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This book is dedicated to the
 2007 Nobel Peace Prize winner, Al Gore.

 



Al, since you won your prize, many liberals have
 encouraged you to enter the 2008 presidential race.

 



On behalf of the Vast Right-Wing Conspiracy,
 I also urge you enter the race—so we can beat you again.





The Smoking Gun

The Vast Right-Wing Conspiracy Finally Revealed!
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INTRODUCTION

These are trying times for conservatives. In the last few years, we’ve encountered our share of disappointments: immigration lawlessness, an unending rise in government spending, setbacks in the War in Iraq, and apathy toward the War on Terror are just a few of the challenges we have faced. Even “victories” like the Bush tax cuts now seem uncertain, liable to expire under a tax-addicted Democratic Congress. What’s more, the complicity of high-profile Republicans and even the Bush administration itself in many of these problems has demoralized conservatives. It’s enough to drive many of us to despair.
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The mainstream media, of course, finds the situation delightful. It hopes the modern conservative movement that brought us the Reagan revolution, the Contract with America, and the longest peacetime economic expansion in American history has finally been relegated to history’s dustbin. The MoveOn.org Left, with its agenda of higher taxes, activist courts, environmental radicalism, and a soft-on-terror foreign policy, is finding plenty of friendly media outlets to disseminate its message—the New York Times  even gave MoveOn.org a 50 percent discount on an ad attacking the commander of our forces in Iraq, General Petraeus, as a traitor. Helped by the sympathetic mainstream media, Democratic presidential candidates are raising more money than are Republicans, and polls show the public is likely to re-elect a Democrat-controlled Congress.

The question, then, is this: Is the conservative movement finished?

And the answer, of course, is no—not by a long-shot.

Bear in mind Winston Churchill’s exhortation to Britons during World War II: “These are not dark days; these are great days—the greatest days our country has ever lived; and we must all thank God that we have been allowed, each of us according to our stations, to play a part in making these days memorable in the history of our race.”

Churchill’s remarks should put the current moment in perspective for conservatives. Our situation is not nearly as dire as it seems. Despite all the difficulties we face in the War on Terror, we can’t ignore our many accomplishments. We overthrew the Taliban in Afghanistan, where Osama bin Laden, if he’s still alive, is living in a cave like Fred Flintstone. We deposed Saddam Hussein, one of the worst tyrants of our day. We scared Libya into giving up its WMD program. There’s more work to be done, but this is a good start. As demonstrated by World War II and the Cold War, America is a country that faces down worldwide threats—and wins.

You think it’s tough being a conservative today? Imagine what it was like for conservatives in the era of Rockefeller Republicans in the late 1960s and early 1970s. The “conservative” choice for president back then was Richard Nixon—the man who went on to introduce racial quotas in federal government contracting, create the Environmental  Protection Agency, and appoint the author of Roe v. Wade, Harry Blackmun, to the U.S. Supreme Court. At the time, conservatives had hardly any means to communicate their point of view. The mainstream media was liberal, and there was no FOX News Channel, no Internet, and certainly no Sean Hannity, Rush Limbaugh, or Ann Coulter.

Just look at the hurdles Ronald Reagan had to overcome. He became the Great Communicator without any of the “new media” that conservatives rely on today. From the beginning of his presidency, Reagan faced a hostile press and an overwhelmingly Democratic Congress that resisted his policies. And yet, through sheer force of will and his infectious optimism about America, he rammed through a transfor mative foreign policy based on “peace through strength” that fatally weakened the Soviet Union. At the same time, he saved the American economy from the malaise brought on by peanut farmer extraordinaire Jimmy Carter. Not bad for a guy whose only real advantage over his political opponents was that he had better ideas.

Well, conservatives still have better ideas than liberals, and unlike the Reagan or Nixon eras, now we have the means to communicate them to the public.What I’m saying is that there’s no cause for despair—and no time for it. We’re facing a crucial presidential election in 2008.Think about what we’re likely to face under four, or perhaps eight, years of a Democratic presidency: higher taxes, economic recession, amnesty for illegal aliens, socialized medicine, full retreat in the War on Terror, and much more.

Conservatives considering sitting out this election should consider this: the Supreme Court is evenly divided between four liberal and four conservative justices, with Justice Kennedy casting the swing vote. If a single liberal justice retired and were replaced by a conservative, we  would likely secure a conservative majority on the Court for the next twenty years. John Paul Stevens, a liberal Justice, is eighty-seven years old. Draw your own conclusions.

History will show that the current difficult moment is not the end of conservatism, but a slight downturn in a long conservative renaissance that began with the Reagan revolution. Since the Reagan era, we have survived other tough times. Remember that Reagan’s successor, George H. W. Bush, violated his “no new taxes” pledge. The resulting demoralization among conservatives led to another blow—the election of Bill Clinton as president.Yet his wife’s proposal for “Hillary-care,” an outrageous, overreaching attempt to socialize medicine, served as a rallying cry that helped usher in the Gingrich revolution of 1994, when Republicans gained control of both houses of Congress for the first time in forty years.

Since then, conservative values have become so widespread that even the most high-profile liberals have been forced to back away from some of their key positions. President Clinton declared the era of big government to be over and agreed to conservative demands for welfare reform. As a presidential candidate, John Kerry had to mask his poor record on gun rights by pretending to be a hunter. Howard Dean claims that he wants abortion to become “rare.”

This edition of The Official Handbook of the Vast Right-Wing Conspiracy is part of this conservative renaissance. Our ascent will continue so long as conservatives remain faithful to our core agenda: low taxes, small government, strong national defense, and family values. This is our enduring message. The Republican Party has moved away from this agenda in recent years, and has suffered accordingly. The secret to electoral success is really no secret at  all: run as a conservative, govern as a conservative, and voters will reward you. That’s what Reagan showed us.

The Handbook has been thoroughly revised and updated to provide conservatives with the critical information they need to win arguments for conservatism and American liberty as we head into the 2008 elections. It provides conservatives with the facts and history needed to explain why conservatives are right (pardon the pun) on the issues and why liberals are, well, liberal. The Handbook  provides sufficient ammunition to help conservatives dispel the oft-repeated myths perpetrated by the Left in its never-ending quest to expand the size and influence of government while subverting traditional American values.

The chapters were determined by the results of a survey conducted by the conservative weekly Human Events—the ten issues included herein are the issues conservatives identified as the most important. The book begins with the number one issue—immigration—and presents them, in order, through number ten. It sets out the misguided liberal positions on these topics followed by conservative rebuttals. The Handbook, of course, is designed for my fellow members of the Vast Right-Wing Conspiracy. But liberals taking time out from their yoga class to spy on the opposition are also welcome here. Relax, my sprout-eating liberal friends, and read through our program.Who knows what might happen—if you cut your hair, lose the nose ring, and get a job, we might even welcome you into the conspiracy.





ILLEGAL IMMIGRATION: KILLING AMNESTY UNTIL IT’S DEAD

Call it “comprehensive reform,” call it a “pathway to citizenship,” call it whatever you want—the American people know amnesty when they see it. As they say in Texas, “You can put lipstick on a pig, but you still won’t want to kiss it.” And the only kiss Americans want to give the open borders crowd is a short kiss goodbye. Open borders politicians tried twice in 2007 to ram amnesty down our throats, and both times Americans rose up in protest and helped to defeat the bills. We have one, simple message for the politicians in Washington: SECURE OUR BORDERS.
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LIBERAL LUNACY: 


“Earned citizenship and guest worker programs are not amnesty.” 

In 2007, the Senate tried twice to solve the illegal immigration problem through a combination of an “earned citizenship” program for illegals already in America and a “guest worker” program for new immigrants. Unfortunately, a good number of Republicans signed on to this claptrap. Both Senator John McCain—through his immigration  proposal sponsored with the Senate’s numero uno liberal, Ted Kennedy—and President Bush supported this scheme. No matter what they call it, these plans are all tantamount to amnesty.

Back in 1986, we amnestied around 3 million illegal immigrants. The amnesty was sold to us as a one-time deal that would end illegal immigration by legalizing the illegals already here while providing for real immigration enforcement, especially the strict enforcement of the law against employers who hire illegals. But it was a bait-and-switch ploy. The illegals were amnestied, but the enforcement measures never materialized. The result: a tidal wave of illegal immigration over our southern border, resulting in around 12 million illegals in America today.1 This, of course, is just an estimate—a 2007 study calculated up to 38 million illegals.2 According to Border Patrol interviews with illegal immigrants, even more illegals attempt to enter the U.S. when they hear that the president is backing a new amnesty proposal.3


Americans typically don’t fall for the same trick twice. As a result, amnesty supporters now deny that the amnesty they’re advocating is an amnesty at all. Because illegals are being asked to fulfill a few conditions like paying a meaningless fine or working for several years under a temporary worker visa before they are granted citizenship, we are told that it’s not amnesty—it’s “earned citizenship.” Well, the bottom line is the same—people who broke our laws and snuck into the country will be rewarded with citizenship.

The attempts at “comprehensive immigration reform” further call for hundreds of thousands of poorly educated workers to enter the country every year under a “guest worker” program. This should really be called a “permanent worker” program, because that’s what guest worker programs  inevitably become. How did Germany get its large, restive minority of Muslims? They arrived as “guest workers” after World War II and never left. Instead, they brought in their extended families from the Middle East. Rejecting integration, the younger generation of Muslims created a “parallel society” that reflected their native culture.4


Let’s say we allow in hundreds of thousands of guest workers, and at the end of their terms, they refuse to leave. Then what do we do? Round them up and deport them? Liberals would scream “fascism,” just as they do now at anyone who supports the deportation of illegals. If liberals don’t support deporting illegals now, why should we believe liberals will support deporting them in the future?

To make their amnesty more palatable, open-borders advocates promise real immigration enforcement at the border and against employers—just like they promised in 1986. With the 1986 amnesty, this crowd demonstrated that it is not serious about enforcement. That’s why any solution to the illegal immigration problem must begin  with enforcement. Once the border is secure and employers can no longer employ illegals with impunity, then we can begin discussing what to do about the illegals already in America.




LIBERAL LUNACY: 


“We need an amnesty because there’s no practical way to remove 12 million illegal aliens.” 

Advocates of open borders like to present the solution to illegal immigration as a black and white issue—either we send the paddy wagons to round up every illegal immigrant, or we bow to reality and approve an amnesty.



National Review’s John Derbyshire has written about the strange reluctance of the open borders crowd to say what it really means.5 Here’s an update on a short glossary he drew up explaining the unique jargon of open borders advocates.



	
What the open borders crowd says:
	
What it really means:



	migrant
	illegal alien



	undocumented worker
	illegal alien



	match employers with willing workers
	open borders



	flexible labor market
	open borders



	legalize
	amnesty



	regularize
	amnesty



	guest worker program
	amnesty



	bring out of the shadows
	amnesty



	comprehensive immigration reform
	amnesty



	path to citizenship
	amnesty



	earned citizenship
	amnesty



	probationary status
	amnesty



	temporary visa regime
	amnesty



	immigration overhaul
	amnesty









But neither of these measures is necessary. The key to addressing illegal immigration is to enforce laws against those who employ illegals. New laws don’t even have to be approved—we just need to make employers respect the ones that are already on the books.

The overwhelming majority of illegals come to America for work. It’s easy for them to find a job, since employers know they can hire illegals with virtually no chance of being penalized. Notwithstanding the occasional showpiece raid that sends Ted Kennedy into fits of sputtering apoplexy, there is an understanding at the highest levels of the U.S.  government that these laws should not be enforced. After Americans rejected the McCain-Kennedy amnesty, the Bush administration finally took a first step toward employer enforcement. In August 2007, it announced a program to pressure employers to fire workers identified as illegal by their fraudulent social security numbers. Unsurprisingly, a San Francisco judge blocked the move.6


What would happen if one day the government actually began cracking down on employers who hire illegals? Once they had a real disincentive to hiring illegals, you can bet employers would stop doing it. And without job opportunities, illegals would lose the biggest incentive they have to stay in America.We can surmise that not every illegal would return home if they couldn’t find a job here, but enough would leave to bring the problem down to much more manageable levels.




LIBERAL LUNACY: 


“We need a guest worker program because it’s impossible to police a 2,000 mile long border.” 

America can put a man on the moon, and it can simultaneously defeat Imperial Japan and Nazi Germany. But, according to some, controlling immigration is simply beyond our means.We’ve tried enforcing the border and it hasn’t worked, the open-borders crowd says, so we might as well accept reality and allow “migrants” to come here legally as guest workers.

And while we’re at it, we might as well just abolish our laws against rape, murder, and every other crime, since crime still occurs despite all our attempts to eliminate it.

Our efforts in recent decades to secure the border have surely proved inadequate. But does this mean that  uncontrolled immigration is inevitable? Absolutely not. Right now, not much more than 10,000 agents are tasked with patrolling the entire southern border. Additional agents are periodically slated to be hired, but funding for them is often stymied in Congress. Similarly, President Bush ordered National Guard troops to the border, but limited their role to functions like training, transport, and surveillance, instead of actually apprehending illegal border crossers.7


So what would succeed in securing the border? Two things—first, put enough agents on the border actually to do the job. President Bush’s newest plan calls for a total of 20,000 enforcement agents on the border by 2009.8 This is not enough. According to a report by the Congressional Information Reform Caucus, a total of 36,000 National Guard or state militia troops could likely secure the border.  9 Does it sound impossible to muster that many troops? Look at it this way: each state would have to contribute just 720 troops to halt the flood of illegal immigrants.

Secondly, fences have proven to be an effective deterrent—just look at the San Diego border, formerly America’s “number one smugglers’ corridor,” where the smuggling of people and narcotics fell by 90 percent after the construction of a double-layered border fence.10 But the U.S. government is playing its usual games with border fencing—in October 2006 President Bush signed the Secure Fence Act, providing for the construction of 700 miles of fencing along the Mexican border. The Department of Homeland Security, led by amnesty supporter Michael Chertoff, has already announced that 330 miles of the fence will be a “virtual fence” consisting of radar, cameras, and other technology—in other words, no fence at all. As for the 370 miles of real fencing that Chertoff  agreed to build, nearly a year after President Bush signed the bill into law, Chertoff admitted that only eighty-six miles had been constructed.11 Even this was an exaggeration according to Congressman Duncan Hunter, who reports that just fourteen miles have been built.12


The open borders lobby denounces the planned fence as a “Berlin Wall.” Of course, there’s one small problem with this compar ison—the Berlin Wall was designed to keep a captive people from escaping, whereas the U.S.-Mexico border fence is meant to keep people out who have no legal right to enter the country. It’s true that a 700-mile fence would likely just move the flow of illegal immigrants to less secure parts of the border—that’s why we should build a fence across the entire border. As the old saying goes, good fences make good neighbors.


CONSERVATIVES SAY IT BEST...

“My position on illegal immigration? It’s illegal.”

—The late congressman Sonny Bono






LIBERAL LUNACY: 


“Illegal immigration is not a national security issue because no known terrorists have crossed the border.” 

Even if we didn’t know of any terrorists crossing the border, that wouldn’t mean that some group of al Qaeda members hasn’t waltzed across the border and is now quietly awaiting orders in some American city. Ever heard of a sleeper cell?

Besides, the supposition that we haven’t caught terrorists on the southern border is demonstrably false. In 2006  FBI Director Robert Mueller told a congressional subcommittee that the FBI had busted a Hezbollah smuggling ring that was sending its agents across the Mexican border.13


More recently, six Islamic fanatics were arrested in New Jersey while plotting a terrorist attack on the Fort Dix army base. Three of the suspects were illegal immigrants who had accumulated nineteen traffic citations between them. However, because they operated in one of America’s many “sanctuary” cities in which the police are largely prevented from reporting illegal immigrants to the federal authorities, the suspects were left free to roam America.14


Remember, September 11 also has shown that immigration is a national security issue. At least fifteen of the nineteen hijackers were in America on that fateful day even though they should have been denied visas—if immigration officials had processed their applications properly. And don’t forget Ahmed Ressam, the Algerian-born would-be terrorist who was arrested in 1999 trying to cross the Canadian border in order to bomb the Los Angeles airport.15 According to the Census Bureau, 114,818 Middle Eastern men and women were estimated to be in the U.S. illegally in 2000. Will any of these people ever perpetrate another terrorist attack on American soil? Are you willing to bet your life that none of them ever will?

The Beltway sniper, Lee Malvo, and his mother were illegal immigrants from Jamaica. They were arrested in Bellingham, Washington, in 2001. The arresting officers noted in writing that Malvo and his mother should be imprisoned until deportation charges were resolved. This did not happen. Instead, Malvo, despite being caught as an illegal alien, was released without bond. Shortly after his release, Malvo, with the help of his partner, John Muhammad,  went on a killing spree along the Washington Beltway, murdering ten people and causing widespread public panic.What’s the use of spending tax dollars to capture illegal aliens if we just release them back onto the streets? Illegal aliens who are captured should be deported. For the sake of our safety, we need stricter immigration enforcement and control.

Make no mistake about it—illegal immigration is a national security issue of the highest priority.



The Real Reason for Liberals’ Support for Illegal Immigration


“Democrats are counting on illegal immigrants to be the future of their party, their border guards for the new socialist state. At least liberals have a clear mission and know what they’re fighting for. Their plan is to destroy America.”

—Ann Coulter16







LIBERAL LUNACY: 


“Conservatives will lose votes by opposing illegal immigration.” 

Illegal immigration is an increasingly important problem for the American people. The collection of open border ideologues, multiculturalism zealots, and opportunistic employers who oppose border security are really a small minority.

Too many conservatives buy into the stale liberal rhetoric claiming that voters are turned off by “mean-spirited” campaigns against illegal immigration. The prime example, supposedly, is the decline in the fortunes of the Republican Party in California, which they attribute to the anti-illegal immigration position of former California  Governor Pete Wilson.What liberals and their open-borders allies don’t like to mention is that during Wilson’s tenure, California voters approved by wide margins three initiatives to fight illegal immigration and to scale back multicultural programs. Making support for Proposition 187—a ballot initiative that called for eliminating some state assistance to illegal immigrants—his primary campaign issue,Wilson won re-election in 1994 by a whopping 15 percentage points. And California voters themselves approved Prop 187, although the bill was effectively killed off by the courts. It was the abandonment of Wilson’s anti-illegal immigration platform by his successors in the California GOP leadership that cost the party so dearly at the polls.17 In fact, a key issue in the recall of former California governor Gray Davis was Davis’ approval of a bill to allow illegal aliens to obtain driver’s licenses. Arnold Schwarzenegger campaigned against the measure, which surveys showed was opposed by 70 percent of Californians, in his successful run to replace Davis.18 More recently, New York’s Democratic governor, Eliot Spitzer, also advocated drivers licenses for illegals. Even in New York, the bluest of the blue states, the plan provoked a popular uproar, forcing the governor to abandon his plan.19


Illegal immigration has already emerged as a key issue in the 2008 elections, as evidenced by its selection as the single most important issue by the respondents to the survey that guided this book. And it is not only conservatives who understand the urgency to begin addressing the problem. In fact, a 2005 Zogby poll found that those most opposed to illegal immigration are Democrats, African Americans, women, and people with a household income under $75,000.20 Far from being an electoral loser, taking a strong stand against illegal immigration represents an  opportunity for conservatives to pick off traditionally Democratic voters.




LIBERAL LUNACY: 


“Multiculturalism and diversity are good for our society.” 

Is that so? So we should emphasize our differences over our similarities? We should encourage immigrants to embrace the culture of the place they abandoned and reject the culture of the place to which they ran? Great idea! Maybe we’ll end up like one of those places where ethnic and cultural differences matter more than anything else—say, Northern Ireland or Bosnia, or maybe Rwanda or Darfur. Gee, I can’t wait!

Let’s face it: multiculturalism is dangerous to our nation. In October and November 2005, Muslim rioters burned businesses, cars, and buildings in France. Though debate exists over the rioters’ motives, one thing appears clear: France has failed to assimilate these Muslim youths into the nation’s wine and Brie culture. We can only hope American immigrants never feel this way about hamburgers, hot dogs, and barbeque.
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