put their culture on display for all to see. They were happy for the exhibit and were not ashamed by another culture sharing their ideas and traditions but enthralled by it, reveling in the idea that Americans wanted to share their culture.

Let’s look at a study, one even done by the very left-leaning Washington Post, which found that 9 out of 10 Native Americans weren’t offended by the Washington Redskins football team name. Leftists will pressure you and tell you how terrible that name is and how racist it is to Native Americans, but at least 90 percent of Native Americans themselves aren’t at all offended by the name. Many of them actually like the name, as it shows Native Americans in a positive light, showcasing them as strong warriors who won’t be defeated in battle or, in this case, on the football field. This should hold true to all of us. If I heard there was going to be a new football team named for average height, skinny white guys, I would be thrilled! It is a celebration of different cultures, not an exercise in racism or cultural appropriation. Native Americans like the name Redskins because it exudes strength, not weakness, and the fact that the National Football League named a team after them is a sign of respect, not racism.

Wouldn’t you want people of other cultures celebrating your successes or joining together in your culture? What is racist about wanting to enjoy someone else’s amazing culture yourself? Sure, there are times when you can be degrading another culture, such as making a caricature of another culture or being malicious in your depiction, but for the most part, most people engaging in the left’s definition of “cultural appropriation” are merely trying to celebrate or, at the very least, take part in another person’s culture. America is the magical and amazing place it is because of the amalgamation of cultures we have present within it. Whether that’s going to a sushi place on your favorite street in town, buying traditional Native American jewelry, or celebrating St. Patrick’s Day with everyone else, America is a wonderful place because all of these different cultures can coexist as one. There is nowhere else in the world where this mix of different languages and cultures is as evident as in America, and we are the greatest country in the world because of it. But the left wants to take this appreciation of cultures and turn it into shame, taking what would have been seen as celebrating another culture’s identity and heritage and now seeing it as hating it or “appropriating” it. It is a twisted message that only aims to further divide this country and allow leftists another chance to virtue signal while accomplishing nothing.

It is important to always expose the hypocrisy of the left to the people on the left who you talk to. Blue jeans were invented in America and are a huge part of our culture. Is it cultural appropriation if another culture wears those? What about if people in Mexico celebrate the Fourth of July because they appreciate this country? Should they be “canceled” for that? The answer is, of course not, but it leaves leftists stumped when pressed with the question of other people appropriating American culture. If you can convince people of the hypocrisy of their own arguments while also showing them real-world examples of the truth, you can easily change their minds on the issue of cultural appropriation.
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CANCEL CULTURE



THE CONCEPT OF cancel culture is a relatively new phenomenon that was born out of the rise of social media but has really become prevalent in the last few years as leftists have gotten more and more dogmatic. The act of “canceling” someone is when you get massive support for the destruction of someone’s career, reputation, or livelihood, typically by calling them out on something they did or said. What is so bad about that? People doing and saying bad things getting called out for their behavior seems like it should be an admirable thing, right? The problem doesn’t lie in calling people out for disgusting actions; it lies in destroying people for things and sending an angry mob toward them when they voice a different opinion.

J. K. Rowling is the world-famous author of the Harry Potter series of children’s books. I personally think The Lord of the Rings is 1,000 times better as a series, but that’s neither here nor there. Regardless, J. K. Rowling for years has been heralded as an icon for strong liberal women, putting themes of social justice within her novels and being proud of doing so. In 2016, right before the presidential election, J. K. Rowling put out a tweet calling Donald Trump “a giant orange twitter egg,” along with other tweets about how she did not support him or his campaign. She would be considered a liberal, by all definitions of the word, if not a leftist, and was celebrated as a champion of women’s rights. But in 2019, everything changed when J. K. Rowling was deemed canceled by the left for a tweet she made defending a woman who got fired. Rowling tweeted, “Dress however you please. Call yourself whatever you like. Sleep with any consenting adult who’ll have you, Live your best life in peace and security. But force women out of their jobs for stating that sex is real?” She wrote this after it went public that a woman got fired for making remarks stating that women lose out on safety when transgender women with male genitals are in the same locker room as them and that transgender women are not women. After J. K. Rowling tweeted this, the LGBT community on Twitter went after her for it, and they canceled her. One Twitter user said, “Hi. breaking my hiatus real quick just to say: f--- what your childhood heroes say. trans people are real.” This tweet, along with thousands of others, condemned Rowling for her words, but they didn’t just stop at condemnation; they meant to destroy her.

J. K. Rowling’s situation is not an uncommon occurrence. People on social media get canceled every day for miscellaneous comments and actions that showcase a difference of opinion or are just benign in general. Twitter is littered on the daily with trending hashtag #thispersonisoverparty, and the Explore page is covered with “breaking news” of the latest person to say something outside the left wing’s doctrine. The cancel police don’t just go after conservatives either. Like with J. K. Rowling, you can be a leftist and still get canceled. The left takes no prisoners, and if you don’t agree with their agenda 100 percent, you will be destroyed. Even the smallest stray away from left-wing dogma and you will be canceled.

I remember when they tried to “cancel” me for the first time. It was 2019, and the year before I had made a video where I ranted about the problem with multiculturalism in Europe. In 2018 when I posted it, not too many people saw the video, and nothing really happened. It was a good video, full of facts and research to back up my claims, and after I made it, I didn’t expect a whole lot of pushback. A year later, PragerU posted the video again as it became relevant, and on Twitter, all hell broke loose. Some blue-checkmark leftists first saw the video on the PragerU page, and after a few of them retweeted with some snarky comments, thousands upon thousands of people started flooding all of my social media pages commenting on the video, sending me death threats, calling me a “racist” and a “Nazi,” and telling me I should be canceled. There was an entire mob, thousands strong, trying to get me deplatformed and my career ruined and destroyed. To those of you who have never been “canceled” before, it’s definitely a strange thing to have happen to you. Imagine hundreds of people you’ve never met vying for a chance to virtue signal and earn their 15 seconds of social media fame commenting on your posts and wishing nothing more than to have your entire livelihood be taken away from you, just because you don’t agree with their politics. The moral of the story is, the world is a cruel place, and people can be absolutely terrible. Social media brings out the worst in people, and when people get together behind seeing someone ruined, they can be vicious and unrelenting. It’s very easy online away from real people to anonymously say horrible things when thousands of others are doing the same, and thus cancel culture is born. Cancel culture is a product of people without anything valuable or interesting to bring to the table themselves, so all they do is herd together like sheep, shaming people who actually stand up for something different to make themselves feel “special.” Cancel culture is a cancer and has to be stopped.

Many people get canceled for things that are deemed offensive that they might have said years ago. Once it is uncovered that they said something offensive or wrong, the mob comes after them. Frankly, I could care less what someone said 10 years ago. If a politician or celebrity or influencer said something gross, dumb, or nasty in their past but is now a changed, more mature person and no longer represents what they said, I see no reason to cancel them. Again, people who want to cancel someone for something they said 10 years ago need a reality check, and I can guarantee you that if their life and everything they had ever said was under the microscope, the cancel mob could come after them as well. It’s easy to point your finger at someone else when you’re behind a screen or people aren’t looking at your life; it’s hard to stand up for someone being attacked. You have to use your best judgment when it comes to each individual situation, but I always err on the side of defending whoever is getting attacked. When I see leftists on Twitter getting attacked for a “bigoted” remark they made years and years ago, I don’t rush to call them out for it. As soon as you do that, you are part of the mob. The best thing to do in these situations is not to “cancel” them over their past behavior but to look at the things they are currently doing and call them out for those actions. People shouldn’t have their lives destroyed over stupid things they said years ago if they have changed for the better, and as a conservative who doesn’t believe in cancel culture, you can’t pick and choose based on politics for whom you “cancel.” That is what the left does. People should be held accountable for their actions and things they say, but look at who they are currently, not who some journalist with an agenda on Twitter claims them to be. Whether they are on the left or the right, it doesn’t matter; you should defend people who are attacked by the mob.

Of course, there are egregious situations where people should be canceled. Harvey Weinstein, Kevin Spacey, and people who are accused of committing real crimes should be lambasted and made an example of when the evidence is clear that they did something vile and wrong. But people who have a different opinion from you, or someone who made some little mistake years ago and is now getting killed on social media, should not be “canceled.” When talking to people about cancel culture, it’s important to make this distinction. Certain people should be canceled, but destroying someone’s livelihood over a difference in politics is a malady. Earlier in 2020, Chris Pratt got canceled after people on Twitter saw he went to church and didn’t attend a Joe Biden campaign rally with the rest of the cast from The Avengers. They claimed he had homophobic, white supremacist energy and that he should be canceled. So even when the left has no evidence, they are fine with canceling someone if they just feel like it or they go against the grain. When talking to people about cancel culture, there are a few key questions to ask. First ask them, “If you say something that demonstrates a difference of opinion from someone else, should you be attacked?” Many will answer yes, and then you can follow up by asking them, “Should someone who has a difference of opinion have their career destroyed for it?” This will put them in a situation where they will answer differently if you’re talking to them in person. For the most part, if you ask someone this question in person, you can tell by their expression and body language that they will feel bad. They don’t want to destroy people’s lives, but when they’re online with no repercussions, they are fine with doing it. It is imperative to press them on the destruction of people’s lives, careers, and reputations and put them in that person’s shoes. You will change their mind if you can make them empathize with the people who are being “canceled” and make them understand what it would be like for them if they were to be attacked by the social media mob. Again, put them in the other person’s shoes; ask them if they have ever said anything before in their entire lives that would threaten to have them canceled. Everyone should say yes, even begrudgingly so, and you can then press them on whether they think their career or reputation should be ruined because of that one thing they said before in their lives that may not have been the greatest. I believe cancel culture is a relatively easy issue to change people’s minds on, and I think the culture online is already starting to shift away from canceling anyone who has done or said something “off.” If the left tries to cancel everybody for every menial thing, then the act of canceling means nothing, and the real criminals and disgusting people out there who truly deserve to be canceled won’t see the proper justice from the public eye.
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CLIMATE CHANGE



IT WAS 2019, and I was interviewing people at a march put on by Extinction Rebellion, a group aimed at stopping the end of the world due to climate change. Before arriving, I had the brilliant idea of growing out a mustache (which is always a brilliant idea for all you men reading this), disguising myself as a leftist, and creating a petition. The paper on the clipboard had a fake vow I was asking for signatures for, a vow that asked people to stop having children due to climate change. You wouldn’t believe the number of signatures I got. Young and old leftists from all races lined up to sign and dedicate their lives to stopping the world from ending due to nasty children coming and polluting and destroying the earth. It truly was a sight to behold. I asked one man to sign, and he said he was already doing his part. He had gotten a vasectomy for climate change. The level of delusion at this march was unreal. Eventually I was discovered, my disguise was busted, and we were forced to leave, but not before we made the point with this video: that the climate movement was not about actually protecting the world or being environmentally conscious but about fear and an anti-human agenda.

When I was in elementary school, I couldn’t tell you what a Republican or Democrat was, I couldn’t tell you about the three branches of government, and I couldn’t explain the electoral college. But I could tell you that global warming was a huge issue and the world was dying. The propaganda started that early, and despite having no real research to back up my claims about global warming at that young age, I just knew it was true. The climate change movement is insidious and intertwined with our public school system to get kids hooked on the global warming hysteria early, which makes this a very difficult topic to speak to people about and change their minds on. This is one issue where the facts really are more important than just asking questions in a persuasive way because the indoctrination runs so deep and people need tangible evidence to change their mind. I still remember being in elementary school when climate change was referred to as global warming, but the left changed the name to the more easily provable climate change when global warming was debunked. The climate is always changing, but the globe might not necessarily be warming due to human actions, so they changed the name to keep the hysteria alive without sacrificing any of the control. The climate change movement is incredibly manipulative and works through fear of the apocalypse to control people and bend them to support it. But with the right facts and strategy you can change everyone’s mind on this issue.

The claim that we have twelve years left to save the planet has been thrown around by many prominent leftists like Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez, and when I talk to leftists on campuses and on the streets, they echo the same declaration. But is the world really ending? Do we really have 12 years left? The answer is obviously no, but let’s look at some of the reasons why. The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, or IPCC for short, showed no evidence in its report on climate change that the world was going to end in 12 years or that billions of people were going to die. It didn’t claim that mass migration was happening because of climate change or that people would be displaced because of climate change, but it did claim that economic and social reasons were a much bigger factor in all those things. The IPCC also had “low confidence” that there were going to be more natural disasters because of climate change. Yes, there’s more damage from natural disasters now than ever before, a fact leftists use to cite that natural disasters are getting worse, but this is only because there are more buildings and infrastructure around now as humans have economically advanced. With more buildings, that means that natural disasters have more structures to damage. They aren’t getting worse or killing more people, just causing more damage because of humans’ increased wealth.

Al Gore is one of the biggest climate change apocalypse professors around, and he has made some absolutely outrageous predictions. His 2006 documentary An Inconvenient Truth was a massive success and was seen millions of times, and it was full of doomsday claims and fearmongering. It also made him millions of dollars and into an even bigger celebrity. But Al Gore would never just make this movie for the clout, right? He definitely fact-checked everything he said in the movie and all of his claims have come true, right? Let’s look at some of these claims, shall we?

One claim he made, which when I was a boy made me very sad, was that polar bears were going to drown. If you’re anything like me, hearing that polar bears are all going to die is devastating news. The claim was that their habitats were being destroyed because as the earth heated up, their habitats melted, and they were going to be extinct. For anyone who loves cute little polar bear cubs, hearing this news would definitely make you want to do something about climate change. But the truth is that polar bears haven’t gone extinct since those claims were made. In fact, there are more polar bears now than there were at the time the claim was made, with an estimated 30,000 polar bears living today in the wild. Another claim made by Mr. Gore was “Within a decade, there will be no more snows on Kilimanjaro.” But despite his predictions, Mount Kilimanjaro still has snow in 2021. Even in 2018, 12 years after his prediction, Mount Kilimanjaro had one of the biggest snowfalls on its glaciers that it has had in years. In my opinion, these are just two of the myriad false claims made by Al Gore. And as you might expect, he doesn’t even believe in his own claims.

If Al Gore believes that sea levels are rising and climate change is such a massive issue, then why is he buying oceanfront property in Montecito, California? Why are numerous celebrities and politicians who talk about climate change also buying beachfront property and flying on carbon-emitting private jets? Why do the people to whom so many look to give them information about climate change continually lie to us and go against their own teachings? It is because they don’t actually believe what they say. Al Gore made $70 million selling his company Current TV to Qatar, one of the most oil-rich countries in the world. If he really believed fossil fuels were destroying the planet, why would he even associate with Qatar? When you dive a little deeper and start looking at not just what the climate hysteria advocates say but what they actually do, it’s clear they don’t actually practice what they preach and are using the gullible people across the world who see a polar bear slipping off a piece of ice to fund their lavish lifestyles and make them incredibly famous. Al Gore, Barack Obama, Leonardo DiCaprio, and all the others who preach the end times don’t really believe what they’re saying, but they’ve convinced millions of people across the globe that this is society’s greatest battle. It’s all a load of lies.

Now listen, I am all for protecting the environment, and there are definitely real environmental issues happening in our world right now. Before I got into politics, I wanted to be a veterinarian for exotic big cats, so when I see the destruction of habitats and the extinction of animals across the world, I get incredibly concerned. I even work and volunteer with organizations to try to help because I want to see these magnificent animals and beautiful places on our earth survive and flourish. I even get called a hippie by other conservatives for doing this kind of stuff! But conservatives in general have gotten a bad reputation as the people who hate the climate and don’t care about the environment, which couldn’t be further from the truth. Let’s look at history for a second, shall we? Conservatives, not the left, have been the dominant force behind conserving America’s beautiful landscapes and wildlife. This first started in 1864, when Republican president Abraham Lincoln created the Yosemite Grant Act, which was the first act from the government to set aside land for public use. Next, in 1872, Republican president Ulysses S. Grant set up the first American National Park with Yellowstone. Then, in 1906, Theodore Roosevelt, another conservative president, signed the Antiquities Act, which gave power to the president to make national monuments. Then he made Devil’s Tower in Wyoming the first national monument in America. Finally, in 1970, Richard Nixon, another Republican, helped get the ball rolling on the Environmental Protection Agency. Conservatives care about the climate, and rightly so, but to say that climate change is our biggest issue and that it is all we should be worried about is a total farce and distracts from the real environmental issues we should be worried about, and many of the solutions we see to protect the environment actually end up making things worse. The biggest culprit of this is renewable “clean” energy, specifically wind and solar.

Let’s talk about solar energy first. Solar energy is first and foremost very destructive to the environment to make. The manufacturing of the panels creates an enormous amount of greenhouse gas from silicon. Silicon is first mined from quartz and then heated in a furnace to make it usable, which emits toxic sulfur dioxide and carbon dioxide into the atmosphere. The mining and transportation of the panels are also not good for the environment and cost a huge amount of energy to be completed. Then when solar panels need to be disposed of, the process is also incredibly difficult, costly, and environmentally unsafe. The toxic chemicals within solar panels cannot be disposed of easily and are a huge environmental concern. Solar industry leaders have come out and said that the disposal of solar panels will “explode in full force in two or three decades and wreck the environment.” You might think that recycling them is a good solution, right? But in reality, according to a solar expert from China, “If a recycling plant carries out every step by the book, their products can end up being more expensive than new raw materials.” So, since the recycling of the panels is so cost-ineffective, it makes it so that no company really wants to carry out the recycling in the first place.

For wind energy, the environmental impact is huge, especially on native wildlife populations. It is estimated that wind turbines kill anywhere from 140,000 to 328,000 birds every year. That’s a lot of dead feathered friends that you would think these environmentalists would want to protect. Wind turbines also destroy the habitats and biomes where they are present, taking up huge amounts of land and adversely affecting the environment. Wind turbines, like solar panels, are also very hard to dispose of. The turbines have to be cut by a diamond saw into three parts to be able to be hauled away, and then the amount of greenhouse gas emitted trying to transport them is a lot on its own. Then the wind turbines end up in massive “windmill graveyards,” where they take up huge amounts of land. Even if you burn the fiberglass turbines so they don’t have to go in landfills, the toxins that go into the air can be just as environmentally unfriendly.

But many people when presented with this information will still say, “It’s worth it,” thinking that the costs don’t outweigh the benefits. But in reality, they are missing the bigger picture. I would love if renewables like wind and solar could power America cheaply and efficiently, but it’s just not the case. If we wanted to power the entire country with renewable energy, it would take 3 billion solar panels or 1.29 million wind turbines at a minimum with ideal conditions. To power the state of Texas with just wind and solar, you would need an area of land five times the size of Harris County, which contains the city of Houston and its surrounding suburbs and is a massive portion of land. If these environmentalists actually wanted to have a clean fuel source that was efficient, cheap, and abundant, they would turn away from wind and solar and look toward nuclear energy.

Nuclear energy first of all requires far less maintenance than alternatives, needing work only every 1.5 to 2 years. You would also need two coal plants or three to four renewable plants to produce the same amount of energy as one nuclear plant. The IPCC also reported that nuclear energy releases four times less carbon emissions than solar energy. A lot of people when citing nuclear energy as a bad fuel source claim that since the waste is toxic and can’t be properly disposed of, it shouldn’t be used. But in actuality, the waste can be stored safely, and if all the waste from the 1950s onward from nuclear energy was stored in the same place, it would only be the size of a football field with a depth of 30 feet. That same space is only a small fraction of the waste and land mass needed to dispose of all the material and components of so-called “green energy.” Used nuclear fuel can also be recycled to make new fuel and different by-products, something that can’t be said for the waste of renewables. And if that’s not enough to convince the person you’re talking to, a new study by the Dutch and Czech governments found that solar and wind energy require 148 to 536 times more land than nuclear energy and that they cost four times more than nuclear. The study also found that 100 percent of electricity from wind and solar would require an area of land 1.8 times larger than all of the Netherlands. In a myriad of ways, nuclear energy is a better alternative to green energy but has been demonized by the media and far-left activists in another effort to control the narrative.

When I have gone to the streets to interview and challenge people on climate change, I have been very successful with the right questions. I have really used many of the questions I’m about to show you in practice, and I have changed lots of people’s minds with them. The first thing to do is to establish the stance of the person to whom you’re talking. Do they think we only have 12 years left? Do they think there is a climate emergency? What do they think caused it? Once you find out where they stand on the issue, you can go into changing their mind on the topics. One thing we always hear from the media and far left is “the science is settled.” I’m sure you have heard this before in regard to climate change. After you find out where the other person is at, ask them whether they think the science is settled. When they say yes, you can frame a lot of different questions. “If the science is settled, why are there more polar bears now than when Al Gore said they were all going to go extinct? If the science is settled, then why is there still snow on Mount Kilimanjaro? If the science is settled, then why are deaths from natural disasters going down, not up?” These questions make them question the experts’ apocalyptic claims, and you can then follow up: “If all of these politicians and celebrities are so concerned with climate change and rising sea levels, why do they buy oceanfront property?” The key to this conversation isn’t to make them flip their entire worldview on climate change; as I said in the beginning, this is a tough topic to change minds on at the first go, but what can be easily accomplished is making them lose faith in the people who profess the end of the world because of climate change. If they lose faith in the movement’s leaders, then it is only a matter of time until they lose faith in the movement itself. You help light the match that changes their worldview, and then they figure out the rest with your help and the other information in this chapter.







Chapter 12
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SOCIALISM



OH, SOCIALISM. The magic buzzword that hundreds of thousands of young Americans love to echo as the savior of America. If only we implemented this one economic system, America would be a perfect place with no problems, no poor people, and no racism. All we need to do is listen to Bernie Sanders and all of our most vexing issues would be solved. People claim socialism is the future of America and that our capitalist society has failed to protect the individual. They think that Karl Marx’s ideas actually protect the individual and take power away from the bourgeoisie and evil corporations and give it back to the worker. In short, most people, when asked to define socialism or explain what it means, say one thing: “Socialism means equality.” This couldn’t be further from the truth.

Socialism is the antithesis of “equality.” Socialism takes power away from the individual and gives it to the government. People hear socialism and think that the means of production are being taken away from the greedy business owner and given to the worker, but power is really just handed over to bureaucracy. Socialism is where the government owns the businesses, destroying private property and enterprise and putting the power in the hands of government employees. Advocates of socialism claim that this gives people freedom from the evil clutches of rich business owners, but all it really does is strip us of our freedom and destroy the free market. Let’s look at a recent example through the timeline of the fall of Venezuela.

In the 1980s and early 1990s, Venezuela had an economy that was growing with access to education and healthcare and foreign trade, and above all else, it was a democracy. But in 1998, things were starting to change with the election of President Hugo Chavez. Chavez took much inspiration from Fidel Castro and told the people of Venezuela that “Venezuela is a nation of great wealth, but it’s being stolen from its citizens by the evil capitalists and evil corporations.” The three key things Chavez hoped to achieve with his socialist brand of “hope and change” were the nationalization of private industries, more spending on welfare programs, and currency and price control measures. And he did end up achieving these things. As he nationalized industries and taxed the rich to death, millions of people moved their money and businesses out of the country, and 2 million people left the country altogether. Eventually, there was no more money left for the government to take from corporations and rich individuals. The prices of basic goods started to skyrocket as they were in short supply, and crime exploded across the country. In 2016, it was shown that 75 percent of Venezuelan adults lost weight, as people weren’t able to feed themselves or afford basic human goods. In 2013, the year Chavez died and was replaced by his vice president Nicolas Maduro, citizens were no longer allowed to buy guns, and people who opposed his rule or reported on the truth were jailed. Venezuela is a cautionary tale of what can happen when socialism takes over your country and people become so dependent on the government.

Many people will claim that Venezuela’s story isn’t “real socialism.” I’m sure you’ve heard some leftist on your campus or on your social media timeline say that before. But the harsh reality is that what happened in Venezuela is real socialism; people just don’t like to admit it. Socialism is a selfish system, where the government officials and bureaucrats have all the power and leave the people with nothing. When you take control of private industry, you don’t liberate the people, you bind them. They can’t set their own prices, they can’t choose how much to pay their employees, and they can’t budget their business. The government destroys the businesses and runs them into the ground when it gets control. One question I love to ask people when talking to them about socialism is “Have you ever been to the DMV?” They all say yes, and then you say, “It sucks, right? The employees are horrible and slow and don’t really care about putting good work in.” My listeners will surely agree because everyone knows the Department of Motor Vehicles is one of the most inefficient and terrible places to visit, and then you hit them with the closing question: “Imagine if your business was run by the same people who work at the DMV. Does that sound like a good idea?” They will always say no, and it’s obvious why. When bureaucrats working off your tax dollars are in charge of something, they rarely are responsible or efficient. The great Milton Friedman said, “Nobody spends somebody else’s money as carefully as he spends his own,” and he is exactly right, especially when it comes to government employees who can just raise taxes and get more and more money from you. Government programs are incredibly inefficient and are never as successful as programs in the private sector.

At the beginning of this chapter, I stated that most people, when asked to define what socialism is, would say “equality.” Now, most normal people wouldn’t think of equality as such a bad thing. In fact, socialism does have a lot to do with equality in a broad sense, and equality can be a very good thing in many respects. But when it comes to socialism, equality is a perfect descriptor for what the left wants but not what the system achieves. It is true that socialism makes people equally poor, but it can’t be real equality because the people in charge remain incredibly rich and powerful on the backs of the poor. Socialists believe in their brand of equality not because they want to give everyone a fair opportunity but because they can’t stand the fact that some people are better off than others.

When I was a kid, I had a Game Boy Advance. My mom got me it for Christmas, and I was the happiest little boy in the world, sitting around playing Pokémon anytime I wasn’t at school. But when I went to school, some of the other kids had the upgraded, newer system: the Nintendo DS. The Nintendo DS offered newer games and was a much better system than the Game Boy Advance I had. But when I saw the kids with the Nintendo DS, I didn’t want to take their game system for myself. I was content with the games I had, and I wasn’t envious of them for having a better system than me. That was just the way life was. But to the left, this would be a great atrocity. For someone to have something that I didn’t was totally unfair. If my teacher in school was a socialist, she would have taken the other boy’s Nintendo DS and made him share it with me, even though that DS was not mine. She would have “redistributed the Nintendo DS” in the name of equality. This is why equality by redistribution through socialism doesn’t work and is inherently selfish. Many people, even conservatives, when talking about socialism, say, “The ideas sound great on paper, but they will never work.” But in reality, the ideas of socialism don’t sound good on paper and actually sound incredibly selfish.

Socialism says there are rich or prosperous people who have more money than you and that you deserve their earnings. Of course, there are selfish, greedy, rich people who did cheat their way to get there, but this is the exception, not the rule. Socialism breeds laziness by telling people they don’t need to work for something great; they can just take it from someone else. The people in charge say they are “redistributing” the wealth to make it fair for everyone, but really they are just giving themselves the power to do what they want with other people’s money. This is why when people say, “That isn’t real socialism,” it isn’t really correct because their view of socialism doesn’t take into account human nature. When people are given power and other people’s money, corruption always follows. This is why socialism will never work because when people have control over other people’s money, there will always be deceit.

But some people claim, “Well, it’s working in Nordic countries like Sweden and Denmark. Why can’t it work in America? These are examples of successful socialist countries!” I’m sure you hear it everywhere from everyone you talk to about socialism and capitalism, that we should just be more like Nordic countries. The way they describe it makes it sound like a paradise where nothing ever goes wrong, a perfect example of socialism. The government takes care of its people, there’s no corruption, and people get everything for free. This might be what people like Bernie Sanders, Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez, and the blue-haired girl in your sociology class try to tell you, but they’re incredibly misinformed. They’re wrong because Nordic countries are not successful examples of socialism. I mean, even after Bernie Sanders claimed Denmark was a socialist country, Danish prime minister Lars Lokke Rasmussen said, “I would like to make one thing clear, Denmark is far from a socialist planned economy. Denmark is a market economy.” So how did so many people get it wrong? Why do so many people think Nordic countries are great examples of socialism when in reality they aren’t? Well, let’s look at what these countries’ economies and systems are actually like and see why they’re market economies and not socialist.

One of the main things that socialists like AOC push for in America is minimum wage requirements, which is funny because Sweden, Denmark, Iceland, and Norway have no minimum wage requirements. When we get to the chapter on minimum wage, I will explain this further, but this is an example of how the market sets the wages, not the government. It is a market-driven economy that doesn’t need the government to tell people how to run their own businesses. Next, let’s look at the tax rate in Nordic countries. In the 20th century after World War II, Sweden started to turn to more of a socialist model, with more regulations on businesses, state-owned companies, and higher tax rates. Many thought that these changes would further boost the country’s economy, but they actually had the opposite effect. Sweden saw a sharp drop in innovation, and many businesses left the country. After 1990, Sweden enacted changes to make itself more of a free-market economy despite what Bernie Sanders would like you to believe. The country deregulated the market, companies owned by the government were sold, and competition in enterprise was able to flourish. Sweden cut taxes; got rid of property, inheritance, and gift taxes; and cut the size of government by a third. It implemented a school voucher program to give people even more freedom, all while creating more private jobs and more wealth. Bernie Sanders and AOC love to refer to these Nordic countries as socialist, but really they’re referring to the past of these countries where people were poorer, there were fewer jobs, and the economy struggled. It was only when Sweden embraced capitalism and turned away from regulation and government control that it was actually able to flourish. If that’s the socialism they are referring to, then sign me up!

Socialism is not alive and well in Nordic countries, and it has never worked anywhere it has been tried. If you look at the Economic Freedom Index put out by the Heritage Foundation, it shows that the countries that are the most socialist rank lowest in per capita income. The three lowest countries on this index are Cuba, Venezuela, and North Korea, and all are socialist. In comparison, the highest-ranked countries on that same index have income levels five times higher than those listed previously. That is because they are capitalist and have free markets. Everywhere socialism has been tried, people’s lives have gotten worse, and in many cases, the countries have turned to communism and gotten exponentially worse. During the 20th century, socialism and communism killed 65 million people in China, 20 million in Russia, and 3.5 million in Korea and Afghanistan, and those are just a few examples. There are plenty of examples of places where socialism has been tried and has failed and people have died in massive numbers. Some people will counter you by saying, “That isn’t socialism, that’s communism, and I don’t advocate for that.” But this point couldn’t have been addressed any better than by Vladimir Lenin himself, the man who led the socialist Russian Bolshevik revolution in the early 1900s, when he said, “The goal of socialism is communism.” Socialism inevitably leads to communism because when people gain that level of power, it is incredibly difficult to slow down or give up. Communism is the end goal of socialism, and if you don’t think it can happen here in America, you are sorely mistaken.

Some people you talk to will try to tell you that America is already socialist because we have state-funded police and fire departments and these are examples of socialism, but this couldn’t be further from the truth. Just because something is funded by taxpayers doesn’t make it intrinsically socialist; it just means it is taxpayer funded. Would the socialists really want to call President Trump a socialist because he gets a check for his salary from the government? Of course not. The police and firefighters and military are there to protect your private property and protect your God-given rights as an American and that is a legitimate role of government. Just because you aren’t an anarchist that doesn’t mean you’re a socialist. We can all agree that the government has legitimate roles to which tax dollars should go to protect individuals and make our lives better, but when the things we pay taxes for infringe on our liberties or try to take away our private property, then we start getting into dangerous territory. It could be argued that America is headed in the direction of socialism with many of the policies and programs the left pushes through and advocates for, but that still doesn’t mean every part of government is socialist. This is a trap that the left will use to pivot the argument away from the real issues of socialism and move toward trying to get a “Haha, got ya!” moment. Don’t fall for their trap, and keep the discussion on point with all of the legitimate issues that real socialism brings.

I went to California State University, Los Angeles in the winter of 2019 to talk to people about socialism and change minds, and with the right information and explanation I was able to change everyone’s way of thinking. I even had people afterward tell me they were now “anti-socialist” after speaking with me. This can be you if you ask the right questions and respond in the right way to their arguments. The first thing to do is to always know where your starting point is, so you should always ask them first to define what socialism is. This is where they may say equality or free healthcare or free college, and this is where you have the chance to explain to them what socialism really is, which is the government owning the means of production. After explaining to them what socialism really is or at least hearing what they think socialism is, then you can get into the meat of the conversation. Start by asking them if there are any successful examples of socialism, and they will most likely say Nordic countries. You then can go on to explain to them the information I presented earlier in this chapter about how Nordic countries are actually market economies with lower corporate taxes than America with a high social safety net and small populations. You then can ask them if there are any other examples they know of where real socialism has been tried and been successful. They probably won’t have a great answer since there aren’t any examples, and then you can ask them the final question: “If there are so many examples of failed socialist states and so many examples of successful capitalist ones, why would we want to continue trying a system that time and time again has failed?” All the other information in this chapter will help you answer any other questions that may come up, but the main point of all of it is that everywhere socialism has been tried, it has failed. Continue down that line of thinking and you will be able to change the mind of everyone you talk to about socialism.







Chapter 13
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“FREE” COLLEGE



A VIRAL VIDEO came out a couple years ago when Elizabeth Warren was running for president of the United States in the 2020 race. She was at a campaign event in Iowa when a father came up to her and started asking her questions about her stance on student loans. The father was visibly angry, pressing on her promise to cancel student loan debt if she was elected president. “My daughter is in school,” he said. “I saved all my money just to pay my student loans. Can I have my money back?” Warren replied, “Of course not.” He then responded again, saying, “So you want to help those who don’t save any money and the ones that do the right thing get screwed? I saved my money. He made more than I did,” he said, talking about another man he knew who spent his money poorly. “I worked a double shift, worked extra… so you’re laughing at me.” She said, “No, I’m not,” and he responded, “Yes, that’s exactly what you’re doing. We did the right thing, and we get screwed.” It’s funny; the people who talk the biggest game on this issue can’t even defend their own positions rationally.

Right after our chapter on socialism we go straight to free college, another pinnacle of the leftist dream. Changing minds on free college is one of the easiest issues to talk to people about because the idea of it already makes no sense. Nothing in the world is free—everything has to be paid for by somebody—and so you are in some ways arguing against something that isn’t even real. But alas, the left continues to push for this and make false promises, so we as conservatives have to continue to debate and convert people on the topic. Let’s start with why people are talking about this in the first place.

First of all, young people nowadays are entitled. They feel like they are owed everything for free without having to work hard for it, and leftist politicians take advantage of this. They earn the vote of young people by promising them things they can’t deliver on, like free college and free healthcare, and then get into power and earn clout, money, and influence. College gets more and more expensive, and leftists continue to preach how it should be free, enticing millions of people who have little knowledge of taxes and government. But how did college get so expensive in the first place? If college was cheaper, maybe people would not be calling for it to be free. The ironic thing about it is that the leftists who already work in our government are the reason why college is so expensive in the first place.

There is now over $1.6 trillion in unpaid student debt in America. That is more than credit card and auto loan debt, beat out only by mortgage debt. The reason why college is so expensive and so many people are in debt is because of government intervention. Once the federal government got involved with the student loan business, college started getting exponentially more expensive. Since 1978, the price of college has increased over 1,000 percent, way past the rate of inflation. Some tuitions can cost up to $50,000 a year, and students are able to afford this massive cost by taking out student loans. The average student in 2015 graduated with roughly $35,000 in student loan debt, and it takes the average student 10 to 20 years to pay off all their loans. Colleges continue to raise their prices, and the federal government continues to give bigger and bigger loans to incoming students, while the politicians and universities make money hand over fist, leaving students in massive debt. They do this by making interest off the student loan debt that people incur, and when it takes 20 years for a kid to pay off a loan, that’s a lot of interest sent back to the government. Now imagine that millions of young people are taking out these loans and accruing huge amounts of interest on them. You also can’t file bankruptcy on a student loan from the government, which means you will always be paying the government this money no matter what. This is why the colleges and government are working hand in hand to make college so expensive. Not because the quality of education is going up, but because they are making billions off the backs of the same college students they claim they are trying to help by giving them opportunity with such easily accessible loans. The colleges claim to be “helping” students by making student loans so easy to get, but in reality, they’re all liars and are doing it for the sole purpose of getting filthy rich.

Back in the day, kids used to have to get good grades to get a student loan. Now it’s basically a matter of not flunking out of high school and having a pulse and you’ll get instantly approved. You used to have to have good grades, put on your best suit, and take your parents with you to the bank to cosign a student loan with you. It was much more difficult to get a loan, and you had to work hard in high school to be able to qualify. Now anyone can get a loan from the federal government, even if your grades sucked, because they want to make money off you. It doesn’t matter if you fail out of college or have an emergency or decide you want to work instead of going to university; those loans through the government are with you forever. Again, you can’t file bankruptcy on these loans, and so that debt carries with you forever. This system of quick approval for loans might seem like it would help lower-income students be able to get into school more easily or help kids who didn’t have the best upbringing get into university, but in a lot of ways it makes things worse. A student who doesn’t do very well in high school but is easily approved for a loan isn’t going to do very well in college with the increased rigor in the classes, and so they will probably fail out. But even if they fail out, that student debt is still with them. We see the same thing with affirmative action policies, where many black and Hispanic kids with worse grades are admitted into school solely because of the color of their skin but fail out because the classes are too difficult. It’s not that these kids are all stupid; it’s just that they haven’t been prepared to handle these harder classes by the education they had in high school. In America right now, only 59 percent of students exit college with a degree. That means that up to 41 percent of students who attended some college but didn’t graduate will still have to pay off student loan debt. I am one of those students, and I am still paying off my student loans for two years of college in which I basically learned nothing of value. What a waste of money!

Now let’s go back to the idea of making college “free” and the implications that would have on America. First of all, college is not “free”—hence the quotation marks. Someone still has to pay for it. The buildings have to be maintained, the resources and food and materials have to be paid for, the professors and staff all need salaries, and all of this requires a huge amount of money. No magical fairy comes down from the sky and pays for all of this; this is done through our tax dollars, and a lot of them.

First, we would have to repay 90 percent of the $1.6 trillion in student loan debt from the federal government, and then we would have to keep those taxes up to pay for all the new students going to school or people continuing their education. That is a lot of money, which means a lot more money out of your paycheck or your businesses bottom line to pay for it. Nobody wants to do that, and the people who want free college really don’t understand the tax burden that will be laid on them if this leftist dream becomes a reality.

Second, if college did become totally taxpayer funded, where would the incentive be to go to school as quickly as possible or do your best with your education? Think about it. If you could just go to college without ever having to worry about the cost, wouldn’t you borrow more? Wouldn’t you take your sweet time in college rather than working hard? When you’re given something for free, there is no incentive for you to treat it well. Imagine if someone gave you a car for free; knowing you could just get another one, how would you treat it? You would spill your coffee and leave it wet there on the seat. You would slam on the brakes and do donuts in the parking lot. You would push the pedal to the metal and floor it in a 35-mile-per-hour zone. Now imagine if you saved money and bought a car, knowing that you didn’t have anymore money and this is the only car you would have. How would you treat that one? You would wash it regularly. You would take it in early for an oil change. You would drive the speed limit and keep it safe from harm. When people are given things for free with no repercussions, they never treat them well, and the same holds true for an education. Free college disincentivizes students from being patient and smart with their money and instead makes them reckless and uncaring, knowing that if they fail or do poorly, they can just do it again on someone else’s dime.

Thirdly, just think for a second how unfair “free” college is to the average American. This goes back to the video with Elizabeth Warren I talked about at the beginning of the chapter and leads into what I think is the best question to ask when changing minds on this topic. Imagine you get out of high school and you don’t want to go to college. You decide to start your own business instead, let’s say a pizza company, and it starts to take off. You start making some cash, you hire more employees, and before you know it, you’re making more money than a college graduate would. Then a leftist gets elected president and starts promising free college to everyone. Now you, a person who didn’t graduate from college, have to pay taxes for other people to go to college for free. Then remember only 59 percent of people graduate from college, and the majority of people who do are getting degrees in communications and social sciences, degrees with high unemployment rates, and that you are paying for them to be able to go and do that. How screwed up is that? Imagine a trash man making $150,000 a year with no college degree now having to pay for someone else’s college education for a gender studies degree. Nothing about that is fair, and people should have to be responsible for their own college degree, not have it paid for off the backs of hardworking Americans who decided college was not for them.

The idea of “free” college is a very stupid idea when you actually look at it fully. Aside from everything we have already talked about, making college free destroys the prestige of college. It turns college into a glorified high school when it is taxpayer funded, and since anyone will be able to go, the quality of the education will go down. Imagine there was a secret club that only a certain number of people who worked hard were able to get into, and then one day they just decided to let anyone into the club no matter their credentials. The club wouldn’t be so elite and interesting anymore, would it? It would be filled with people who didn’t work hard enough to get in with the old standards, and the quality of the club would go down. This is exactly what would happen to universities if they became free. Everyone would be able to go, and the overall prestige of having a college degree would go down even further, rendering it practically useless.

So, let’s get into the questions to ask to actually change people’s minds. First establish with your listener whether they think college should be free, and if they say yes, you move on to the next question. The first real question to ask deals with what we talked about earlier: being entitled to someone else’s money. “If college was ‘free,’ that would mean it was taxpayer funded. Imagine if I chose not to go to college and get a job or start my own business. Why would someone else going to college to earn their degree be entitled to my money when I chose not to go to college myself?” This question deals with the real problem of this whole issue, which is the idea of freedom. People should be able to choose how to spend their money, not be forced to spend it on somebody else’s higher education, which this question can help convince them of. I’ve found when I’ve asked this question that most people have never thought of it that way before and feel bad for making someone else pay for their education.

The second question to ask them is about the quality of education if college were free. You can ask, “If college were free, don’t you think that would turn college into a glorified high school where everyone could get in? Wouldn’t that ruin the prestige and honor of going to college in the first place?” Some people for this one may say no, so you can then continue on by pushing them about how people drop out when they aren’t prepared for college. If everyone can get in, it only exacerbates the problem of people being unprepared and dropping out.

The last question to ask is the finisher to change their mind on the whole issue. Ask them, “If college was cheaper overall, would you be more willing to give up on the idea that college should be free? If it was cheaper, more people could pay for it, right?” They will agree, and you can then ask, “Do you know why college is so expensive in the first place?” They will say no, and then you can go on to explain to them what we talked about in the beginning of this chapter: how the colleges and government teamed up to make college expensive to keep kids hooked and make enormous amounts of money. If you can have a clear conversation with them sticking to this guide, you can easily change their minds on one of the most preposterous ideas the left tries to push.
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“FREE” HEALTHCARE



FREE COLLEGE, free healthcare, free the nipple. The left loves giving things away for free. If only they would apply that same attitude to capitalism and support free markets! Free healthcare is a lot like free college, where we see that we are debating an idea that doesn’t make sense in the first place. Also, just like free college, nothing is free, and someone has to pay for it, which again would be the taxpayer. The difference between free healthcare and free college is that healthcare is much more important than college. Universities have become massive indoctrination centers and daycares in America, while healthcare is something that every single person uses and is necessary.

As you guys know, I grew up in Colorado, and whenever I tell people I’m from there, they love to tell me all about how great the 303’s weed is. I hate that my home state is stigmatized with that, but alas, that’s how it is. Because of this love of marijuana in Colorado, every April 20, there is a massive 4/20 festival celebrating the drug, and so in 2019 I went to shoot a video. I decided to make it about free healthcare and ask the stoners and celebrators what they thought about it, and the answers I got were exactly what you’d expect. When asked if they wanted free healthcare, they all said yes. When asked who would pay for it, they all said, “I don’t know.” Many of them felt like they should get weed for free as well but, again, had no idea who was going to pay for it. This is the main point to address regarding “free” healthcare. Everyone thinks they deserve something for free and that they are entitled to it. There is a lot of information to debate people on when it comes to this topic and how to change minds, but the main thing to keep in the back of your mind is that you have to convince people to feel less entitled. If you do that, you can easily get them to understand that free healthcare isn’t really free and that it is not the best way to handle our current healthcare system.

Every time I talk to leftists on this issue, whether that’s on campus, on social media, or at debates, I hear one line over and over again: “Healthcare is a human right.” I’m sure you’ve heard it before too. This little quip is a way to shut down any argument you have on the topic. It puts you in a position where no matter how expensive, how inefficient, how troublesome getting universal healthcare is, it is necessary, and everyone is entitled to it. Let’s break this down so you can adequately combat this point before moving on to the rest of the argument.

First, healthcare is much too broad a topic to define in the one word “healthcare.” What does that really mean? Is it clean water so everyone can stay healthy? Is it vaccines so you don’t get sick? What about lifesaving surgeries? Or what about check-ins with your doctor about a sore back? Or therapy sessions with a psychiatrist? Or maybe you want a boob job—how about that? All these things could fit under the wide umbrella of “healthcare,” but what is actually necessary and what isn’t? If you are talking to someone about healthcare being a human right, it is important to press them on this and get their definition of what healthcare actually is. Some might say therapy is not necessary to be covered in a universal healthcare system because it is only mental health and your life isn’t in danger, while some people might say without therapy someone could kill themselves or hurt others, so it is incredibly necessary. The line for this is very gray, and you and the person you’re talking to need to get on the same common ground moving forward in the rest of the chat.

Second, let’s talk about the main problem with universal free healthcare, which is you being entitled to someone else’s labor. Imagine you are a doctor doing surgeries in a free-market system. When people need surgery, they come to the hospital and pay for the surgery through cash or their own health insurance, and you perform it. It is a mutual transaction, and both people benefit. Now imagine if you are in a free healthcare system as that same doctor. Essentially you are a government employee, and the government is now paying for the surgery. This also means that people are entitled to your labor. The government gets to choose the price of the surgery and how much to pay you for it, and you just have to do it. You could quit, but you wouldn’t be able to be a doctor anymore, since in the public healthcare system there would be no private practices. What this means is that people’s “right” to healthcare is totally dependent on you, the doctor, meaning that the only way for them to have their human right is for you to work for them. This is why you cannot have a human right that is based on someone else’s labor. Someone else is responsible to provide you with that human right, and that is a total restriction of their freedom of choice.

Let’s look at an example of government-run healthcare in the United States: the system at Veterans Affairs. Back at the 4/20 march in Colorado, I talked to a man who was actually a veteran. When asked about free healthcare, he said we need to “get into the 21st century” like the other countries around the world that already have universal healthcare. But then when I asked him about the VA as an example of failed government care, he completely agreed. He said he had been waiting seven months for an appointment and that the government made a mess out of the VA. If you give people real examples of failed American government care, you can open up their minds instead of just having them base their feelings on examples from countries far away that they know nothing about. To put it simply, the VA does not work well. If you don’t know what the VA is exactly, it is a government agency that provides healthcare services to military veterans. There are 1,700 medical centers and clinics across the country that specialize in healthcare and some healthcare-related specialties for American veterans. With the government involved in the VA, that means the government hires the doctors and staff and owns the medical facilities. It may have a lot of clinics and facilities for veterans, but the VA is not run well. This is what happens when the government runs your healthcare. The wait times at many of these centers are horrible, and veterans are not able to get the care they need.

In Phoenix, Arizona, three VA healthcare officials were put on leave after as many as 40 patients died after delays in treatment. Records of patients were also hidden so people wouldn’t know the number of patients who weren’t being treated (none were charged with crimes relating to patient deaths or records). In Colorado, records were falsified, and veterans had to wait months to get the care that they needed. The bureaucracy within the VA is insane, and this is the result of having your system run by the government. Medical equipment, practices, and prescriptions are outdated, and there are plenty of stories from veterans describing things that were done at the VA that would never happen in a private hospital with updated technology.

These problems aren’t because of a lack of funding, either, as from 2009 to 2015, the VA budget grew over 58 percent and is continuing to rise. The VA needs a massive overhaul, and the best thing to do would be to give the veterans vouchers where they can choose the best care for themselves in the private sector and aren’t forced to go to the terrible VA clinics throughout America filled with scandal and bureaucracy. Veterans need more freedom with their healthcare, not more government control, and this is a clear example of what happens when you get the government involved in people’s healthcare.

But what about Canada? When I talk to leftists about free healthcare, they always say, “Canada has free healthcare. We should be more like Canada!” Well, how does Canada’s healthcare system even work? First of all, Canada’s “universal” healthcare actually only covers about 70 percent of all medical costs, leaving out some pharmaceuticals, dental, and vision. Even with this lack of coverage, Canadian households still pay over $9,000 a year on average for their healthcare. So much for “free,” huh? To keep costs down, Canada, like the VA, still uses outdated equipment and medicine; Canada has fewer MRI machines per capita than Turkey. Wait times in Canada’s system are also terrible, with wait times for the ER over four hours long in some cases. Seeing specialists can also take a long time.

Here is one story from the Heritage Foundation: “One doctor in Ontario called in a referral for a neurologist and was told there was a four-and-a-half-year waiting list. A 16-year-old boy in British Columbia waited three years for an urgent surgery, during which his condition worsened, and he was left paraplegic. One Montreal man finally got the call for his long-delayed urgent surgery—but it came two months after he had died.” To escape these long wait times, Canadians come to America, the same place leftists who live here want to turn into Canada. Ironic, isn’t it?

Canadian hospitals and clinics aren’t able to upgrade their equipment and have such long wait times because they are all price rationed. What this means is that doctors and administrators have to budget their spending to an incredibly tight degree set by the government. The hospitals are forced to ration their care so they don’t overspend, which in turn gives them outdated equipment and technology and incredibly long wait times. They can’t upgrade their equipment, and they can’t see every patient in a timely manner, or they will go over budget. This is what happens when the government sets the prices and standards for your care, and there is no freedom of choice from the doctors and hospitals. Canada’s healthcare system has raised taxes, made the treatment worse, and totally increased the wait times and is the exact opposite of what America should be looking to as an example.

After you talk about Canada, I’m sure that they will bring up a myriad of other examples of places where “free” healthcare works. The UK, Sweden, Finland, Denmark—you name it, there are lots of examples of countries with socialized medicine. You could write a whole book going through all of them and their inefficiencies and the differences in their systems, but there is one thing they all have in common. They all depend on America. If you want cutting-edge technology, low wait times, and the best care, America is the place to go. People from America are not going to the UK or Canada for care; the people from those countries are coming to America. The reason these countries are able to even have a shot at their universal healthcare models is because of the United States. The United States spends way more than any of these other countries on medical research and new technologies, and over $70 billion per year of this research and development is spent in the private sector. Due to the fact that America has a free-market healthcare system where finding new medical technologies can be an extremely profitable business, the rest of the world profits off our innovation and reaps the benefits of our new technology and research. In short, without America, these other countries’ universal systems would never be possible.

What about the cost? How much would it really cost to have a free healthcare system in America like Bernie Sanders wants? According to a Mercatus study, a free healthcare system in America would cost the amount of money we already spend on healthcare now plus another $32.6 trillion over 10 years. I’ll say it again—$32.6 trillion. According to the author of the Mercatus study, even if you doubled all corporate and income taxes in America, it still would not be enough to pay the incredible cost of government healthcare in America. Doesn’t sound so “free” now, does it? All the people who think free healthcare is the way forward and is the way to make their lives better are totally misguided by the way the left describes it. Universal healthcare is not free in any way, shape, or form, and by using the word “free,” the left is able to manipulate millions of Americans into thinking it is the way America should be.

So how do we change minds on free healthcare with the best questions? The first thing to do is to establish that healthcare provided by the government is not free. Ask, “Who pays for the free healthcare?” They either will not know or will say taxpayers. If they say they don’t know, you simply have to tell them it is they who have to pay for it. Then you tell them the enormous burden it would be on the taxpayers and how much it would actually cost from the preceding data. Again, the main thing we have to get across to people is that free healthcare is not free. I know I keep bringing this up, but it is paramount that whomever you are talking to understands it. Nothing is free, and it always has to be paid for by somebody.

At this point in the conversation, you can start getting into the VA and other countries’ healthcare systems, as I’m sure they will bring them up. You can bring these things up as well by asking questions and not just telling them. You can ask, “Do you think that Canadian healthcare is efficient?” or, “Do you know why the VA is so horrible?” and then go on to explain the reality to them based on their answers.

The last part of this debate is the fairness aspect. Just like free college, the issue of whether someone should have to pay for someone else’s healthcare is a very important question but is a little different with healthcare versus college. Many people would argue that healthcare is much more important than college and should be taxpayer funded. While it is true that healthcare is much more necessary in most cases than college for the majority of people, the issue of fairness is still there. You can ask a person you’re talking to this: “Imagine I am a very healthy individual. I have a good job, provide for my family, and save my money. I never smoke, I never drink, I work out, and I eat a lot of healthy food. Now imagine you are a very unhealthy person. Let’s say you’re actually an alcoholic and you decide to get behind the wheel of a car and drive. You end up crashing into a tree in your drunken stupor and totally destroy your body. You were a drunk and had no money, but because of free healthcare, you now get medical treatment paid for by taxpayers. Is that fair that I, a healthy, hardworking individual, now have to pay for the healthcare of someone else who made the conscious decision to put their own life in danger and drink and drive? Or what about a lifelong smoker? Should I have to pay for their medical treatment as well, even though they knew the consequences of what smoking can do? Why would people with good medical histories and lots of money need to pay for the medical care of unhealthy individuals?” This question may sound a little heartless, I know, like, are we supposed to just let the people die? Of course not; that is ethically and morally wrong. But to think that some other individual has the responsibility to pay for someone else is also wrong. In a free-market system where people can freely choose their own insurance and hospitals, and doctors can set up their own payment plans and prices, these kinds of questions don’t need to be answered. In a socialist universal healthcare system, all these moral dilemmas will come up constantly, and it will be the healthy individuals paying for the people who made unhealthy choices. People’s minds can be changed on this issue by convincing them it isn’t free, other systems don’t work and only have the illusion of working because of American innovation, and people should have personal responsibility to pay for their own healthcare. If you can convince them on those three things, you will always change their minds on the idea of free healthcare.







Chapter 15

[image: image]

MINIMUM WAGE



I’VE HAD A lot of jobs. Before working as the political commentator I am now, I did various other things. I was a lifeguard, field director, burrito maker, camp counselor, check-in boy at the gym, landscaper, fence repair guy, pizza boy, dog watcher, server, and even male nanny. Ever since I was 14, I have been working at one job or another, and over that time I worked for a lot of different wages. Sometimes I just got cash from whoever hired me, sometimes I worked pretty much just for tips, and sometimes I got minimum wage. Most kids growing up have had some sort of minimum wage job at some point through high school or college, and those types of jobs are a great stepping-stone to what life would become. You do those jobs to gain work experience and learn responsibility and time management, and if you do them well, you get advancement. But the left, with the push to raise the minimum wage, treats those types of jobs like they are people’s careers. Now I understand that not everyone is going to have some crazy, nice salary job, but it is still also true that minimum wage jobs are not meant to be for life. The minimum wage is a policy from leftists that sounds really nice and good on paper but is actually extremely harmful and destroys businesses and people’s self-worth.

The minimum wage first came about in America in Massachusetts in 1912 with a 38-cent-an-hour minimum wage. Then in 1938, Congress passed the Fair Labor Standards Act, which mandated a national minimum wage of 25 cents an hour. In 1949, the wage was raised to 75 cents per hour, and in 1963, President Kennedy passed the Equal Pay Act, which gave people from all groups the same pay for the same work. In 1968, the federal minimum wage was raised again to $1.60, which would be about $11.53 per hour when adjusted for inflation for today. As of 2019, 29 states and Washington, D.C., have higher minimum wages than the federal requirement, and many states are pushing for even higher. Increases to the minimum wage have always been met with great applause from progressives and politicians, but economists are too smart to fall for the trap. Nearly 75 percent of economists oppose the minimum wage, and for good reason; everywhere it is implemented it makes things worse.

Let’s look at why politicians would want to push for a higher minimum wage in the first place. The minimum wage, like welfare in a way, is something that people get dependent on. There are 1.7 million people in America who work minimum wage jobs and 60 million people who depend on the minimum wage, including 15 million children. For politicians, that is a huge voting bloc. When they think of those 1.7 million people, they don’t think these people need more opportunity and more freedom with their wages; they think, “Hey, I could get all these people to vote for me!” Imagine you’re a young politician coming on the scene and running for some office, and you toe a classic fiscally conservative line. Your platform states you want to get rid of the minimum wage, while on the other side of the aisle, your opponent tells people they want to raise it to “help the little guy.” Now imagine you’re a voter in this district and you have a minimum wage job or imagine you don’t know much about economics or only have a high school diploma. Which person are you going to vote for? Of course, the person who promises to raise your wages. This is another example of the left promising something that is supposed to help people when in reality it does the opposite and only serves to give them more power. And, of course, all these politicians make tons of money when they get elected, and none of them are in need of a minimum wage job. Politicians use raising the minimum wage as a way to get votes from lower-class and younger voters by promising them more money, but in reality in the long run, it only ends up making everybody poorer.

So, we talked about why people are pushing for a higher minimum wage, but what actually happens when you do raise it? Let’s talk about a basic scenario. Imagine you own a small business, and you have three employees. Each one makes $10 an hour, and each one is happy with their wage at the moment. Paying them $10 an hour is all you can do as a business owner without making yourself go broke, but since your employees accepted the job of their own volition, it is all good. Now imagine the government comes in and says you have to pay your employees a $15 minimum wage. What does that mean for you? Well, you can’t afford to pay each one an extra $5 an hour, so you have to let one of them go. Now you have two employees working for the same amount of money as when you had three employees, and in turn, your business suffers. You are one person short for the work you need done but are still having to pay the same amount of money out in wages, and eventually your business shuts down. This is what happens when you raise the minimum wage. It is a temporary boost to some employees’ earnings in the short run, but in a short amount of time, both business owners and employees suffer the consequences.

Seattle is a perfect case study of what happens when you actually raise the minimum wage. In 2014, Seattle voted to increase the minimum wage to $15 over a seven-year time period. A study by the University of Washington found that in 2016 the increase in wages reduced work hours for low-wage jobs by around 9 percent on average, resulting in a net loss of $125 per month per person. This is bad news for everyone. Not only does it make low-wage workers lose money in the long run because employers have to cut hours, it changes the ways employers have to run their businesses. Luckily when I was a lifeguard, there was no way to replace my job with some autonomous robot that could do my job for me more efficiently and for free. But in a lot of businesses, robots and technology are the future.

Imagine you’re the CEO of Target and the government raised the minimum wage. What do you do? Do you take it on the chin and take the losses in profit to help your employees, or do you figure out how to make it cheaper and turn this scenario into a win? The answer is obvious, and that’s what thousands of businesses have decided to do. Instead of hiring new employees or giving more hours to the ones they have, they lay off employees and replace them with new technology. In Target’s case, that would be self-checkout machines. Self-checkout machines mean that employees don’t have to be present to ring you up for your goods, and thus employees aren’t needed. It saves the company money but in turn demands that people be let go to make room for the new machines. At a fast-food restaurant like McDonald’s or Chick-fil-A, they now have self-ordering stations where people no longer have to see a cashier; they can just order on the machine. When the government raises wages through the minimum wage, businesses don’t first and foremost think of ways to save their employees; they think of ways to lower their operating costs to make more money, and automation is the future. Now this isn’t necessarily a bad thing. The free-market innovation in business to make companies more successful and the customer experience better is a good outcome, but regardless of all that good, the consequences on the person looking for low-wage work are real. Businesses are not charities, they are businesses, and they are always going to be worried about the bottom line to keep their businesses open.

With all that said, it should come as no surprise that minimum wage hikes affect low-skilled, less-educated people the most. When I was 16, no matter how many lives I wanted to save or what kind of good I wanted to do, I could not be a doctor, so I had to take a low-wage, entry-level position as a lifeguard instead. I was a low-skill worker, and I didn’t have much of a choice but to take a job that didn’t require much experience. This is also the case for millions of other Americans. Whether you’re a teenage kid looking for a job, a high school dropout, someone with a criminal record trying to get back on your feet, or someone with some other circumstance preventing you from becoming a highly skilled worker at the moment, minimum wage increases hurt you, not help you.

At a time when minimum wage laws weren’t so high or in states with less aggressive minimum wage laws, low-skill workers were able to get jobs much more easily because these entry-level positions didn’t cost business owners as much. But once the minimum wage rises, these low-skill jobs now have to be paid at a much higher wage, forcing businesses to not want to hire low-skill workers because if they’re shelling out more money per employee, they want the best worker they can get. Thus, less-skilled and less-educated workers no longer have good entry-level job positions available for them, and they struggle to find work. This is what happens to thousands of families and individuals across the nation when the minimum wage increases. The same people who these programs are supposed to help actually end up being hurt by them in the long run. Talk about counterintuitive.

I went to UCLA and asked students how high the minimum wage should be, and this showed that these students had never heard anything like the stuff I had talked about throughout this chapter. I first started by asking students how high the minimum wage should be overall. Most said $15 or around there, and then after that, I raised the wages. I asked if $25 was a good wage, and they said yes. Then I asked if $35 was good, and they said yes. Then $45 an hour and so on until they caught on to what I was doing. They then would realize how arbitrary the number was and that the number could continue to rise to no end. I asked this question not to fool the students but to show them how out of control the minimum wage can be. The politicians can continue to promise higher and higher wages, and people will continue to vote for them and increase because they don’t understand the economics behind the situation.

This is a great way to get into a conversation with someone about minimum wage: by asking them how high the minimum wage should be and then raising the number until they say it shouldn’t be higher than that.

After that you can get into more of the meat of the conversation. Next, you can ask them about Seattle: “Did you know Seattle raised the minimum wage? Do you know what happened there?” Unless they are from Seattle, they probably won’t know, and even if they are from Seattle, they still probably won’t know. This is where you can explain to them the net loss of income from raising the minimum wage and how it negatively affected employees and laborers alike.

After this, you can get into the hypotheticals we talked about earlier in the chapter: “Did you know most businesses run at an average profit margin of 7 percent? With already so little room for increased costs, how do you think a business is supposed to stay open when the government forces it to pay employees more? Don’t you think it would have to let people go or eventually close down if it had to pay employees a wage set by the government?”

You can also ask them about how it would affect low-skill workers: “If you had a business and had to pay employees a higher amount, wouldn’t you defer from hiring low-skilled workers and look to only hire people with more experience?”

A good tip for all the topics in this book and all the questions you ask is to put the person you’re talking to in the shoes of whomever you’re talking about. If you’re talking about minimum wage, put them in the shoes of the business owner who now has to let someone go because of increased wages. This strategy makes them think about what they would do in that situation, not just arbitrarily with some random person in the world, and gets them connected to the issue. For any topic you talk to people about, this is a great way to change their mind.

The last thing to ask is about prices: “Imagine you’re the owner of a restaurant, for example. If the government raises the minimum wage, won’t you have to raise the prices in your restaurant to keep up with the higher wages? Isn’t that bad for business and the economy at large?” All of these things are common-sense economics when you really think about them, and after you ask the right questions, putting your listener in the shoes of the business owner, they will easily wake up to the fact that raising the minimum wage is a terrible idea for not just businesses but employees as well.







Chapter 16

[image: image]

CAPITALISM



THE WORD “CAPITALISM” is seen as a dirty word in America nowadays. Leftists and misinformed Americans don’t use the word as a way to describe an economic system; they use it as a way to describe evil. Capitalism by their definition equals greed and malice and is used as a means to crush the little guy and get filthy rich. They think capitalism is the worst thing to ever happen to America and the west and that it has to be replaced by a new system. The funny thing is that when people describe it this way, they are missing the whole point. Capitalism can be described really in one sentence: Capitalism is the mutual transactions between people. Does that sound so bad or so evil? Of course not, and that is the clear definition of what capitalism is. Capitalism when implemented in a society turns into much more than that, but at the heart of it, even in a country with millions of people, that is the basis for what it is: millions of people making transactions through their own discretion for things they want or need.

When I went to California State University, Los Angeles to ask people about capitalism, I was shocked at how little the students knew about it. I essentially had to explain it to them like they had never heard of it before. I gave them a situation. Imagine you have a sandwich, and I have $5. You, wanting my $5, and me, wanting your sandwich, decide to make a transaction in which I give you my $5 and you give me your sandwich. It is that simple. Capitalism is the voluntary exchange of goods or services for something else, and humans have been doing it for thousands of years. Capitalism is what has made society flourish and the human race so successful because people have traded with each other and more wealth is created.

Again, imagine you are the same guy with a sandwich. You find that you can make the sandwiches for $4 but can sell them for $5. Eventually you save the money you make from the sandwiches you’re selling, and you hire another guy to help you make sandwiches. Then you can sell double the sandwiches and make more money. Then eventually you can open up another store, hire more people, and make more and more sandwiches for people who want to buy them. The left says that this system of capitalism is exploitative and takes advantage of people, but with a pure capitalist sense, how does it do that at all? No one is forcing other people to buy the sandwiches from you, and no one is forcing you to make the sandwiches. If your sandwiches are bad or overpriced, people won’t buy them, and so you have to make a good product for it to be purchased. Capitalism in its original intent is totally voluntary, and both the person selling the sandwiches and the person buying them benefit.

This sandwich situation is only one hypothetical example of what happens millions of times per day across the world. You buy a coffee, you fill up your gas tank, you buy a new barbecue grill, you sell a mattress online—all of these are examples of what capitalism is, and capitalism has the power to bring millions of people out of poverty. In fact, capitalism is the only way to bring people out of poverty despite what the left would have you believe about how evil it is.

Let’s look at Chile. Chile is a country with a complicated past that has gone through many changes in a short period of time. It was first controlled by Marxists in the early 1970s but had a big change to a more militaristic government in the late 1970s. Some problems definitely took place when Augusto Pinochet took power in Chile, including human rights violations, but in an economic sense, Chile began to flourish, and by 1990, it was a democracy. In the 1980s, Chile began to institute economic free-market reforms; between 1973 and 2019, the Chilean economy grew by 293 percent, and it has the highest GDP per capita in any country in South America. Mortality rates for children declined, people got access to better healthcare, people started to live longer, and now Chile is ranked as having the 15th freest economy in the world. These free economy and capitalist properties are what made Chile such an economic powerhouse. The socialist policies it instituted beforehand are what set it into a world of chaos in the first place, and only capitalist principles got it to be a free, flourishing economic triumph.

Capitalism hasn’t just been successful in helping Chile; it has been successful in helping people all over the world. The number of people living in extreme poverty has gone down by 80 percent from 1970 to 2006, all thanks to capitalism. In 1820, 94 percent of the world’s population was in poverty, and by 1983, that number was 53 percent. By 2011, that number had declined even further to only 17 percent. Once again, because of capitalism. From 1988 to 2008, people in the lower and middle classes saw a 40 percent increase in wages. Can you guess how? If you guessed capitalism, you’re right! Child mortality rates also went down 49 percent from 1990 to 2013, according to the World Health Organization. With the free market, children and mothers around the world get better access to medicine and treatment, producing an all-around higher standard of living. Capitalism is the key to bringing the world out of poverty, and right now because of capitalism, the world has the lowest number of people living in poverty than ever before.

The ironic part about all the hate on capitalism is that the same people who hate on it benefit from it every day. When I went to the University of San Diego and asked people about Che Guevara and their “Che Cafe,” I got into it with one guy who said Che Guevara was a socialist icon and that socialism was the best future for America. I then asked him where he bought his clothes. He was perplexed at first but answered that he got them at a thrift store. I then asked him if he had an iPhone, to which he replied yes. I then was able to ask him if he knew how all the products he wore and used were created. He didn’t know exactly, but the main point I made to him is that all those things—his thrift shop clothes, his iPhone, and his little nose ring—were all products of capitalism. Someone in the free market made goods that he wanted to purchase, and with the money he had from a job or his parents or whatever else, he was able to buy that good of his own volition. No one was forcing him to buy the products he had, and he did so because he wanted to. If he lived under socialism, the government would own the industry and get to set the prices. The business does not get to choose how much to sell its nose rings for, the government does, and thus you can’t shop around or find the best deal or find the one you like; you are forced to choose from one place. With capitalism there is endless variety when there is demand, and there is no other economic system that provides that type of variety and innovation except for capitalism.

Let’s look at the Trump administration for a moment and see how it made America more capitalist with less government control, and the effects that had. The Trump administration cut taxes and deregulated the market, and in return America saw amazing growth in the economy. Minority groups had some of the lowest unemployment rates seen in generations, and people’s personal buying power increased. In the first three years of Trump’s administration, before the COVID pandemic hit, the median household income increased to $68,703 per year. This was an increase of $5,800 per year, or a 9 percent total increase since 2016. This is a big bump and never would have been possible without the help of capitalist principles implemented in the Trump economy.

This same plan of deregulation and tax cuts was seen first in the Reagan administration in the 1980s, where the economy once again did extremely well after a rough spot in the 1970s because of free-market economic practices with limited government intervention. Reagan cut the top income tax rate from 70 percent to 28 percent over his eight years in office and also cut the top corporate tax rate from 48 percent to 34 percent. During his eight years as president, Reagan created 16.5 million jobs due to these tax cuts and deregulation efforts, the second highest increase in jobs by any president and also the second highest percentage of jobs created by any president. Reaganomics, as it has been dubbed by economists, did have its problems, but when looking at the Reagan administration and the Trump administration, it is clear to see that more capitalism, not less, is a key to successfully creating a stronger, self-sustaining economy.

All this stuff about capitalism saving lives and helping people get access to healthcare and strengthening the economy sounds great, so why do people talk down about capitalism so much if all that is true? The first reason is that people are envious. Socialists are envious. They see what successful people have in their lives that they worked hard for, and they want to take it from them. Capitalism is freedom, and with that freedom, some people have the ability to get very rich if people really like what they have to sell. People see that wealth created and think that is a terrible thing, thinking, “Why does this person deserve to have all this money and be better off than me?” This is a very selfish attitude to have and is the attitude many anti-capitalists have. They see what another man has and has worked for, and they covet instead of thinking how they can create that same wealth for themselves.

The important part when talking to people about this is to ask them, “Okay, yes, one man can get very rich because of capitalism, but does that inherently make someone else poorer? Because the CEO of Walmart is very rich and made millions and millions of dollars, did that make anyone else lose money?” Walmart itself started as a small business by one man, Sam Walton, in 1962 with its first store but has since exploded into a massive chain of stores. With the creation and success of Walmart, millions of jobs were created, and billions of dollars were brought into the economy. Yes, the people who started Walmart became incredibly rich, but the world benefited from this, and people did not become poorer because the Waltons got rich; in fact, people got wealthier. Just because someone else got rich does not mean someone else got poorer, and in almost all cases, people get more money because of this. Instead of demonizing stores like Walmart, capitalist haters should be happy that Walmart came in and revolutionized the way stores do business forever and made millions of people money by providing millions of products at a great price. People are envious of the CEO of Walmart because he has tons of money, but because of all this money, people are able to see Walmarts all over where they can cheaply get the goods and services they use every day.

The second, and more difficult to explain, reason why people don’t like capitalism is because of the phenomenon known as crony capitalism. Crony capitalism is where businesses lobby the government and get special treatment. This is why we see some businesses getting so massive and shutting out all competition because they take advantage of the government by paying it off. The government is bought off by a business paying it to buy its products, and thus competition in the free market is destroyed. People in Congress get filthy rich by doing this, lining their own pockets from corporate interests and snuffing out the competition in certain businesses’ favor. This is a valid reason to hate big business, and I get a lot of flak from conservatives for even talking about this, but it really is something the left and right should come together to put a stop to. The reason why some conservatives get mad at me for this is because, first, they think capitalism is the be all and end all and don’t think the government should be involved and, second, Republicans in government are just as guilty in this as the Democrats, so they don’t want to talk about it. I will go more into this issue in the final chapter of this book, but just know how to spot the difference between crony capitalism and real capitalism so when you talk to people about how evil capitalism is you can explain to them the difference and agree with them that the crony version should be stopped.

Capitalism is a hard topic to change people’s minds on because of the fierce correlation capitalism has with negative thoughts in people’s minds, but with the right questions and the right lines of reasoning, you can definitely change their minds on the issue and at the very least inspire them to do their own research on it. The first thing you need to do is to have them define capitalism. As with all the topics in this book, it is always a good idea to ask the person with whom you’re talking to describe what you are talking about in a nonconfrontational way. Don’t ask in a rude way like you’re expecting them not to know; ask in a way that shows you are looking for an actual genuine answer. If you can both come to an agreement on the definition of whatever you’re talking about, it makes it much easier for you to have a productive discussion; otherwise you both will just be arguing in circles about definitions and semantics, which in the end gets you both nowhere.

If they don’t know what capitalism is, the best thing you can do is to explain to them the sandwich situation we talked about in the beginning of this chapter and have them understand that before going any further. As we’ve talked about in this chapter as well, capitalism is the greatest system ever devised to lift people out of poverty. A great question to ask people is “Do you know any system other than capitalism that has raised millions of people out of poverty?” They will probably not know or say Scandinavian countries’ socialism (which, as we discussed in the chapter on socialism, is actually capitalism), and then you can get into all of capitalism’s successes. “Did you know that capitalism brought Chile out of extreme poverty into democracy after socialism? Did you know that the world is 120 times better off today than in 1800 because of capitalism? Did you know that child mortality rates fell 49 percent from 1990 to 2013 because of capitalism?” You can use these examples as well as the other ones we talked about in this chapter to show the sheer power capitalism has had in making the world a better, freer, and more prosperous place.

If they are still not convinced after this, you can ask them about themselves: “If you don’t like capitalism, why do you support and use products every day that are the products of capitalism? Do you have an iPhone? Do you have unique clothes? Do you have a car? You are only able to buy all of these goods because of the free market and capitalism giving you the best value for your money and the greatest variety in a competitive market. Do you think you’d be able to get these same prices and this selection of goods and services in a socialist system?” This is definitely more of an aggressive question to ask people, so don’t be shocked if, at this point, they get more defensive. Be ready to bring the conversation back to a civil and productive place if it gets out of hand and move on to the last question.

At this point, if you both haven’t come to an agreement, they will probably be talking about how capitalism takes advantage of poor people and only caters to the rich. You can finish with this: “Wouldn’t you say capitalism actually helps poor people because it helps give them an opportunity to get out of poverty by either starting a business or using their skills as a valuable employee? Without capitalism, what opportunity would these people have to start a new life or build themselves up financially?” This is where the conversation should end because there is no other system besides capitalism that can bring massive amounts of people out of poverty. Socialism can’t, and if these people really cared about poor people, they would be looking for less government control and more free markets, not the opposite.







Chapter 17
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A VISION FOR AMERICA



WHAT IS A real conservative’s vision for America? I’m not just talking about conservative talking points and ideas, but what our actual plan is. I’m not talking about the Republican Party platform or something that the politicians promise. I’m talking about the real proposal conservatives need to put forward to save this country. I ask this to lots and lots of conservatives all the time, and no one seems to have a great answer. Most of the answers I hear are just a pushback against big government blandly or a push against the left or against the liberal media, but all these plans have one thing in common: They are all defensive. Conservatives for far too long have taken the defensive position, only putting forward plans and visions that are a direct answer to what the left is already doing. But by the time that conservatives develop a plan or talking point or call to action to combat the latest leftist agenda, it is too late, and the left’s plan has already come to fruition. Conservatives have to get off the defensive and on the attack to push our ideas forward, instead of everything we believe in being against whatever the left is saying at the time. We also have to rethink our messaging and get rid of many of the same old stale talking points we have been using for years.

One thing we hear conservatives reference all the time is how bad Venezuela is. It is true—don’t get me wrong, socialism ruined that country, and it is a good example of what a tyrannical government can do to your country—but saying, “Venezuela is bad” is not a vision for America; it is only a defense on what the left already got away with. I’ve never been to Venezuela, and almost everyone else I know has never been to Venezuela, so it is hard to get people to connect with it. We also see lots of conservatives today saying platitudes such as “We want values like the 1950s and prosperity like the 1980s.” Now, those things are all well and good, but what do they have to do with me? I wasn’t alive in the 1950s to see what the values of America were, and I wasn’t around in the 1980s to see the booming economy. Again, it is good to bring those examples up as points when you are trying to change minds on America’s future, but they are wholly unconvincing when trying to get someone excited about conservatism, especially young people. I’m a 25-year-old guy, and I never experienced any of those times, so referencing them has no real relevance to my life or what I want my future to be like. The left, instead of looking to the past of what they want our country to be like, looks to the future and has a hard, concrete plan. They say things such as “In 10 years, we want to defund the police. By 2030 we want no more fossil fuels. If I get elected, I will make college free.” Although their ideas are bad, you can’t deny the fact that they have a solid, succinct plan, and this is why conservatives lose. Young people in America right now hear the left’s plan that is tangible and something they can actually look forward to and are incredibly attracted to it. They like that much more than just hearing the defense from conservatives: “We want the police, we don’t want to end fossil fuels, and we don’t want free college.” If conservatives want to win the culture and win the hearts and minds of the next generation, the first thing we have to do is come up with a plan that people can actually tangibly get behind and support.

So, what do conservatives actually push forward as a plan for America? Well, one thing is absolutely the most important, cannot be sacrificed, and cannot be undermined: bringing God back to America or, what I say in my speeches: let’s make God great again. It is more important now than ever for conservatives to make this not just a part but the forefront of our plan, by bringing Judeo-Christian values back to America. One of the most important lessons from the Bible that Dennis Prager ever taught me was about the first two verses of the Bible. Genesis 1:1 says, “In the beginning God created the heavens and the earth,” which shows his immeasurable and perfect power. Genesis 1:2 then goes on to say, “Now the earth was formless and empty, darkness was over the surface of the deep, and the Spirit of God was hovering over the waters.” God created the universe, and in this formless emptiness God created everything and God created order.

Without God, there can be no order, only chaos, and the left thrives on chaos. Thinking men can menstruate is chaos. Socialism is chaos. Calling everyone a racist who disagrees with them is chaos. The left has replaced God with their religion of leftism, and thus everything they touch turns to chaos. Without an obedience to God, America will fall to the left’s chaos. But it is not just an obedience; it is an evangelical approach to God. In all of our lives, we must be disciples for Him and relay His message all across America. We have to share it in our communities, with our families and friends, and everywhere we see. I’ll be honest; you will probably be called a “Bible-thumping conservative,” but just as we see in Scripture in Romans 6:23, “For the wages of sin is death, but the free gift of God is eternal life in Christ Jesus our Lord.” You will find true bliss and comfort in Him, not in what you find on this earth, and the judgments of others should not cause you to stray from God. It is imperative that every person in America realizes this fact, and it is up to all of us to try to make this happen. I’ve always said that if every person in the world followed the Ten Commandments, the world would be a better place, and you would be hard-pressed to find any atheist who would disagree with that fact. The values and truth within the Bible are what will bring America back from the chaos we see our country in, and bringing those values back has to be our first and most important priority.

One of the most important things we have to remember is that no matter what happens in elections, in this country, or in anything else, God is in control. This fact is easy to forget or miss. It is easy for me even in my day-to-day life to see all the horrible things going on in California and in this country and think how hopeless everything is. But at the end of the day, I always know God has a plan, and He’s got this. People nowadays put far too much faith in their political leaders when they should be putting it in God. And even if they don’t put it in God for whatever reason, they should at least be putting it in their families and values, not in elections and material objects. As we have lost God in America, people have put their faith in government above God or put faith in selfishness over family, and this is why there has been such a breakdown.

Exodus 20:12 states as the Fifth Commandment, “Honor your father and mother. Then you will live a long, full life in the land the Lord your God is giving you.” People put aside family and thus put aside God, and then we see a breakdown of our country. If people honored their parents as much as they honored the influencers they saw on Instagram or AOC, the world would be a much better place. I can’t put all the blame on individuals, though; a lot of this blame has to go on parents. If parents taught their children from a young age good values and personal responsibility, then there wouldn’t be such a breakdown in this country. I hear every single day from people on social media about how “I’m a hardcore conservative patriot, but my kids are total leftists who hate my ideas and values.” Parents have to take more of a real interest in their kids’ lives and get them on the right path early. Keep your kid from seeing horrible leftist thoughts on social media, have them talk to you about what they learn in school and explain to them the right things, and read them Scripture from the Bible. A strong family unit is the pinnacle of American society, and without it America will crumble.

When I was in high school and college, I never called my mom unless I needed something. My relationship with my family was poor, so I turned to debauchery and victimhood and leftism. Now as a newly baptized conservative Christian, I make sure to text my mom every day and call her every week to see how she is doing. I cannot stress to you enough how important it is that you put family at the forefront of your life structure. It will make you a happier, more stable person, and you will be a thousand times better off for reestablishing those family relationships and honoring your mother and father.

So, we have gone through the two most important things to focus on in a vision for America. The first is putting God at the forefront, and the second is having a strong family unit. These are more tangible for the individual, but that is why they are the most important. You have to fix yourself and your own surroundings before you can focus on the world around you and other people. As Jordan Peterson says, “Set your house in perfect order before you criticize the world.” After you have done that, we can focus on the more outward plans for conservatives. The first thing conservatives should focus on is taking back the education system. Now, that sounds like a daunting and very large goal, but I have always liked big goals. Big goals with little goals inside them can give you measurable results for a bigger purpose. It is how I live my life, and it hasn’t failed me yet. We have to fix the education system, and we have to do it fast. Ronald Reagan famously said, “Freedom is never more than one generation away from extinction. We didn’t pass it to our children in the bloodstream.” All of the values that I talked about before, a fear of God and an emphasis on family, should be taught in schools, not the garbage they are teaching children now.

The silver lining of the coronavirus pandemic and having kids home from school is that parents were able to see what their children were being taught, and many of them were completely shocked. Transgenderism and how there are more than two genders, critical race theory, adult and grotesque sexual education, and a rewriting of American history are being taught to children as early as elementary school, and this cannot be allowed to continue. It doesn’t matter what Republicans do in Congress, what conservative social media influencers say on Twitter, or what right-wing news reports on. If all of America’s youth continues to be indoctrinated, then they will be leftists as they grow up with what they learned in school. Many kids see their teachers more than they see their own parents, so it is imperative that conservatives come up with a plan to stop the brainwashing we see in our schools. The teachers’ unions need to lose power, school choice needs to be enacted nationwide, and curriculums need to be given a standard that takes away the teacher’s ability to put fierce leftist political bias within them. Elected officials, along with everyday conservative Americans, need to push for this to become a reality and make sure children across this country are being educated in the right way.

When you stop having the Pledge of Allegiance recited in schools and replace it with teachings from Black Lives Matter, you know you have a big problem. When I was in college after Trump won in 2016, I remember that the day after the election some of my classes were canceled essentially for a “mourning day,” and students gathered in the outside quad holding hands and crying instead of going to class. This cannot be the America our youth is brought up in, and kids need to be taught good values at their schools.

Unbiased civics education also needs to be at the forefront. When I interview students on basic civics questions on campuses, I am just completely floored by the lack of knowledge and understanding they have of American history. They don’t know who the first president was, they don’t know the three branches of government, and they don’t even know who the vice president is. But they can for sure tell you that this country is racist, climate change is destroying us, and police brutality is the worst problem in America. In order to make a change, good values have to be taught in schools in conjunction with what parents are teaching their kids, and it has to be done in every generation with every child in this country. If we don’t take back education from the left, everything we fight for every day means nothing because the next generation of kids will be just as brainwashed as the last and then the next generation and the next after that. We have to make solid, real changes in our education system that will last for generations so that we no longer have to fear the indoctrination being put forth on our children.

After we focus on education, next comes opportunity. Remember before how I was talking about the left’s promises and their vision that give young people a real plan to latch onto? Part of this is because young people are lazy and entitled and free stuff sounds great, but a lot of it is due to opportunity. The old school Republican message is “Pick yourself up by your bootstraps,” and although there is still a lot of truth to that in America, the American dream is vanishing fast for people in my generation. Imagine being a 20-something-year-old fresh out of college with $100,000 in student debt and a degree that thousands of other people also got, with no real experience or skills. The price of education has gone up, the price of healthcare has gone up, and the price of rent and housing has gone up, and are all continuing to rise as the government and cronyism get heavily involved in all of those sectors. At this point, what are you supposed to do with your life? You see the left’s plan to give you free things, you’re attracted to it, and you feel like you don’t need to work so hard because the government will take care of everything. But at the same time you think the government is “taking care of you,” you’re actually slipping deeper into debt.

Millennials today carry 16 percent of the nation’s liabilities, which is disproportionately high. Maybe you end up getting a job, but your real (adjusted-for-inflation) wages end up being lower than the wages of past generations (Gen Xers and baby boomers) at the same age. Millennials today only own 3 percent of the nation’s wealth, whereas baby boomers at the same age owned 21 percent of the nation’s wealth, a stark difference. Millennials today are poorer, less happy, less responsible, and less stable than any generation we have seen in recent American history. We see as well when millennials have lower incomes and less wealth, they are slower to start families and buy houses, two benchmarks of a responsible adult. Millennials remain in apartments or at their parents’ place and single for longer, making it even harder to become real adults and be financially stable. Also, without starting a family, as we talked about earlier, millennials are missing out on important values, lessons, and responsibilities they need for a happy, productive life. This is creating a stalled life for an entire generation, and the next generation (Gen Z) may have it even worse.

Now, back to the whole “picking yourself up by your bootstraps” argument from before. I want to reiterate: it is not impossible in the slightest to work hard and make something of yourself in America. I dropped out of college and am a perfect example of that mentality. But not everyone has the skills or passion that I have for what I wanted to do. Also, with full humility, what I do is incredibly difficult to succeed in. The majority of youth, when interviewed, choose “YouTube influencer” as a dream career, like they may have chosen “rock star” or “athlete” or “astronaut” in the past. Ninety-nine percent will never have the talent to be an influencer/speaker (or athlete or famous musician). Of the 1 percent who have talent, few will ever be able to crack through regardless.

Some people just want to make a living and provide for themselves, and that is a perfectly fine life to live. Let’s imagine again you are that same millennial college graduate from the previous paragraph and you have decided you want to start your own business. Let’s say you want to start a little T-shirt company. You set it up in your apartment and build your own website, and now you are ready to start selling. But it turns out you have to package all the shirts in your living room and buy all the materials for shipping and postage and run the website and keep up with the growing demand of online shopping. Then you see Amazon selling the same type of shirt as you from China for a fraction of the price, pushing you out and making it nearly impossible for you to make a profit. Or maybe you want to start a carpentry business. But then as soon as you want to start your own shop, a huge home repair conglomerate opens up in your town that hires cheap labor and gets its products from China and lobbies the government for special privileges, making your little carpentry business obsolete. Do you see what I am getting at here? America has become so corporatized with huge multibillion-dollar companies that starting a new small business is nearly impossible. Then these massive corporations lobby the government for regulations that snuff out small businesses and competition, and you have a recipe for disaster. You can’t compete with these giants, and the small business American dream dies. This isn’t a “free market”; this is cronyism and monopolies. Decades ago, a college grad could start a local brick-and-mortar business with hustle and guidance; today regulations and cost structures make doing so almost impossible.

Of course, there are still possibilities for innovation and new companies in the market now—I don’t want to make it seem like there is no shot for people at all—but the compliance costs and regulations and big business destroying competition make it much more difficult than it ever was for your parents or your parents’ parents. And the big corporations get away with this because they pay off politicians, giving them money in exchange for special privileges. What the politicians call “donations,” I call bribery, and that is all it is. Until we hold politicians and businesses accountable for their treachery, we will continue to see a decline in the wealth owned by generations to come, and instead that wealth will be in the pockets of CEOs like Jeff Bezos.

I understand fully that many staunch libertarian, free-market capitalist types won’t like my message here and think that an unregulated free market will just “work itself out.” But what you have to understand about this is that it is not capitalism. It is big business taking advantage of the little guy. If you really believe in a free-market economy with competition where businesses rise and fall, then the first step to doing that is letting small businesses have a chance in this country. I mean, let’s just look at what happened during this pandemic and the lockdowns. According to Yelp data, 60 percent of businesses that closed are going to remain closed permanently, a total of about 98,000 businesses as of September 2020. On the other hand, in Amazon’s last quarter in October 2020, the business tripled its profits from the same quarter the year before. Big business stores never had to shut their doors or stop operations, while small businesses across the country were forced to close down. How come during the lockdown I could walk into a Macy’s and get something from there, but the small furniture store down the street had to shut down? Are you starting to see how this was all coordinated? Big businesses that could pay off politicians very likely did for special privileges, while small businesses suffered.

The most egregious of all of these is big pharma. A lot of people hear about big pharma and think, “That sounds bad” but have no idea why it’s actually bad. We pay more for healthcare per capita than any other country because of big pharma lobbying. No other developed country has this problem like we do, and the masses of middlemen lobbying for big pharma/big healthcare (including insurers and hospitals) get paid millions every year.

In a country where conservatives think, “We can just vote for Republicans and everything will get better,” we saw both Republicans and Democrats bend over backward to give big pharma total immunity over vaccine-related injuries and deaths with the creation of the National Vaccine Injury Compensation Program, just as one example. What this means is that if something bad happens to you when you take a vaccine, you cannot sue the vaccine or drug company for damages. Big pharma paid off politicians on both sides of the aisle to make this happen, and now instead of paying people for when their medicines are faulty, they instead don’t have to do any of that, and you, the taxpayer, are responsible for paying for these damages. This council is essentially a government program that uses tax dollars to pay people damages from faulty or damaging vaccines. They have paid out roughly $4 billion in damages to date, and because it is a government program that is basically a bureaucratic secret court nightmare, that number could really be much higher. But the bureaucracy is so bad it is incredibly difficult to get paid out from this program. If that isn’t corporate socialism, I don’t know what it is. Big pharma continues to make billions upon billions of dollars while the taxpayers are responsible for paying for their problems.

Imagine if your family and a hundred other people ate at a burger joint and then every person who ate a burger ended up dead. You could sue the burger company. Or imagine 10 airplanes fell apart in the air and killed people. You could sue the airplane manufacturer for damages. With big pharma you can’t sue them for damages, and if you need money for the damages that happened to you, the taxpayer is responsible for paying you as the company that hurt you makes money hand over fist laughing on its way to the bank. And this is only one example of big pharma’s lobbying. When people talk about the swamp, this is exactly what they mean. As another example, what punishment have you seen from the self-created opioid crisis pharma unleashed on the country?

This type of scenario isn’t unique to big pharma. This happens with big tech, big defense, and plenty of other million-dollar corporations around America. So, how do we fix this, and how does this tie into a conservative vision for America? If we want young people to have opportunities in America and take back control of our economy, conservatives need to push for a public option for campaign financing and cut the lobbyists out. This is another controversial take—I know, Bernie Sanders endorsed a public option—but I can guarantee you it is exactly what we need. This is how we get the cronyism and corporate socialism out of politics. There is more unity in left-wing and right-wing populism than there is in conservatism and leftism. It’s also why so many Sanders supporters moved over to Trump instead of voting for Clinton in 2016.

What is a public option? With a public option, political candidates essentially get their campaign funding from the government, not from all these hidden dark money super political action committee (PAC) donations and special interests. Let’s say I’m running for governor of California as a Republican, and there is one opponent who is a Democrat. The government allots us, let’s say, $500,000 each, and that is the total money we are allowed to spend for our campaign. This means politicians can’t get special donations from big pharma or from another corporate interest to snuff out opponents and sell our country out. We have to get rid of PACs and have donations be public record. Even if a donation is made to a politician, this would be public record, and couldn’t be used for their campaign since it is outside the allotted public option money, and should not be tax deductible.

All these things won’t completely fix the mess we have in the swamp in Washington, D.C., and around the country—people will always try to find ways to abuse the system—but this will help make it so that our politicians are public servants again and aren’t just making millions of dollars hand over fist as they sell us out. Again, using Republicans as an example, in 2016, Republicans had control of the House, Senate, and presidency, and they couldn’t even defund Planned Parenthood. Forget trying to outlaw abortion; they couldn’t even get Planned Parenthood defunded!

Our vision for America is not just “electing Republicans” and hoping that fixes all our problems. Some of the loudest voices against big tech openly take most of their campaign funding from big tech, so there is a lot of “talk” but never any “action.” The masses sit there eagerly reading every word in the articles when threats are thrown about, while the same fake politicians say, “We’re going to get to the bottom of this” again and again.

Our conservative vision for America would guarantee that all politicians can’t sell us out and are forced to follow through on the promises they make on the campaign trail and unable to be bought off by special interests. Then we can start to elect people who actually share our values and want to see some good done in this country, not just people who make false promises and are getting into politics to make their millions of dollars.

Imposing term limits is also thrown about as a solution, but the biggest problem is the people who can make this happen would be imposing term limits on themselves, and they never seem eager to give up their power.

The last thing to focus on for our conservative vision for America is culture. Culture in America now is completely centralized. Think about where you and most people you know get their news: Apple News, CNN, big social media sites. The days of your small-town Cheyenne (Wyoming) Post local newspaper are over, and everyone gets their news and information from their phone. There are no local community values being driven into people from small-town news and local communities; it is all manufactured in San Francisco, Los Angeles, and New York, where all the big tech, media, and advertising companies are located.

Think about advertising as an example as well. A car company, for example, would make ads tailored to specific groups and locations, like a city truck for people in a metro area or a family vehicle for a midwestern couple. It had targeted marketing, using everything from food props to actor ethnicities to match the markets where the TV ads were being shown. Nowadays, car companies just put leftism in all their ads, like virtue signaling to BLM in a commercial for potato chips. Like, what the hell does Black Lives Matter have to do with a tasty salty snack? Those same people in that small town who used to read their daily local newspaper now gets all their news from CNN and the Washington Post while watching ads on TV and on their phone that go completely against their values. Their new values are now created by some blue-haired UC Berkeley grad at an ad agency in New York instead of by their church, their parents, or their friends. The new values that have been created for us by the leftist media machine are all artificial and are the new standard for values in this country. Instead of familial, God-centered, community values, we have national, corporate, leftist values with little to no room for any dissidence. Leftist culture is inescapable, and it is driving America into a brainwashed country where up is down and bad is good.

Our final step for a conservative vision for America is decentralizing culture. We have to take the power away from big tech and big media companies who infiltrate our brains with nonsense constantly and bring good values back to the forefront of culture. This could be having more conservatives fighting to get into media firms. This means turning off CNN and doing your own research away from the ease of just opening Twitter and seeing the latest national leftist headline. This means being strong in your values when you see leftist culture taking hold around you. Don’t be subservient to how they want you to act and feel; be courageous in your convictions, and speak up when you see evil, misguided things happen around you. This means doing the mass boycott movements the left does when a corporation starts virtue signaling leftism and pounding it with phone calls and letters to show it that at least half the country does not approve.

That is my conservative vision for America. I could really write a whole book about what our vision for America should be, but alas it is relegated to this final chapter. I know it is easy in our everyday lives to hear this vision and hear what we should really be doing and be afraid. It is much easier to walk a path of ignorance, not think about these things, and say, “Someone else will handle it.” But I say the reason we are in the position we are in now is because of statements like that. Instead of standing up for ourselves, our values, or our communities, we have capitulated to the left and let them run America however they see fit. That time of cowering and ignorance has to be over for conservatives. The time to be brave is now, and although it is frightening, it is truly the only path we can take. As I have been able to talk to people and educate them and see their minds opened up and lives changed with just a few questions I ask, I have never felt more excited for the future of this country. If the people with whom I talk can have their minds changed, the same can be done for everyone you speak with. It’s all about just having the courage to actually go and ask those questions. I know you can do it.

The number one thing you can do, with all of the information in this book and everything you believe in, is to never sacrifice your values for anything or anyone. All the information in this book that you just read means nothing if it just floats around in your head. This knowledge, these tactics, and these values must be used to spread good across America, or this book is meaningless.

Take what you have learned and what you believe in, and spread it to every single person you know at your church, on your campus, at your job, on social media, during family gatherings, on your dates, and when you meet anyone new. The key to saving America isn’t just the best facts or a vision or a plan—it is you. You and everyone else who believes in what you do must go out and be proactive with their knowledge and values because the passive opposite will be the end of this country as we know it. And don’t just stop with yourself. Convince others around you to speak up and stand up and have conversations, even when they’re daunting or terrifying. J. R. R. Tolkien, the author of my favorite books, The Lord of the Rings series, once said, “It is not the strength of the body that counts, but the strength of the spirit.” Be courageous, stand up to evil whenever you see it, and fight for what you know is right and good. It is better to stand and fail for what you believe in than to live on your knees.
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