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INTRODUCTION



THE STRUGGLE CONTINUES


Beyond Biden was written in the spirit of Prime Minister Winston Churchill, who told students at Harrow School, his alma mater, on October 29, 1941, “Never give in. Never give in. Never, never, never, never—in nothing, great or small, large or petty—never give in, except to convictions of honour and good sense. Never yield to force. Never yield to the apparently overwhelming might of the enemy.”1


Churchill articulated better than I could my reaction to the outrageous, one-sided, establishment takeover of the 2020 election.


Standing with my wife, Callista, in the White House on election night, we decided that we must look forward. We must learn the lessons of the immediate past, develop new and better strategies, and work with the American people to create a better future. We had to do this despite the temporary damage that would be caused by the radical left in all its forms: the oligarchs of internet censorship and propaganda, the false news media, crazed Hollywood entertainers, ultra-woke college professors, the corrupt teachers’ unions, and the left-wing bureaucrats who suffered four years under President Donald Trump and now had a chance to reimpose their collective will on Americans.


After observing the first year of Joe Biden’s presidency, I am convinced the 2020 election was a detour, and not a turning point.


America has been through many cycles of challenge and response. No matter how long the odds, no matter how intense the opposition, Americans have always found a way to fight back, to become more creative, to respond to challenges, and to win.


So, I decided to focus my energy and attention on the time beyond Biden. If we do our jobs, that time could be an era in which the radical left will have destroyed itself, and a new, positive, problem-solving, and opportunity-creating system supported by an American majority could create several generations of prosperity, safety, and American revival.


As I thought and observed more, I felt compelled to write Beyond Biden.


Too many of my conservative friends were depressed and in despair about America’s future. Seeing Biden leave his basement and be sworn in as president of the United States had emboldened every deranged left-wing radical to come from hiding and begin demanding that the government impose profoundly destructive values and ideas on Americans.


Many Republicans and conservatives were too tied up in the presidential election to notice that Kevin McCarthy’s leadership in the U.S. House of Representatives—combined with unusually strong turnout for President Trump in key districts—had led to a gain of fifteen seats. Before the election, virtually every supposed expert thought Republicans would lose more than a dozen seats. This left Speaker Nancy Pelosi with the narrowest majority since the 106th Congress in 2000. In the U.S. Senate, we fought to a tie. If it had not been for confused, self-defeating, and poorly run efforts by Republicans in Georgia, we would have had a 52 to 48 majority in the Senate.


When it came to controlling governorships, we had gained one and held a 27 to 23 majority across the nation. Republican-led states were doing far better economically and in health outcomes than the Democrat-run states were. Furthermore, Republican legislatures and governors were pushing back on radical, unpopular programs—and making their states more conservative despite Biden’s and the national Democrats’ best efforts.


Among state legislatures, there were 4,009 Republican legislators after the 2020 elections vs. 3,317 Democrats. In fact, Republican control of legislative chambers went up to 61 majorities compared with 37 Democrat chambers (Alaska has a unique multiparty sharing system, so it is not counted). With Republicans representing 54.3 percent of all state legislators and Democrats representing only 44.93 percent, it is hard to see why the left-wing media thinks Republicans have electoral problems.2


Republicans can look to the future confident that their party has a much broader appeal in the country at large. The left’s power and influence is restricted to Washington, D.C., New York, and Los Angeles, where media centers prop up their morale with misleading and slanted reporting and analysis.


Further, as radical activists grow bolder and more open, their positions become more unpopular. We are already seeing a rejection of Critical Race Theory as more people realize it is primarily divisive. The mayor of Chicago refusing to be interviewed by white reporters is so blatantly racist it is starting to reshape the entire national debate about the importance of skin color.3 President Biden’s decision to cancel the Keystone XL pipeline while approving a Russian pipeline reminds people of the gap between Trump’s America-first policy and what seems to be Biden’s America-last policy. Increasing inflation is already worrying the American people. The gasoline shortages caused by the hacking of the Colonial Pipeline in Georgia brought an immediate reminder of President Jimmy Carter and his failures. The list goes on.


The ideological prejudice of the national Democrats, coupled with their belief in a world that doesn’t exist, will likely lead to a pragmatic performance failure of historic scale. Consider the left’s rejection of every policing reform Mayor Rudy Giuliani and Police Chief Bill Bratton used in dramatically turning around crime in New York City in the nineties. The left wants to cut the police, impose greater legal risks on being a policeman, disparage the police publicly, support district attorneys who refuse to prosecute crimes, and establish no-bail systems where criminals are put back on the street as soon as they arrive at the police station. Then they are shocked that an anti-police, pro-criminal policy leads to historic rates of increased crime.


Consider the impact of teachers’ unions who fought going back to school for a year, regularly protect the most mediocre and incompetent teachers, try to impose radical values on students (even those in kindergarten and first grade), and dumb down courses when they fail to teach them. The result is too many students fail to learn and are weakened for life in terms of getting a job, being an informed citizen, and having a fair chance to rise.


For these reasons alone, I am certain there will soon be a beyond Biden period.



IS THIS BOOK FOR YOU?



All too often we are told America is divided into red vs. blue.


I am a conservative, and I have cheerfully spent my entire career as a partisan. However, this book is written to convince you that America is much bigger than the red-blue, Republican-Democrat, conservative-liberal dichotomy. There is an American majority, a red, white, and blue unity, which the news media and politicians refuse to work with—and perhaps are too ideologically blind to see.


Here is a small test that will help you decide whether you could be part of the American majority. See if you agree or disagree with the following ten statements.




1. Americans should be judged by Rev. Martin Luther King Jr.’s standard: the content of their character, not the color of their skin.


2. Needy but able-bodied adults should still have to work to receive taxpayer-funded benefits such as food stamps, free health care, or welfare.


3. America is the greatest country on earth.


4. Criminals who kill police officers should have mandatory life imprisonment.


5. Federal income taxes should be cut for all Americans.


6. There should be tax credits for products manufactured in America.


7. Valid government-issued photo identification should be required to vote in elections.


8. People should be able to freely practice their religion.


9. All children should have the opportunity to go to the schools that are best for them.


10. Noncitizen gang members, such as members of MS-13, should face mandatory deportation when they are arrested.




If you agreed with at least seven of these statements, this book is for you. If you agreed with four or more, you may find this book intriguing. You may find an amazingly different take on America than you will ever see portrayed in the elite national media.


Otherwise, you may not want to read this book—although I encourage you to do so. You may simply reject the idea that you could be this far from the thinking of the majority of Americans. But, I’m afraid you are.


In early 2021, Gingrich 360 started working with McLaughlin & Associates on an important project. We asked them to survey people nationwide to find super-majority issues that bring together the American majority—across all ages, ethnicities, and political affiliations. Naturally, we are calling it the American Majority Project. Consider how the American majority answered the previous questions.




[image: image] 91 percent of Americans believe Rev. King was right about the content of your character being more important than the color of your skin.


[image: image] 74 percent believe able-bodied adults should be required to work for government benefits.


[image: image] 78 percent say America is the greatest country on earth.


[image: image] 74 percent favor mandatory life sentences for cop killers.


[image: image] 75 percent of Americans favor federal income tax cuts.


[image: image] 87 percent want tax credits for products made in America.


[image: image] 81 percent of Americans say photo identification should be required for voting.


[image: image] 85 percent say government should protect religious freedom.


[image: image] 81 percent of Americans want children to have the choice to go to schools that are right for them.


[image: image] 87 percent favor mandatory deportation for noncitizen gang members.




On these ten questions (and we have many more that fit this pattern) the American majority ranges from 74.3 percent to 91.2 percent of Americans. The average for these ten is above 80 percent. Without the constant, intense, and sometimes ferocious efforts of the left, a people-oriented American system would clearly be far more patriotic and far more conservative than anything the Washington elites can imagine.


An American government that followed the wishes of the American people would have dramatically different policies (in many cases, completely opposite policies) from the current power structure, which is hostile to the common culture and beliefs of most Americans.


Beyond Biden is an effort to describe the kind of America that is possible if we embrace the values and system favored by the majority of the American people.


This is a process that is already under way in a number of states governed by conservatives, who are reasserting American values and American goals. Beyond Biden also outlines the challenges we face and the values and policies the American people will support in meeting those challenges.
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PART I



WE WILL WIN AGAIN


















CHAPTER ONE



YOU AIN’T SEEN NOTHING YET


All too many conservatives have reacted to the rise of radicalism within the Democratic Party with a sense of despair. They behave as though losing the presidential battle of 2020 was the end of the great American journey.


This simply isn’t so. We have been here before, and we have rebounded. We will win again.


I am confident we will win because the Joe Biden–Kamala Harris–Chuck Schumer–Nancy Pelosi system has three major fatal flaws:




1. It is permeated with a sense of dishonesty about the nature of America and its people.


2. It naturally creates so-called solutions that make problems worse.


3. Because of the first two problems, it has an inability to deal with the real world and get important things done.




As a young candidate in the 1970s, I watched the American left implode because of these same three characteristics. The aftermath of the Vietnam War and Watergate combined with the first Arab oil embargo had broken the Republican momentum coming out of the massive victory in 1972 over George McGovern.


I was a candidate for Congress in 1974 and lost during Watergate (with 48.5 percent of the vote against the dean of the Georgia delegation, a Democrat). I was a candidate for Congress again in 1976 with Georgia governor Jimmy Carter at the head of the Democratic ticket sweeping Georgia. I lost again (with 48.2 percent of the vote).


In what may have been the last campaign of my thus far unsuccessful political career, I ran again in 1978. The dean of the delegation who previously beat me retired, and the Democrats nominated a liberal state senator. President Carter had proven to be too liberal for Americans. With gasoline lines, energy prices skyrocketing, and other problems beginning to build, I finally won (with 54 percent of the vote).


The U.S. House Republican Party I joined in December 1978 was shattered by Watergate and Vietnam, split by the Gerald Ford–Ronald Reagan presidential nomination fight in 1976, and demoralized by the number of Republican colleagues who had retired or been defeated. Things were not looking good.


At the depths of Republican despair along came Reagan and the world changed. It is vital to remember President Reagan’s belief in the spirit of the American people. On November 5, 1984, the eve of the election, President Reagan addressed the country, saying:




“Our opponents have a very different vision for your future. Where we look at a problem and see opportunity, they look at opportunity and see a problem. We believe in knowing when opportunity knocks. They seem determined to knock opportunity.… We can say to the world and pledge to our children, America’s best days lie ahead, and you ain’t seen nothing yet.” 1





It is easy to forget what an amazing change that was from a mere four years earlier. In the constant political din, it’s also easy to forget how the next six years would validate President Reagan’s optimism.


Contrast the positive view of Reagan with President Carter’s so-called “malaise speech.” On July 15, 1979, President Carter addressed the nation during a growing economic crisis. There was a profound sense in the country that things were starting to fall apart. In a tone exactly the opposite of Reagan’s cheerful optimism, Carter warned:




“The threat is nearly invisible in ordinary ways. It is a crisis of confidence. It is a crisis that strikes at the very heart and soul and spirit of our national will. We can see this crisis in the growing doubt about the meaning of our own lives and in the loss of a unity of purpose for our nation. The erosion of our confidence in the future is threatening to destroy the social and the political fabric of America.”2





Carter described that “the symptoms of this crisis of the American spirit are all around us.” And he gravely said, “There are no short-term solutions to our long-range problems. There is simply no way to avoid sacrifice.”


So, in the contest between Reagan’s optimistic vision of a better future and Carter’s promise of everyone having to sacrifice, Reagan had an enormous advantage. He was offering “more and better” while President Carter was offering a smaller future with government-controlled rationing, higher taxes, and pain.


As candidate Reagan put it in 1980: “Recession is when your neighbor loses his job. Depression is when you lose yours. And recovery is when Jimmy Carter loses his.”3 America agreed with Reagan, who won in the largest electoral college landslide against an incumbent president (489-49). This helped gain 12 U.S. Senate seats, making Senator Howard Baker the majority leader, and Republicans gained 35 House seats. Reagan’s principles and policies were so effective that by 1984 he was running on “Morning in America” as his theme.


It is hard to remember now, but Reagan supported Federal Reserve chairman Paul Volcker in defeating inflation through a deeply painful recession caused by high interest rates. He then launched what turned into a twenty-five-year economic boom by cutting taxes and regulations to encourage investment, productivity, and job creation.


In foreign policy the difference was even more striking. President Carter was confronted by an expansionist Soviet Union from Afghanistan, to Angola, to Central America, and even into Western Europe politically. The Soviets believed the correlation of forces was moving to their advantage. The newly made Iranian religious dictatorship seized the American embassy and held American diplomats hostage while Carter seemed weak and ineffective. The hostages were released the day Reagan was inaugurated. Within eleven years, the Soviet Union literally disappeared on December 25, 1991.4


There is every reason to believe the Carter-Reagan cycle will be repeated as the radicalism of the Democrats, the pain of their economic policies, and the costs of their weakness in national security and foreign policy all create deep dissatisfaction among the American people.


The lesson from the extraordinary rise of Reagan, the success of his positive vision of America’s future, and the impact of sound conservative principles is simple: A positive, optimistic, problem-solving, and life-improving conservatism can attract a huge majority that rejects the pain and anti-American hostility of the militant left—and which attracts support through a vision of a better future.


It is possible to create a “better future” conservative movement, because the underlying patterns of progress are so powerful despite every effort of the American left to use government to create a smaller, poorer, bureaucrat-controlled left-wing America.


THE BETTER FUTURE OPPORTUNITIES


We really “ain’t seen nothing yet.” We are on the edge of a series of scientific and technological revolutions that will make our lives dramatically more enjoyable. The potential from science and technology will be reinforced by the dramatic improvements that occur as we leave the left-wing policies that fail and return to the conservative policies that succeed. Consider just some of the areas in which the future could suddenly become much better.


The development of artificial intelligence, quantum computing, augmented reality, and robotics will synergistically reinforce themselves and create waves of new opportunities and services. Think back to the worldwide development of automatic teller machines, the rise of personal computing with video capabilities, the emergence of distance health, distance surgery, and the emergence of enhanced driving capabilities in cars. Each of these enhanced our capabilities and our choices. The wave of change is accelerating not shrinking. More rapid breakthroughs are going to make bureaucratic rigidity and paperwork more destructive. New science and technology require an entrepreneurial spirit to be driven into society and government. The miracle of the COVID-19 vaccine discovery, manufacture, and distribution is a good case study.


President Trump’s entrepreneurial drive for the earliest possible vaccine against COVID-19 led to amazing results. He had been told it would take three to five years following the normal bureaucratic rules. When he said we would have a vaccine in one year, the bureaucratic, media, establishment world scoffed and called him a liar. He got it done in less than a year by three parallel efforts producing three different vaccines. He forced the Food and Drug Administration to break out of its bureaucratic patterns. The Trump entrepreneurial attitude cut the traditional red tape and revealed the “three to five years” bureaucratic system as inhumane, uncompassionate, and completely unacceptable. As an entrepreneur himself, President Trump understood that the federal government guaranteeing payment allowed the drug companies to make massive investments at minimum risk. He knew this would guarantee mass production of the vaccines. The Trump gamble paid off in saving hundreds of thousands of lives around the world.


There are other areas in which we have successful models of achieving dramatic improvements. For various reasons, many of these successes are unacceptable to the left because they challenge left-wing ideology or interest groups. For example, the left is ideologically committed to a series of anti-police, pro-criminal domestic policies (eliminating bail, defunding police, decriminalizing theft and drug use, and others). The primary problem is these policies directly lead to steady increases in crime and reductions in public safety. The American left’s interest groups such as Black Lives Matter, anti-law district attorneys, the American Civil Liberties Union, and others are passionately opposed to policies that work to reduce crime.


With rational, conservative, pro-law, anti-crime policies, crime will diminish dramatically, and public safety can improve almost overnight. We know that when Mayor Rudy Giuliani and Chief Bill Bratton set out to dramatically reduce crime in New York they applied a set of principles that reduced murders by 85 percent over time. We know that these principles work whenever they have been applied. We also know that the left’s policies will radically increase the crime rate. In fact, we see it already happening. It is time to move once again to policies that keep the public safe.


The new focus on fighting crime should extend to white-collar crime. Consider that during the COVID-19 crisis, criminals stole as much as half of the unemployment dollars released by the federal government. As Felix Salmon reported for Axios, “Unemployment fraud during the pandemic could easily reach $400 billion, according to some estimates, and the bulk of the money likely ended [up] in the hands of foreign crime syndicates—making this not just theft, but a matter of national security.”5


The shock of this will eventually lead America to a deep reassertion that honesty matters, and that systems of theft and corruption should be relentlessly tracked down and punished.


On a more positive front, breakthroughs in science and organization will improve health to an almost unbelievable degree. The science and study of aging is rapidly maturing and will presently extend human life by a decade or more. Maybe even more important, if we can postpone aging for a decade, we postpone diabetes, Parkinson’s, many cancers, and other maladies that we now understand are a result of aging. We will see health span improve even more dramatically than life span.


Further, the study of the brain is rapidly reaching a point where we can anticipate a substantial decline in Alzheimer’s, Parkinson’s, and other brain-related diseases. Since many other physical diseases are a function of our mental health, the improvement in knowledge of the brain will enable us to have remarkably healthier, more independent lives.


Just as scientific breakthroughs have made heart disease, contagious diseases, many cancers, and other manifestations of bad health more manageable, curable, and/or preventable, we are going to see the complete eradication or control of a number of illnesses.


As our ability to manage health improves, so will our ability to control costs. When transparency of costs and quality enable individuals to seek the best treatment at the lowest cost, the natural pattern of a competitive market will drive down prices (LASIK surgery is a great example of how competition and transparency have lowered prices).


The return to an energy policy that encourages the production of American energy will have both an economic and a national security advantage. You will pay less at the pump, have better jobs, and America will be safer from foreign blackmail. This was at the heart of my book Drill Here, Drill Now, Pay Less in 2008. It is still true today.


Rejecting race-based politics and policies will return America to an integrated future in which every American has an opportunity to pursue happiness. Despite all the noise in the media, among professional race-focused politicians, and other members of the racism industry, the vast majority of Americans seek a post-racial future. (Remember: By 91 percent to 5 percent, Americans agree with Rev. Martin Luther King Jr.’s dream that his children “will one day live in a nation where they will not be judged by the color of their skin but by the content of their character.”)


As the new racists sharpen the choice and the cost of tolerating left-wing racism becomes clear, Americans will consolidate around the desire for a successful American society rather than a collection of racially defined tribes. The impact of this consolidation of values will be amazing.


Schools will return to focusing on merit, earned grades, and achievement rather than brainwashing children. The New York Times’ 1619 Project will be abandoned as historically false and racist propaganda. The Trump administration’s 1776 Commission (or something akin to it) will be reestablished, and teaching factually sound, patriotic American history will once again become the norm. The goal of President Trump’s 1776 Commission was to inform Americans of what is universally true and good about the American experiment and placed the battle to end slavery and discrimination within that framework.


Critical Race Theory will be recognized as racist and destructive and will be outlawed in virtually every school district. Left-wing “woke” colleges and universities will come under enormous pressure to return to teaching classic American history and values. Boards of trustees and other leaders will put pressure on anti-American ideologues in higher education. Students will have greater rights to challenge efforts at brainwashing.


In the meantime, the collapse of effective education, and the greed and selfish interests of the teachers’ unions, will lead to massive support for school choice in K–12 education followed by a dramatic improvement in learning outcomes. For higher learning, the combination of constant scientific and technological progress—and the failure of so many schools to educate adequately for the last two decades—will lead to a new expansion of in-person and virtual learning for adults to enable them to find good jobs in the rapidly evolving economy.


Efforts to establish race-based reparations will be deeply opposed as Americans focus on helping the poor regardless of background—and solving the weaknesses that lead to lower incomes and fewer opportunities to advance. As a result of a multifaceted effort to correct the disastrous policies of liberalism, life will become much better for people without money (the concept of “the poor” will gradually disappear as we learn once again that poverty and success is cultural and learned). Americans will focus on learning how to acquire money and learning how to build neighborhoods and communities that are functional and productive. South Carolina Republican senator Tim Scott’s 10,000 opportunity zones project (when combined with lower taxes, less red tape, and dramatic improvements in safety) will create local jobs and much safer neighborhoods.


For those who need it, getting money from government will be tied to a work requirement (as we did with welfare reform in 1996). The goal of welfare programs will be to get people out of the system rather than into the system. There will be a steady effort to make work a core value, so people acquire the skills and habits of successfully working and earning their way to better and better jobs. Connecting work to getting government money will lead to radical reductions in homelessness and dependence on government. Since getting money from government will require earning the money, the perverse incentive to be unemployed and dependent will diminish rapidly.


The revolution in science and technology will lead to parallel revolutions in both national security and space. As a result, America will be safer, its ability to lead the planet will be strengthened, and the economic and tourist opportunities in space will explode with opportunities for the next generation to engage in a great adventure.


Within thirty years, Americans and their allies will routinely be manufacturing in space and colonizing the moon and Mars. The first steps will have been taken to mining asteroids. Space tourism will have become a significant business both in near-earth brief experiences and in traveling to a space station or to the moon or Mars. The space industry by 2050 will be a multi-trillion-dollar business.


I hope this swift tour of the possibilities for dramatic, positive change whets your appetite for a resurgent, confident American future that will meet President Reagan’s challenge, “We can say to the world and pledge to our children, America’s best days lie ahead, and you ain’t seen nothing yet.”
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CHAPTER TWO



BIPARTISAN BALONEY


This is meant to be a positive, optimistic book. But to describe what we can fix—and how we can achieve the prosperous, people-focused country that we want—we must discuss what is broken and identify what is keeping us from uniting.


When President Joe Biden was inaugurated, I was asked what I thought of his speech and what we should expect from his administration and leadership. Biden had campaigned for months—and just given a strong inaugural speech—on leading as a bipartisan president who would represent the interests of all Americans.


His inaugural left me with the same impression I had of President Barack Obama’s first inaugural address. As a historian and a practitioner of politics, I commented at the time that if Obama actually led the way he said he would (as a moderate pragmatist, guided by bipartisanship and civility), he would split Republicans in Washington and build an enormous, popular governing coalition that would keep power for decades. Similarly, I said if Biden led as America’s president rather than the Democratic Party’s president, he would get a tremendous amount done and reorder Washington in a way his predecessor failed to do.


As I’m writing this, nearly seven months into President Biden’s first year in office, it is clear he has no intention of doing what he said he would.


In his inaugural address, Biden said:




“Today, on this January day, my whole soul is in this: Bringing America together. Uniting our people. And uniting our nation. I ask every American to join me in this cause. Uniting to fight the common foes we face: Anger, resentment, hatred. Extremism, lawlessness, violence. Disease, joblessness, hopelessness. With unity we can do great things. Important things. We can right wrongs. We can put people to work in good jobs. We can teach our children in safe schools. We can overcome this deadly virus. We can reward work, rebuild the middle class, and make health care secure for all. We can deliver racial justice. We can make America, once again, the leading force for good in the world.”1





However, since his first day in office, he has done nothing to unify our nation. He has instead aggressively pushed an agenda that appeals only to the Democratic Party’s most radical members. On the same day that he pledged to unite us, Biden signed seventeen executive actions. A few of them were rational actions to combat the COVID-19 pandemic or relieve Americans struggling because of it. These include his 100-day masking challenge, and his extension of the Trump administration’s halts on evictions, foreclosures, and student loan debt payments and interest. (A federal court later ruled the halt on evictions was an overreach by the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention.)


However, most of Biden’s first-day executive actions were purely partisan Democrat agenda items—and nine were direct reversals of broadly supported actions that the previous administration had put in place around immigration, travel during the pandemic, and regulatory reforms.


On day one, Biden said the United States would rejoin the Paris Climate Accord, which his former boss had first joined and President Trump left. U.S. involvement in the Paris agreement has been hotly debated since its inception. Many Americans—including independents and Democrats—believe the United States should not enter treaty-like agreements while skirting the constitutional rules for entering treaties (which require approval of the U.S. Senate). Others specifically had concerns that joining the Paris agreement would force America to accept stringent and costly environmental standards, while other countries that were bigger polluters would get a pass. As for rejoining the Paris agreement specifically, only 55 percent of Americans said they would support rejoining the accord in a November 2020 YouGov Poll. Of that number, 79 percent were Democrats and only 21 percent were Republicans.2 There was nothing bipartisan about this decision.


Following the Paris decision, President Biden then canceled all permits for the Keystone XL Pipeline. In a reverse image of the Paris decision, Obama had first canceled this project, and President Trump reinstated it. The pipeline would have carried crude oil from Alberta, Canada, to another pipeline in Nebraska, and ultimately to the coasts of Texas and Louisiana to be refined. This would have continued to make the United States less dependent on dangerous oil-rich nations abroad (led by people who hate us). The pipeline would have also made transporting oil from our northern neighbor to refineries in the Gulf easier, safer, and cleaner. Moving oil by pipeline allows you to avoid putting it aboard large ships, tanker trucks, or trains, which can crash with disastrous results to the environment, communities, and human life. Just imagine if the ship that grounded in the Suez Canal earlier this year had been a tanker filled with crude oil. It would have created a far more serious, prolonged crisis.


As the BBC reported after Biden’s decision to cancel the project’s permits, the pipeline would have also reduced the price of oil—and some estimated it would have potentially created nearly 30,000 construction jobs in the American Midwest.3 On the first day of Biden’s presidency, a barrel of oil cost $55.22. As I’m writing this in July 2021, the price is $74.93, a nearly 36 percent increase. There is currently no indication that a price ceiling is in sight.


Setting aside the merits of the pipeline project, Biden’s action was in no way bipartisan. In 2017, the last time a major survey addressed the pipeline, Americans were split on the subject. According to Pew Research, 42 percent of Americans favored building the pipeline, while 48 percent opposed it. Importantly, support for the pipeline had dropped because the project had become a divisive political symbol during the Obama administration. According to Pew:




“Support for Keystone XL has fallen since 2014, largely because of a sharp decline among Democrats and Democratic-leaning independents. The share of the overall public favoring the pipeline has fallen 17 percentage points since 2014 (from 59% to 42%). Just 17% of Democrats favor building the pipeline, less than half the share that did so three years ago (44%).”4





In this case, Biden was doing what his Democratic base wanted and ignoring the rest of us. This decision may come back to haunt him. After all, he killed a lucrative, wealth- and job-creating project during a pandemic and a shutdown-driven economic depression. In April 2021, Gallup reported that Americans are split on whether the strength of the economy or the health of the environment should get priority (42 percent are for jobs, while 50 percent favor environmental protection). Further, Gallup said willingness to place the environment over jobs was being driven down sharply by the strain of prolonged high unemployment and economic decline.


“Both party groups are more likely than they were a year ago to prioritize the economy. However, the current percentages are starkly different: 68% of Republicans (up from 54% a year ago) vs. 23% of Democrats (up from 16%) now say the economy should have precedence. Meanwhile, 22% of Republicans (down from 36% in 2020) vs. 71% of Democrats (down from 81%) prioritize the environment,” according to Gallup’s Lydia Saad.5


This decision was also not lost on some of the largest American unions (who had supported Biden in the election). The North American Building Trades Unions, the Laborers’ International Union of North America, and the United Association of Union Plumbers and Pipefitters all denounced Biden’s decision to kill the pipeline project.


UAUPP general president Mark McManus said:




“In revoking this permit, the Biden Administration has chosen to listen to the voices of fringe activists instead of union members and the American consumer on Day 1. Let me be very clear: When built with union labor by the men and women of the United Association, pipelines like Keystone XL remain the safest and most efficient modes of energy transportation in the world. Sadly, the Biden Administration has now put thousands of union workers out of work. For the average American family, it means energy costs will go up and communities will no longer see the local investments that come with pipeline construction.”6





This was not the action of a president working to create American jobs or improve the lives of Americans. It was the action of a president seeking to appease an increasingly radical base.


President Biden, also on day one, recommitted the United States to funding the World Health Organization. From 2018 to 2019, the United States provided $893 million to the organization, accounting for 20 percent of its total budget. For perspective, the United Kingdom, Germany, and Japan combined provided roughly 22 percent of the WHO’s budget. Biden’s decision to renew funding for WHO was deeply divisive given the WHO’s willingness to peddle Chinese Communist Party propaganda about the initial spread of COVID-19. While the organization has become more vigilant about China’s propaganda efforts regarding the virus, at the time Biden decided to rejoin, WHO was still providing cover for the Chinese Communist Party’s lies about the virus.


As Zachary Faria wrote for the Washington Examiner on January 14, 2021:




“One year ago today, the World Health Organization lied to the world about the coronavirus. Some 2 million deaths later, the organization still hasn’t learned much from its failures.


“On Jan. 14, 2020, the WHO uncritically parroted Chinese propaganda as the world watched China’s coronavirus outbreak with some concern. In the tweet, which still has not been deleted, the WHO says that ‘Chinese authorities have found no clear evidence of human-to-human transmission’ of the coronavirus.


“Doctors in Wuhan, China, had evidence of human-to-human transmission of the virus as early as the first week of December 2019. The WHO still praised China’s response to the virus as its leaders privately complained about the Chinese Communist Party’s lack of transparency. China blocked outside health experts and covered up the spread of the virus, all while declaring that other countries brought the virus to China.”7





Further, this was not a unifying move for Americans. In June 2020, when the United States broke ties with the global health bureaucracy, Pew Research reported that only 46 percent of Americans gave the WHO good marks for its handling of the COVID-19 crisis. A full 70 percent of right-leaning Americans who were polled disapproved of WHO’s performance while 36 percent of Democrats were unhappy with the organization.8


The most divisive of his day one actions concerned immigration and border security. In a flurry of executive actions, Biden decreed that noncitizens must be counted in the U.S. Census, dashing the Trump administration’s effort to keep people in the country illegally from being counted for congressional apportionment. Biden halted construction of the wall at the U.S.-Mexico border, and pulled back immigration enforcement activities.


First, immigration and border security have been starkly partisan issues for decades—although they have become more polarizing in recent years. In fact, Populace’s 2021 American Aspirations Index found that immigration was the single most polarizing topic in American politics today. The Massachusetts-based think tank found that across a series of immigration-related topics, the left and right were fully at odds. The survey asked 2,010 Americans to rank 55 of America’s priorities from most important (1) to least important (55). When asked if the United States should be open to immigration, Biden voters ranked it 27th most important, while Trump voters ranked it 52nd most important. Having secure national borders was the No. 2 most important priority for Trump voters, while it was 31st for Biden supporters. “Severely restricting immigration” was the third highest priority for Trump voters, while it was ranked 46th for Biden voters.9


As Axios reported about the Populace survey, “Americans have surprisingly similar priorities for the U.S., but immigration stands out as one of the few issues with clear partisan differences. It underscores the challenge for advocates and lawmakers hoping to pass immigration reform in the coming weeks amid narrow margins in Congress.”10


Biden’s early actions on immigration remain among his most unpopular. In February 2021, Morning Consult found that only 45 percent of Americans supported including undocumented immigrants in the U.S. Census. Forty-two percent opposed this action and 13 percent weren’t sure. Only 51 percent supported ending construction on the border wall, while 38 percent opposed, and 11 percent had no opinion. Similar splits existed with Biden’s decisions to:




[image: image] end the “remain in Mexico policy” (46 percent support, 41 percent oppose);


[image: image] review the “public charge rule,” which ensures that immigrants entering the county do not become dependent on the state (49 percent support, 35 percent oppose);


[image: image] and end the travel ban to some Muslim-majority countries (48 percent support, 39 percent oppose).




While it didn’t happen on day one, Morning Consult found the least popular action Biden had taken by February was his decision to expand the cap on the number of refugees America would accept in the coming year from 15,000 to 125,000. Only 39 percent of Americans supported this decision while 48 percent rejected it.11 Five of his seven least popular executive actions involved changes to immigration policy from the Trump era.


No one who is serious about bringing the country together, bridging divides, and finding common ground would take such aggressive actions on the most divisive aspect of American domestic policy on his first day in office.


President Biden could have taken a lesson from Republicans when we drafted the Contract with America in 1994. When we were building the Contract, we refused to include any issue that didn’t have 70 percent or better support from the American people. I believe this decision was crucial to the Republicans’ success in 1994, when we took back the U.S. House majority for the first time in forty years. We are following a similar model now for the American Majority Project leading into the 2022 and 2024 elections.


As a final example, President Biden rescinded the 1776 Commission report. Unfortunately, the basic facts of American history have become partisan battlegrounds. For decades now, radical elites in academia (and now media) have been working to rewrite America’s history so that our Founding Fathers become villains, our founding documents become tools of oppression, and our basic freedoms become perverse privileges that only benefit those in power. It has been a protracted act of cultural warfare designed to give radical elites license to revise our history and reorder our country into a place guided by ideology rather than reality—and a place that serves ideologues rather than We the People.
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