
The clamor is growing louder every day. 
“They don’t listen.” “We have no real choice of 
candidates.” “The system is rigged for the elite.” 
“There’s no difference between the two parties.”

You hear it every election. Endless talk about 
the need to create jobs, build the economy, 
make the nation a “better place to live for our 
families,” and, my favorite – “restore trust!”  
Who’s not for those wonderful things! The 
slogans work for Democrat and Republican alike. 
These so-called issues are interchangeable. 
They are, in fact, nothing more than empty 
rhetoric.

Meanwhile, do we hear a discussion about 
our money becoming more worthless every 
day from government spending and rampant 
inflation? What about the destruction of our 
education system as it is used for behavior 
modification while true academics are 
eliminated for the curriculum? Does any 
candidate dare mention the hopelessness 
taking over our inner cities as federal welfare 
policies are enslaving whole generations to the 
ever-expanding government plantation? And 
of course there is the fear campaign in every 
city in the nation about the need to control 

development 
and population, 
leading to 
the utter 
destruction of 
private property.

None of 
these issues are 
ever mentioned 
in local, state 
or federal cam-
paigns. Any can-
didate who tries 
is immediately labeled an extremist!

So our political parties choose for us 
candidates that are “acceptable,” middle of the 
road, not rocking the boat, and not too extreme. 
In short, we are forced to choose the lesser 
of two evils. Election after election the drone 
goes on. And what are we to do? These are the 
candidates those in charge have chosen for 
us for city council, county commission, state 
legislature, Congress and President. Yes, we 
have primaries to choose, but I think we all 
know those are pretty much rigged to assure 
the powers in charge get whom they want – just 
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ask Bernie Sanders.

Is it any wonder that there are 
millions of Americans who don’t 
vote or participate in our nation’s 
debate because they think it doesn’t 
matter anyway? The “average voter” 
increasingly feels that the decisions 
have been made for them.

Those who hold conservative 
points of view that our nation should 
live within the Constitution now 
believe socialism is inevitable, so why 
bother going to the polls.

The poor think they are simply 
pawns in a vice grip between big 
money and special interests which 
control the elections. Why bother? 
Helplessness now rules the world’s 
greatest representative democracy. 
As people stay home or trudge to the 
polls to unenthusiastically vote for 
the next lesser of two evils, 93% of 
incumbents are routinely returned to 
office – year after year after year.

The instant a candidate is elected 
and joins the ranks of the incumbents 
he/she begins the dance. Get the 
money for the next campaign. How? 
Special interests groups, corporations 
and foreign interests flood into their 
offices to make deals, promote their 
personal agendas and show the way 

to fame, fortune and perpetual 
office – if only the incumbents 
go along. They have the whole 
process well in hand. Campaigns 
become little more than big PR 
projects, promoted in positive 
platitudes, specifically designed 
to assure nothing negative 
sticks. Just get through it and 
keep the gravy train running.

Above all, do not talk about 
controversial subjects like 
dollar values, global trade 
or immigration; just stick to 
issues like health care, and the 
environment – coincidentally, 
two issues bought and paid for 
by the special interests. See how 
it works?

So year after year, we 
officially hold elections and 
politicians pontificate about 
how our going to the polls is a 
revered right, a valued tradition, 
the underpinning of a free 
society. And they wonder why 
there is such division in the 
nation. How did we end up in 
such a mess? We voted for these 
guys. But did we enjoy it? Are we 
satisfied with the results? Would 
we like to demand a do-over?

So is it hopeless? Is there any 
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way to change it? Do you want the people 
to, again, have control of the election 
process and of the choice of candidates 
offered? Do you want to force the power 
elites to listen to you? I’ve got a solution.

Don’t despair. Don’t give up. There is 
a logical, effective way out of this. But it 
won’t happen by depending on political 
parties to lead the way. We have to take 
things into our own hands. We need an 
effective, binding form of protest to say 
“NO” to bad candidates. There is such a 
way.

Imagine going into the voting booth 
and looking down the list of candidates 
offered. None really appeal. None seem 
to offer satisfaction as an answer to the 
issues that concern you. If only there was 
something else you could do. A write in 
won’t help. It would take such a difficult, 
expensive effort. It rarely works.

Then you look further down the ballot. 
Something new. It says “NONE OF THE 
ABOVE.” It’s a final choice after each of 
the candidates in every category, from 
president, to congress to city council. 
What does it mean?

It means you have the power to decide 
who will hold office – not the power 
brokers. When the votes are tallied, if 
“NONE OF THE ABOVE” gets a majority 
of votes over any of the candidates listed, 
then “NONE OF THE ABOVE” wins. And 
that means none of those candidates 
will win the office. The office will remain 
vacant until a new election is held. To set 
up another election and fill the spot would 
work exactly like the process provided in 
the Constitution when an incumbent dies 
or resigns, and a special election is held. 
Now new candidates will have to try to 
win the public’s support.

Fixing the election process could 
be that simple. You, the voter, would 

be completely in the driver’s seat with 
the power to reject candidates, forcing 
a new election with new choices. The 
political parties would be forced to 
provide candidates the people want -- 
or face being rejected. They would have 
to talk about real issues – or face being 
rejected. Incumbents would have to 
answer for their actions in office – or face 
being rejected. “NONE OF THE ABOVE.” 
Period. The power of labor unions and 
international corporations would be 
broken.

Think of the consequences. No longer 
would voters have to settle for the lesser 
of two evils. If all the candidates are bad 
– none would be able to force their way 
into office. It would mean that powerful 
special interests could no longer rely 
on their money to buy elections. They 
could buy all the ads they wanted, spend 
millions on “volunteers” going door to 
door and sling their dirt, but if the voters 
aren’t buying, none of it will save their 
candidate from being rejected by “NONE 
OF THE ABOVE.”

Moreover, the power of entrenched 
incumbents who have been unbeatable 
because of their massive war chests and 
party ties would be broken. Picture John 
McCain or Nancy Pelosi unable to run 
for office because they were rejected by 
“NONE OF THE ABOVE.”

However, in order to work, “NONE OF 
THE ABOVE” would have to be binding. 
It would have to have the power of law 
behind it. It cannot be just a “protest” vote 
that has no other meaning.

“NONE OF THE ABOVE” is completely 
non-partisan. There is no way to control 
its outcome. There is no need for a 
massive campaign chest to support 
“NONE OF THE ABOVE,” although it 
could certainly be done. But the option, 
once permanently placed on the ballot, 
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would always be there. America’s representative 
system would be restored.

To get the job done, activists in every state 
would have to begin a campaign to demand that 
“NONE OF THE ABOVE” be given a permanent 
spot on the ballot. It would not require a 
Constitutional Amendment. It would have to 
be done state by state. Some states have ballot 
referendums and initiatives using petition drives 
to get an issue on the ballot so the people can 
decide. It’s difficult and expensive to do, but 
popular ideas have a chance.

In other states, “NONE OF THE ABOVE” 
advocates would have to find a friendly state 
representative or senator to introduce the idea 
before the state legislature and then get enough 
votes to pass it in both houses and then have it 
signed by the governor. The main drawback to 
that effort is that, if the effort is successful, then 
every one of those legislators is an incumbent 
who will have to face “NONE OF THE ABOVE” 
on the ballot for their re-election. They 
probably won’t be too excited about the idea.

So why would they support the idea? It 
would be only because supporters succeed in 
creating a strong movement of voters which 
demand it. No one is saying this will be an easy 
process. But such movements have succeeded 
before. For example, local activists could 
begin by demanding that candidates support 
the measure much like they now sign “no tax” 
pledges. In short, they would support it because 
there is strong popular support and they simply 
have no choice.

Of course, one of their main objections to 
the “NONE OF THE ABOVE” idea would be the 
requirement for holding a new election, should 
it win. Too expensive, our responsible public 
servants would say as they dismissed the idea. 
However, if it means getting better candidates, 
isn’t it worth it to hold a new election, especially 
considering how much a very bad candidate 
would cost us if he actually got into office?  The 
fact is, such a need for a new election would 
probably not arise often once political power 
brokers began to understand that they must 
offer candidates acceptable to the people rather 

than to the special interests. That’s all they 
really have to do. It’s all we want. It only takes a 
couple of “None of the Above” victories to see 
that the electorate is back in charge.

The idea of “NONE OF THE ABOVE” has 
been around for a long time. Over the years, 
most states have had some kind of legislation 
introduced supporting the concept. Nevada 
actually has it on the ballot – but it is not 
binding. It doesn’t force a new election. It is just 
a measure of protest. That’s not good enough to 
make it effective.

One of the reasons it has not been successful 
is because there has never been a serious 
national drive to promote the idea. However, 
with the growing dissatisfaction voters are 
feeling with the lack of quality candidates 
seeming to get worse every election, perhaps 
there has never been a better time to start a 
national discussion on the issue.

The best part is that “NONE OF THE ABOVE” 
isn’t a conservative or liberal idea. It’s not a 
Republican of Democrat proposal. In fact, 
Republican leadership might see it as a good 
way to break the back of big labor’s influence 
over elections. Equally, Democrats could see it 
as a way to stop the power and influence of the 
Republican’s big business money. However the 
parties want to look at it, the bottom line is that 
the voters win.

This will be a long-term process and is 
primarily aimed at local, state and congressional 
candidates. While it should certainly be used 
in presidential elections as well, the real power 
comes from rejecting the lower level candidates.

But all of that depends on the voters. Do you 
want to take back control, or are you satisfied to 
have your choices made for you behind closed 
doors? Because that’s what we have now. How’s 
that working for you?
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areas have been put in 
lockdown specifically to 
block energy and min-
eral development. For-
est Service officials and 
Sierra Club officers have 
said so right to my face. 

Eastern and 
Midwestern residents 
cannot imagine the 
extent or impact of 
Federal Government 
ownership, management 
and control of lands in 
the eleven westernmost states and Alaska. While 
federal agencies own just 0.3% of Connecticut and 
Iowa, and 0.6% of New York, they own, manage 
and control 63% of all land in Utah; 61% in Alaska 
and Idaho; 80% in Nevada; 29% to 53% in the other 
western states. 

That means virtually every revenue-producing, 
recreational and other activity is regulated, 
restricted, prohibited or under attack in courts 
and other venues. No timber cutting in national 
forests, fostering massive wildfires. No vehicles, 
wheelchairs, energy or mineral exploration in 
wilderness and many other areas. Even grazing 
and watershed management are under assault 
throughout the West. 

All of these restrictive designations should 
be reviewed by Congress and Executive Branch 
agencies. 

As of 1994, when consulting geologist Courtland 
Lee and I prepared a detailed analysis, over 410 
million acres were effectively off limits to mineral 
exploration and development. That’s 66% of the 
nation’s public lands – an area equal to Arizona, 
Colorado, Montana, New Mexico, Utah and 
Wyoming combined. The situation is far worse 
today – posing a critical public policy problem. 

Because of processes unleashed by plate 
tectonics and other geologic forces, these 
mountain, desert and other lands contain some 
of the most highly mineralized rock formations 
in North America. They almost certainly contain 
numerous world-class deposits of oil, gas, gold, 
silver, platinum, molybdenum and rare-earth 
metals – essential for modern civilization. They 

President Trump has directed Secretary of 
the Interior Ryan Zinke to review recent land 
withdrawals under the 1906 Antiquities Act, to 
determine whether some should be reversed or 
reduced in size. 

The review is long overdue. The act was 
intended to protect areas of historic, prehistoric 
or scientific value, with areas designated as 
monuments to be the smallest size compatible 
with the proper care and management of objects 
or sites to be protected. The first designation, the 
1,347-acre Devils Tower National Monument (NM) 
respected that intent, as have most designations 
since then. 

However, some were enormous withdrawals; 
several were made with poor public outreach or 
inadequate consultation with people who would 
be most directly and severely affected; 26 of the 
27 monuments to be reviewed are over 100,000 
acres in size; and the final one involves deficient 
consultation. 

Arguably the two greatest Antiquities Act 
abuses affected Utah. The 1,880,461-acre 
Grand Staircase Escalante NM was designated 
by President Clinton in large part to make 
billion-dollar coal deposits off limits. Even Utah 
Governor Michael Levitt did not learn of it until 
it was a done deal (Chapter Twelve). President 
Obama designated the 1,351,849-acre Bear 
Ears monument three weeks before leaving 
office, many Utahans say to make still more 
energy resources off limits to exploration and 
development. 

Grand Staircase alone is equal to Delaware and 
Rhode Island combined. It and Great Bears to-
gether are larger than Connecticut. They are far 
larger than any of the national parks in Utah. And 
they are in addition to Utah’s five other nation-
al monuments, five national parks, four national 
recreation and conservation areas, thousands 
of miles of national trails, six national forests, 31 
national wilderness areas, and millions of acres in 
other restrictive land use categories. 

Some of these areas truly are unique, beautiful, 
spectacular. I’ve visited and hiked in many of them 
in Utah, other western states and Alaska. Our 
national parks in particular should be protected. 
But we have gone overboard, and far too many 

Land, energy and mineral lockdowns 
Too many oil, gas, coal, rare earth and other vital resources are still off limits

By Paul Driessen 
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wait for us to find them, using modern prospecting 
technologies that can be carried in airplanes and 
backpacks, leaving barely a trace – but letting us 
know what is there, so that we can make informed 
land management decisions. 

Environmentalists claim that even a single 
mine or oil well in these areas would destroy their 
wilderness character and ecological value. That is 
absurd, considering that many of these areas are the 
size of Rhode Island, Connecticut, Vermont or even 
West Virginia. Moreover, unlike wind turbine and 
solar panel installations across thousands or tens of 
thousands of acres in perpetuity, modern mines and 
drill pads are comparatively small – and are restored 
back to natural conditions when the operations 
have concluded. 

Equally important, wind and solar generate 
minuscule amounts of electricity, unreliably, at 
unpredictable times – and require far more land and 
workers per unit of output – than coal or natural 
gas. In fact, Coal generated an incredible 7,745 
megawatt-hours of electricity per worker; natural 
gas 3,812 MWH per worker; wind a measly 836 
MWH for every employee; and solar an abysmal 98 
MWH per worker. That’s part of the reason why oil, 
gas and coal still provide 80% of America’s and the 
world’s energy. 

America’s national security situation was 
affected when we depended on often unfriendly 
foreign sources for oil – before hydraulic fracturing 
unleashed record production from state and private 
lands. 

Now we are dependent on different, still often 
unfriendly foreign suppliers for rare earth metals 
and other raw materials that are essential for smart 
phones and smart bombs, stealth fighters, digital 
cameras, computer hard drives, wind turbine 
magnets, photovoltaic solar panels, hybrid and 
electric car batteries, compact fluorescent light 
bulbs, catalytic converters, and countless other 
modern and future technologies. 

China produces 97% of the world’s rare-
earth oxides, largely controls world markets, 
and increasingly uses rare earths in-house, to 
manufacture products for sale overseas. That means 
most jobs stay in China, even though the rare earths 
are mined, processed and turned into finished 
products under environmental and worker health 
and safety standards that would get operations shut 
down instantly in the USA. 

However, China’s estimated reserves are only 
one-third of known global reserves, and much less 
than that of potential economically producible rare 

earth resources – many of which could be in the 
United States. In fact, one of the largest known 
rare earth deposits is near California’s Mojave 
Desert. It had been in production, but legal 
actions, excessive regulations and low foreign 
prices forced a long suspension of operations, and 
Molycorp filed for bankruptcy in 2015, citing a 
heavy debt load and other problems. 

That deposit underscores the enormous 
potential for finding billion-dollar deposits of 
numerous vital minerals right here in the USA – if 
we are permitted to look for them. 

President Trump’s decisions to review 
Antiquities Act land closures, ease restrictions 
on onshore and offshore oil and gas drilling, and 
end stalemates over the Dakota and Keystone 
Pipelines are excellent steps in implementing his 
vision for American job creation and economic 
revitalization. 

The President and Congress could also explore 
ways to get more oil flowing to the Trans Alaska 
Pipeline, which needs certain minimal amounts in 
the pipe for the oil to move during frigid weather. 
Recent discoveries along the North Slope have 
helped, and perhaps Prudhoe Bay’s declining 
oil production can be spurred some more by 
fracking. Ultimately, though, more Alaskan areas 
must be opened for drilling, and that will require 
White House, federal agency and congressional 
action. 

Congress should also take a leadership role, by 
launching discussions about how much western 
state land really needs to remain under federal 
control, and how many of our best energy and 
mineral prospects really need to be kept off 
limits. Those land use policies severely affect job 
creation and economic opportunities for states, 
communities, families and our nation as a whole, 
for little environmental benefit. 

Modern industrialized civilizations cannot long 
exist without the vital resources that come out 
of holes in the ground. Even wind turbines, solar 
panels, electric cars and internet services require 
a plethora of metals and other minerals – plus 
fossil fuel energy to extract those resources and 
convert them into usable products. It’s time to 
have a civil conversation about all of this. 

Paul Driessen is senior policy advisor for the 
Committee For A Constructive Tomorrow (www.
Cfact.org) and author of Eco-Imperialism: Green 
power - Black death. He has degrees in geology, 
ecology and environmental law. 
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Now Tell Me I Was Wrong 
by Tom DeWeese

This book is a collection of articles published in The 
DeWeese Report during the past 15 years. These articles 
were written during some of the greatest changes 
to our government, schools, economy and personal 
freedoms yet witnessed in American history. Ignored 
by most in the nation at the time, the results of the 
implementation of these policies are now at the very 
root of massive discontent in the nation. 

As today’s Tea Party rises in protest, many wonder 
where such a movement came from. Over the past 
fifteen years Tom DeWeese has been sounding 
the alarms over government land grabs, radical 
environmentalists, radical “reform” in the schools, 
attacks on our national sovereignty and UN-driven 
global governance. For his efforts, Tom DeWeese was 
not only ignored, but derided and labeled an alarmist. 
Now, however, those policies he warned us about are 
front page headlines fueling a national discontent. 
As they rip apart our nation and protests grow in our 
streets, Tom DeWeese issues this challenge… “Now tell 
me I was wrong.”

Agenda 21 and Article V 
Two Tools for Collectivism

Tom DeWeese gives a detailed explanation of Agenda 
21 and its threat to our freedom and independence. 
He then demonstrates how an Article Five Convention 
of States can and will be used by collectivist forces to 
shove the Constitution out of the way to fully complete 
the implementation of Agenda 21.    

Order by phone: (844) 287-0895 option 4
Order online: store.americanpolicy.org
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ERASE is a searing glimpse into the near future of 
an America being destroyed from within. A teacher, 
a businessman, a preacher, a political activist, and a 
homeless man all learn the frightening truth about 
a secret, powerful force plotting to bring it about. 
Can they stop it before it’s too late? The answer can 
be found in a hidden document. As they race against 
time to find it, some make the ultimate sacrifice.

Nearly every detail in this book actually exists 
in public policy. Of course Tom has taken some 
liberties for the sake of certain dramatic depictions, 
and his characters are fictitious. But much of the 
dialog is taken verbatim from actual events, as are 
several of the scenes. He created the story’s villain 
as one man, but he lives inside several hundred such 
power mongers who use fear and deceit to destroy 
our society. They have many tools and tactics 
throughout the education system, our churches, the 
Internet, business and government to impose their 
vision for our future. 

To preserve freedom it is the duty of every 
American to learn and understand these dangers. 
Through the entertainment of a classic fictional 
thriller ERASE will teach you how it can happen.

ERASE
A political thriller - by Tom DeWeese

“I think ERASE maybe the most important political novel since 1984, Atlas 
Shrugged, Brave New World and State of Fear.” - Jay Lehr, Ph.D. The Heartland 
Institute

Must Read Book: Tom DeWeese’s ERASE Like Atlas Shrugged and the Left 
Behind series Tom DeWeese’s ERASE presents a fictional path through a 
dystopian future. However, in ERASE every single policy presented in the book, 
from the use of technology to change our culture; to the use of the public school 
classrooms to eliminate true knowledge; to the destruction of Christianity in a 
drive to meld all religions into one powerful tool for government, is all true and 
happening at this very moment. - Richard Viguerie’s Conservative Headquarters

Order by phone: (844) 287-0895 option 4
Order online: store.americanpolicy.org


