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A Golden Opportunity
by Martha A. Marks, Ph.D.

For the first time in recent history, our nation will
soon have Republican and Democratic nominees 
for president who are both good on environmental
issues. This presents a remarkable opportunity to
make environmental protection once more, as
President Richard Nixon described it, “a cause
beyond party and beyond factions.”

It is safe to say that Nixon’s call for unity on 
environmental stewardship has not been heeded. 
In the decades since Nixon was president and strong
bipartisan majorities in Congress overwhelmingly
passed a series of landmark environmental laws, 
the debate in this nation over environmental policy
has grown increasingly nasty—and partisan. 

No one party is to blame for this unfortunate situa-
tion. Both bear an equal share of the responsibility.
And it will take hard, sincere work by honest brokers
on both sides of the aisle to change the situation.
Sound bites and cheap shots won’t work.

Too many Republicans equate environmentalists 
with anti-war hippies and social revolutionaries of
the Sixties and Seventies and thus identify environ-
mentalism as a “liberal” value. While there are still
many individual Republican environmentalists and 
conservationists—including elected officials who
demonstrate raw courage in bucking their party
establishment, the modern Republican Party as an
institution not only has turned its back on its own
great conservation tradition but also has openly
ceded the issue of environmental protection to the
Democrats. The GOP often has seemed intent on
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eliminating the environmental protections
that the American people demanded in the
1970s and still desire today. This is not smart
politics.

Too many Democrats—often genuine environ-
mental advocates—show a desire to keep
“the environment” as their own private turf.
It’s tempting to use the contemporary GOP’s
antipathy to environmental protection as a
cudgel at election time, thereby alienating
potential allies on the other side of the aisle.
Incremental progress obtained by seeking
bipartisan consensus—and then giving credit
where credit is truly due—is better than no
progress at all. But by letting the perfect be
the enemy of the good, purists often fail to
make any progress. An all-or-nothing attitude
often becomes a self-fulfilling prophecy. This
is not smart politics either.

Because the effective stewardship of our
environment requires consistent, long-term
progress—especially on big challenges like
climate change—we cannot afford to have
the environmental debate held hostage to
ever-shifting political winds. It does little
good to take two steps forward in one 
presidential-election year if they are followed
four years later by two steps backwards.

Fortunately, the two eventual 2008 nominees
for president will both have proven records of
fighting to protect the environment. They will
both support capping greenhouse emissions,
improving automobile fuel efficiency, and
relying more on clean, alternative sources of 
energy. Starting in January 2009, we are

guaranteed a president who will take environ-
mental stewardship much more seriously
than the Bush Administration has.

Given this unique and favorable opportunity,
it makes sense for America’s non-partisan
environmental organizations to build good
relationships with both nominees, and to 
seize this remarkable opportunity to tran-
scend divisive stereotypes and advance their
cause.

PARTISANS AT THE GATE
Unfortunately, one of the nation’s oldest,
biggest, and most prominent environmental
organizations seems oblivious to this golden
opportunity.

No sooner had Senator John McCain become
the presumptive Republican nominee than
the “non-partisan” Sierra Club launched a
barrage of harsh and blatantly unfair attacks
against him. In a short two weeks, the group
issued two press releases and sent at least
four emails to its members attacking Senator
McCain.

In those mailings, Sierra Club Executive
Director Carl Pope wrongly equated McCain’s
missed votes while campaigning for president
as reflecting “a history of siding with polluters
and special interests.” No one can honestly
draw such a conclusion.

McCain’s skipped votes were not limited to a
specific policy area. In 2007, he missed votes
on legislation covering a wide variety of
issues. And several of the environmental (and
other) votes he missed were scheduled within
hours of a Republican presidential debate. 

It is telling that the Sierra Club has not 
castigated Senators Hillary Clinton and
Barack Obama for the environmental votes
they missed—or even for those times when
they voted wrong on an environmental issue.

Likewise in April, when Obama and Clinton
made carefully calibrated, friendly comments
about the coal industry in Pennsylvania,
Kentucky, and West Virginia, the Sierra Club
issued nary a peep of protest. When asked
about this, the Club’s political director was
quoted as saying, “How they finesse things
on the margin is up to them.”
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The Sierra Club claims that its attacks on
Senator McCain are merely part of a broader
effort to hold the presidential candidates
accountable on environmental issues. Given
the harshness of the rhetoric, however, plus
the mischaracterization of Senator McCain’s
overall record and the one-sidedness of the
accountability, that claim rings hollow.

Non-partisan environmental groups suppos-
edly operate under the premise that environ-
mental protection is a cause that transcends
politics. Still, there are those within the
“green” community who allow their personal
views on other issues—many having no 
relationship whatsoever to conservation or
environmental protection—to influence deci-
sion-making on behalf of their organizations.

The same blind partisanship that has often
led Republicans down the wrong path on
environmental issues can be just as 
damaging when it afflicts those within the
environmental community.

SEIZE THE DAY
After almost eight years of a White House
that has consistently turned a deaf ear to
environmental concerns and been dominated
by parochial interests seeking to roll back 
environmental protections for their own 
benefit, we now have the best opportunity in
decades to make natural resource conserva-
tion and environmental protection bi-partisan
issues once again. 

If sincere individuals of both parties and
environmental organizations of all stripes
resolve to work cooperatively together, we
can secure sustained, long-term progress in
addressing our many pressing environmental
challenges.

This can be a defining moment for environ-
mental progress in America. With public 
concern rising again about a new set of 
issues—climate change, energy, sprawl, 
habitat loss, and worsening pollution—the
political winds are already starting to shift.
Recent polling shows heightened concern
about these issues from voters regardless 
of party affiliation. In one notable example,
81 percent of Republicans now say that the
United States should take action to reduce
carbon dioxide coming from cars, factories
and power plants.

Who would have guessed several years ago
that in 2008 the Republican Party would
nominate a presidential candidate who makes
addressing climate change one of his top
three priorities... and who would bring the
subject up in GOP debates and other public
forums at every opportunity, whether asked
about it or not? 

Who would have guessed that Republican
governors would be suing the federal govern-
ment and otherwise leading the nation in
efforts to curb greenhouse gas emissions?

And who could have dreamed that the likes
of Newt Gingrich and Pat Robertson would
ever appear in TV commercials about solving
global warming... funded with proceeds from
Al Gore’s movie, An Inconvenient Truth?

In such a climate, the Sierra Club’s partisan,
scratch-and-claw approach towards a strong
candidate who may well end up as president
is counterproductive. Why burn bridges when
the times offer a wonderful opportunity to
build them?

What is needed is a respectful approach that
will move beyond the old partisan divisions
and position the environmental community
favorably, no matter who wins in November.

It is time, nearly 40 years after Nixon first
called for it, to seize this opportunity to make
safeguarding our environment a cause
beyond party and factions.

The same blind partisanship
that has often led

Republicans down the wrong
path on environmental
issues can be just as 

damaging when it afflicts
those within the

environmental community.

Martha Marks is the co-founder and president of
Republicans for Environmental Protection.
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During the presidential primary season, we
heard many opinions emanate from our
radios and television sets about who and
what is—or is not—conservative. Much of this
came from well-known media personalities
claiming to represent conservative view-
points, including leading talk radio hosts Rush
Limbaugh, Sean Hannity, and Mark Levin.

On their talk shows, these men and others
ranted incessantly about why some of the
Republican candidates were not conservative
enough. They pointed to candidate policy
positions on issues ranging from campaign
finance reform to climate change to illustrate
their point. 

The problem is that these self-styled arbiters
of conservatism are not the conservatives
that they pretend to be. Despite their almost 
universal acceptance as conservative pundits,
seldom are the opinions they espouse actual-
ly grounded in true conservative principles.

Limbaugh, Hannity, Levin and their protégés
are peddling a radical ideology that takes
free-market libertarian thinking to the
extreme and subordinates virtually all other
values to profit and personal gratification.
What may have begun as a laudable defense
of capitalism against the tendency of liberals
to excessively tax and regulate has morphed
into a shallow ideology rooted largely in
materialism and egotism.

This ideology holds that man need never
restrain his appetites, that the pursuit of
wealth is the primary purpose of human exis-
tence, that opulence is the highest measure
of success, and that an unfettered market
will always provide, no matter how insatiable
our desires. 

Ironically, this hedonistic doctrine bears a
striking resemblance to the 1960s left-wing
counterculture’s if-it-feels-good-do-it attitude.
Only the vices are different.

TRUE CONSERVATISM
If they were alive today, the founding fathers
of modern conservative thought—18th centu-
ry British statesman Edmund Burke, revered
conservative author Russell Kirk, and 
southern agrarian Richard Weaver—would be
appalled at the notions currently being
advanced in the name of conservatism.

Much of Burke’s thinking is rooted in the 
view that society is intergenerational, as is
mankind’s responsibility to it. Burke consid-
ered society to be a partnership between
past, present, and future generations. He
writes that society’s current “temporary 
possessors” have no right to “commit waste”
on the inheritance of those who come after
them.

Burke, Kirk, and Weaver frequently warn 
of the corrosive effect of materialism and 
a consumption-based society. Burke notes,
“The great Error of our Nature is, not to
know where to stop, not to be satisfied 
with any reasonable acquirement; not to
compound with our condition; but to lose 
all we have gained by an insatiable pursuit
after more.”

Kirk, in his seminal book The Conservative
Mind, writes, “The conservative knows that
material production and consumption are 
not the purpose of human existence.” Thus,
he concludes, “The American conservative
will endeavor to exert some intelligent check
upon material will and appetite.”

Kirk specifically warns about so-called 
conservatives who, like Limbaugh, Hannity,
and Levin, “assure us that great corporations 
can do no wrong” and who would govern by
“placating certain powerful interests.”

CONSERVATISM’S
GREAT PRETENDERS

by David Jenkins

Limbaugh, Hannity, Levin
and their protégés

are peddling a radical
ideology that takes

free-market libertarian
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True conservatism recognizes the fallibility of
man, the limitations of self-interest, and that
freedom and responsibility go hand in hand.
The radicalism being advanced today under
the conservative banner is so pervasive that
the true nature of conservatism has been
almost totally obscured, and many of its
greatest strengths have been forgotten. 

Values that were the very foundation of 
conservative thinking—prudence, humility,
reverence, thrift and stewardship—have been
subordinated to what Kirk calls the “mere
laudation of private enterprise.”

STEWARDSHIP LOST
Stewardship is a fundamental conservative
idea that is rooted in the Bible and, as Burke
stressed, is essential to the continuance of
society. It is the glue that holds the other
tenets of conservatism together.

Limbaugh, Hannity, Levin, and the other 
pretend conservatives have betrayed their
conservative façade by abandoning the 
principle of stewardship.  Without it, the
cherry-picked aspects of conservatism that
they cling to are rudderless.

This shows in their policy positions and 
rhetoric related to natural resource conserva-
tion and environmental issues.

They reflexively oppose measures to safe-
guard the environment or conserve resources
on the grounds that such efforts will burden
business and hurt the economy. They look 
at these issues through a prism of parochial
interests and short-term profitability. Their
opposition even holds when environmental
stewardship and conservation coincide with
national security interests and long-term 
economic benefits.

In The Conservative Mind, Kirk astutely
points out that responsible stewardship is a
predictable casualty of unrestrained material
appetites. He writes that, absent restraint,
men will “destroy in their lust for enjoyment
the property of future generations, of their
own contemporaries, and indeed their very
own capital.”

And if there is any doubt that he’s referring
to environmental stewardship, he adds:

“The modern spectacle of vanished forests
and eroded lands, wasted petroleum and
ruthless mining, national debts recklessly
increased until they are repudiated, and 
continual revision of positive law, is evidence
of what an age without veneration does to
itself and its successors.”

Weaver refers to the failure of man to live
up to his stewardship duties as a “form of
heresy” that “violates the belief that creation
or nature is fundamentally good.” In his 
influential book Ideas Have Consequences,
he writes: “Somehow the notion has been
loosed that nature is hostile to man or that

continued on page 6

Great Quotations
fr om Genuine Conservatives

Edmund Burke (1729-1797) was an Irish-born
British statesman who is generally regarded as

the founder of “true” conservatism
and the greatest of all conservative thinkers.
Burke’s intellectual criticism of the French

Revolution, entitled Reflections on the
Revolution in France (1790),

provided conservatism its most influential
statement of views.

“Society is a partnership in all
science; a partnership in all art;

a partnership in every vir tue, and
in all perfection. As the ends of

such a partnership
cannot be obtained in many

generations, it becomes a
partnership not only between

those who are living, but between
those who are living,

those who are dead, and
those who are to be born.”

—Edmund Burke, Reflections

You will find many more
Great Quotations by Genuine Conservatives at

www.conservamerica.org/quotes.html
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her ways are offensive or slovenly, so that
every step of progress is measured by how 
far we have altered these. Nothing short of 
a recovery of the ancient virtue of pietas
can absolve man from this sin.”

WASTED ENERGY
Several months ago, listening to Mr.
Limbaugh’s show, I heard him boast about
how big his carbon footprint is. He gleefully
pointed out how much energy he wastes by
never turning off the lights in his home, by
air conditioning his garage, and by driving
gas guzzlers.

Regardless of whether he actually is so
wasteful and irresponsible, or was indulging
in provocative hyperbole, the remarks were
intended to disparage even simple personal
efforts to conserve energy and reduce 
pollution. Since when is wastefulness a
conservative virtue?

It is not. Conservation is conservative. Waste
is imprudent. Yet, anytime conservation
comes up on their talk shows, Limbaugh,
Hannity, Levin, and others disparage the idea
by raising the phony specter of consumers
forced to drive shoddy Yugos or shiver in the
dark.

They mistakenly equate conservation with
deprivation. To them, any restraint on 
material appetites, even efficiency measures
that make a hard-earned dollar go further, is
the enemy of a political ideology that places
a premium on material gain and immediate
gratification. Ignoring the economic and
national security vulnerabilities stemming
from our heavy dependence on oil, these pre-
tend conservatives oppose even modest

efforts to increase the fuel efficiency of auto-
mobiles. They drag out tired arguments
about safety and consumer choice that clear-
ly do not hold in an era of gas-electric
hybrids and common-rail diesel. 

They sing the praises of supply and demand,
yet are tone deaf to the notion that 
conserving lowers demand and drives down
oil prices, just as it did after President Ford
signed legislation adopting the first fuel 
economy standards.

It is particularly telling that they never call
for decreasing our nation’s dependence on
oil, just decreasing its dependence on 
“foreign oil.” They are in denial about the 
fact that the United States, which currently
consumes 25 percent of the world’s oil 
production, sits atop less than 3 percent of
the world’s proven oil reserves. Geology 
dictates that being dependent on oil will
always require a heavy dependence on 
foreign oil. 

Apparently, pretend conservatives believe
that the market can trump our God-given
geology and somehow provide us with an
infinite supply of domestically produced oil.
Of course, that same confidence in the free
market and entrepreneurial innovation—
which they believe allows us to waste energy
with impunity—suddenly disappears when it
comes to using energy more efficiently,
developing cleaner technologies, or adapting
to limits on greenhouse gas emissions.

CLIMATE HYSTERIA
The hysterical reaction of pretend conserva-
tives to the climate change issue reveals how
little they understand true conservatism.
Instead of being genuinely concerned about
this threat and objectively seeking effective
answers, as true conservatives would, they
have been on a mission to polarize public
opinion and manufacture doubt.

Without a scientific background, they try to
discredit research that has identified green-
house gas emissions as the primary cause of
global warming. In doing so, they assert—
without any evidence—that the thousands of
climate scientists who have contributed to
this research are either liberals with a politi-
cal agenda, or are fabricating results to
secure research funding.

Nowhere have
Limbaugh, Hannity,

Levin, and other
pretend conservatives
more clearly betrayed

their conservative façade
than in

abandoning the
principle of stewardship.   



David Jenkins is the Government Affairs Director
for Republicans for Environmental Protection.

Amazingly enough, Limbaugh, Hannity, and
Levin never question the motives or asser-
tions of the handful of outlier scientists they
cite in rebuttal, some of whom have accepted
funds from companies or industry groups that
oppose limits on greenhouse gas emissions. 

They even go so far as to claim that global
warming is a grand liberal conspiracy
designed to destroy our capitalist economy
and the American way of life. I assume that
conspiracy would now have to include the
CEOs of Alcoa, Duke Energy, DuPont, Ford
Motor Company, Caterpillar, Lehman Brothers
and Pacific Gas & Electric, all of whom sup-
port mandatory caps on greenhouse gas
emissions.

Real conservatives would not only want to
fully understand climate change and its
potential impacts, they would be eager to
find effective solutions and address the 
problem early on—before the severity of 
the problem requires a more drastic and
costly response.

RECLAIMING CONSERVATISM
During months of daily diatribes lamenting
the success of McCain and Huckabee in the
Republican primaries, the denizens of 
“conservative” talk radio were predicting the
demise of the Republican Party and irrepara-
ble damage to the conservative cause.

The fact that these so-called “conservatives”
could get so worked into a frenzy over an
evangelical minister and a fiscal conservative
with an 82 percent rating from the American
Conservative Union should have raised all
sorts of red flags—as should their passionate
support of candidates who have historically
been much less conservative than either
McCain or Huckabee.

What these pretend conservatives actually
fear most is not liberalism, as they claim; it
is the prospect of traditional conservatism
making a political comeback. 

They have been so successful in attaching
the conservative label to their own self-
serving ideology, that they have practically
redefined conservatism. The only threat to
this status quo is the resurgence of the real
deal—genuine conservatism backed up by
history’s most authoritative conservative
minds.

Facing so many challenges that require taking
the long view, including energy security and
climate change, our nation cannot afford to
have pretend conservatives in the driver’s
seat. It needs real conservatives who are
guided by traditional conservatism’s mandate
for responsible stewardship, prudent fore-
thought, and protecting the interests of
future generations.

That will only happen if we start a whole new
discussion about who and what is—or is not—
conservative, one that reveals Limbaugh,
Hannity, and Levin—along with the many
others who have parroted their radicalism—
as the great pretenders that they are.
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Russell Kirk (1919-1994) was
an American political theorist

credited with giving rise to conservatism's
intellectual respectability in post-World War II
America. His seminal work, The Conservative
Mind: From Burke to Eliot (1953), is widely

regarded as the most influential text in
twentieth-century conservative thought.

President Reagan noted: “As the prophet of
American conservatism, Russell Kirk has

taught, nurtured, and inspired a generation.”

“Only the unscrupulous or
shortsighted can defend

pollution and degradation
of the countryside.”

Russell Kirk, Baltimore Sun, May 4, 1970

“And Burke, could he see our
century, neverwould concede that
a consumption-society, so near to

suicide, is the end for which
Providence has prepared man.”

Russell Kirk, The Conservative Mind

You will find many more
Great Quotations by Genuine Conservatives at

www.conservamerica.org/quotes.html
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The summer of 2007 was a spare time for
Senator John McCain.

Broke and bleeding staff, his campaign was
written off as the last hurrah of yesterday’s
man. As the campaign bus traveled through
New Hampshire’s picturesque woods, few
journalists climbed aboard for McCain’s
trademark rolling press conferences.

But McCain knew something about New
Hampshire that the media pundits didn’t.
The Granite State is home to a flinty sort of 
conservatism, old-fashioned perhaps, where
frugality, careful stewardship, and taking
responsibility are woven into the civic culture. 

Starting with his 2000 campaign, McCain
took in the worried comments from New
Hampshire residents about the impacts of
global warming. It didn’t set well with them,
and their concerns were one of the reasons
McCain emerged as Congress’ foremost
leader on climate change after the 2000 
campaign ended.

So, in town meeting after town meeting dur-
ing 2007, McCain took more questions about
global warming. As he paced around the
speaking platform, his answers were largely
the same: he has seen the early impacts of a
changing climate at the far ends of the earth,

to which he brought congressional colleagues
to educate them and build support for legisla-
tion. His campaign distributed flyers on cli-
mate change and our obligation to be good
stewards. He called climate change an issue
of “transcendent importance” to future gener-
ations, and said that to “be on the safe side,”
America is obligated to do something about
the problem. 

INTERGENERATIONAL EQUITY
Suppose, he asked rhetorically, that some-
how the climate scientists are wrong and
global warming is not occurring. In that case,
investing in green energy technologies will
still yield cleaner air and greater energy
security. But suppose the scientists are right
and nothing is done? What would that mean
for young people and unborn generations?

Imagine Edmund Burke, the father of modern
conservatism, brought forward from the 18th
century to our time to listen in on McCain's
town meetings. He might not understand
much about climate change, but he would
instantly grasp McCain’s point that today’s
citizens have a responsibility to future 
generations. Burke likened human society to
an intergenerational contract, in which people
alive today have a moral duty to take good
care of their inheritance from the past and
pass it on, intact, to our descendants.

With one limited exception—former Governor
Mike Huckabee—McCain’s GOP competitors
did not follow his lead in calling for a strong
climate policy. Taking an unusual position,
Huckabee agreed that greenhouse gas 
emissions standards are necessary, but 
questioned whether human activities are
changing the climate.

Former Mayor Rudy Giuliani acknowledged
that man-caused climate change is real, but
spoke against setting greenhouse gas 
emissions standards.

THE PRIMARY SEASON:
A CHANGING CLIMATE

by Jim DiPeso

The concerns of
New Hampshire residents
were one of the reasons

McCain emerged as
Congress’ foremost leader

on climate change after
the 2000 campaign

ended.



Former Governor Mitt Romney said the U.S.
should not reduce emissions until China and
India do likewise.

Former Senator Fred Thompson’s position
was the most puzzling. Before announcing his
candidacy, he ridiculed global warming with
comical assertions about climate change on
Pluto and jokes about alien SUV drivers. 
But later, he said the issue should be taken
seriously.

The reluctance of the other candidates to 
follow McCain’s lead shows that it is politically
risky for a Republican candidate to talk 
seriously about the climate issue. Such talk is
associated with Al Gore and is perceived by
some as the concern of liberal “tree huggers”
who would no more vote for a Republican
than they would name their daughters after
Ann Coulter.

Also—as Newt Gingrich pointed out last year
in a polite debate with John Kerry—a leading
explanation for Republican reluctance to
engage the issue is the fear that it is the
camel’s nose of a leftist agenda to raise peo-
ple's taxes and regiment their lives.

TAKING THE MESSAGE SOUTH
Nevertheless, McCain’s tapping into that 
old-fashioned conservative strain that cares
about stewardship paid off with a solid victo-
ry in the January 8 New Hampshire primary.
He now had a fighting chance to win the
nomination against his famous and better-
funded rivals. His next big test was the South
Carolina primary on January 19. There, he
was faced with a different electorate and
much stronger challenges from two Southern
candidates, Huckabee and Thompson.

Lucky for McCain... the signature GOP debate
leading up to that critical primary was held in
Myrtle Beach, on South Carolina’s fast-grow-
ing coast. The state’s low-lying counties are
particularly vulnerable to rising sea levels, a
likely spin-off impact of global warming, and
to stronger hurricanes, another possible
impact. 

Just slightly more than a year before, in
February 2007, South Carolina Governor
Mark Sanford had published an op-ed in the
Washington Post urging his fellow conserva-
tives to take the climate issue seriously.

Sanford brought the issue home by recalling
the pine trees on the coastal family farm that
have been lost to upland intrusion of salt
water.

At Fox News’ January 10 debate, McCain
spoke—totally without prompting by the
moderators or his fellow candidates—about
restoring the Republican Party’s Theodore
Roosevelt conservation heritage and the need
to deal with global warming: “We abandoned
some of our environmental principles that
Teddy Roosevelt was so famous for. Climate
change, in my view, is probably real, and 
climate change has to be addressed, and we
can do it without asking anyone to shiver in
the dark. Young people in this country want 
a better planet to be handed off to them.”
None of his five rivals touched the issue.

The crucial South Carolina victory that had
eluded McCain in 2000 arrived eight years
later. In one of the nation’s most conserva-
tive states, McCain spoke forthrightly about
climate change and carried the day.

POLLS BELIE TALK SHOW CLAIMS
Conservative voters have been painted as
monolithically doubtful about global warming
and opposed to any measures to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions. Rush Limbaugh
and other talk show hosts who hold to a 
misbegotten notion that equates wasteful
consumption with conservatism ridiculed
McCain’s stance on climate change. They
pointed to that and other issues as “proof”
that McCain somehow is a wild-eyed liberal.

continued on page 10
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But polling data does not support the carica-
ture peddled by the talk radio elite. In a 
survey of South Carolina’s Republican voters
taken in April 2007, the Republican polling
firm Ayres, McHenry & Associates found that
more than half of those questioned agree
that action to deal with global warming
should be taken. Republicans agreeing that 
it is either “very important” or “somewhat
important” for the next president to address
the issue totaled 63 percent.

When the Republican campaign moved to
Florida for the Sunshine State’s January 29
primary, McCain’s opponents again pointed 
to his stance on climate change to support
their charge that he is a dastardly “liberal.”
But Florida— another low-lying state vulnera-
ble to hurricanes and heat waves—was the
wrong place to badmouth actions to fight
global warming. At the GOP debate in Boca
Raton, McCain reiterated his stance that cli-
mate change is real and that his market-
oriented cap-and-trade proposal is the right
way to deal with it.

McCain won Florida, aided by a timely
endorsement from Republican Governor
Charlie Crist, who strongly supports green-
house gas emissions reductions. And then 
he went on to California, where he also won
the endorsement of Governor Arnold
Schwarzenegger, a Republican who has done
more than any other state chief executive
to push strong climate policies. McCain’s win
in America’s most populous state, combined
with other wins on “Super Tuesday” February
5, put him on the fast track to his clinching
the nomination following the March 4 primar-
ies in four states.

REDISCOVERING THE STEWARDSHIP ETHIC
The most important lesson from McCain’s
capturing the Republican presidential 
nomination is one that will have positive
ramifications beyond his campaign. McCain
has helped make it safer for conservative
candidates to embrace climate change and
other environmental issues without appearing
“liberal.”

When conservatives take on issues like
climate change, rather than simply ceding
them to liberals, they do Americans a great
service. By ensuring that environmental
problems are solved in economically sensible
ways that fit with America’s culture of 
entrepreneurial capitalism, conservatives can
rediscover the stewardship ethic that lies at
the heart of traditional conservatism.

As conservative author Rod Dreher wrote in
his book, Crunchy Cons: “It's not easy being
a green conservative, but if we conservatives
want to be true to our principles we have to
move in that direction. It is morally right. 
It is religiously correct. It is economically
prudent. It strengthens national defense. 
And it makes a better world for our children,
and our children’s children.”

Jim DiPeso is the Policy Director for Republicans
for Environmental Protection.

McCain has helped
make it safer for

conservative candidates
to embrace climate
change and other

environmental issues
without appearing

“liberal.” 

Richard Weaver(1910-1963)
was a noted American conservative scholar

whose book Ideas Have Consequences(1948)
helped shape conservative thought in post-World

War II America. 

“"The modern position seems
only another manifestation

of egotism, which develops when
man has reached a point at which

he will no longer admit the
rights to existence of things
not of his own contriving.”

Ideas Have Consequences, May 4, 1970

You will find many more
Great Quotations by Genuine Conservatives at

www.conservamerica.org/quotes.html



New Jersey’s 4th Congressional District
spreads across the state's mid-section, from
the old mill sites around Trenton, through the
northern reaches of the Pine Barrens, to the
Atlantic Ocean. This geographic diversity has
given Congressman Christopher Smith plenty
of food for thought as he has, with little fan-
fare but steady dedication, built a consistent
pro-environment record during his 27 years
in the House. But Smith’s interests don’t stop
at the water’s edge. He is a House leader in
pressing for action to correct global environ-
mental problems, including climate change.

Smith was born in Rahway in 1953, received
a bachelor’s degree in business from Trenton
State College, and worked in his family’s
sporting goods business. From 1976 to 1978,
he served as executive director of the New
Jersey Right to Life Committee.

He ran unsuccessfully for Congress in 1978,
then won on his second try two years later.
Upon taking office at age 27, he was one of
the youngest persons ever elected to the
House.

Now in his 14th term, Smith serves on the
House Foreign Affairs Committee and is 
ranking member of the committee’s Africa
and Global Health Subcommittee. Between
2001 and 2005, he chaired the Veterans
Affairs Committee.

Smith has given the environment a high 
priority throughout his House service. Over
the years, he has been honored by several
environmental groups, including Republicans
for Environmental Protection (REP).

With an average score of 92 on REP’s
Congressional Scorecard for the 109th
Congress (2005-2006), Smith rated among
the 10 greenest Republicans in Congress. His
score on REP’s forthcoming Scorecard for the
2007 session is even more impressive.

Congressman Smith has been a champion of
protecting the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge.
He was one of 29 Republicans who in 2005
stood up to their party leaders and stymied a
push to open the Refuge to oil development
via the budget process.

That same year he helped force the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to
abandon a proposal to allow the discharge of
partially treated sewage into our rivers and
streams.

Smith has called on the EPA to follow the
best-available science in strengthening limits
on low-lying ozone pollution, which exposes
children, the elderly and other susceptible
populations to increased risk of respiratory
and cardiac disorders.

Of particular interest to residents of the 4th
District, Smith has fought for protecting the
Jersey Shore’s beaches, restoring creeks, and
increasing funding for brownfields cleanup.

Braving the displeasure of New Jersey’s
powerful chemical industry, Smith has fought
efforts to “pre-empt” the state’s chemical-
hazard security standards through congres-
sional legislation. He introduced legislation to
bar the federal government from overriding
state security standards designed to prevent
terrorist attacks on chemical plants in the
nation’s most densely populated state.

Smith is a strong supporter of a conservative
energy policy to reduce waste and diversify
the nation’s energy choices. He has backed
legislation to raise motor vehicle fuel econo-
my standards, increase the use of renewable
sources for power generation, and extend tax
credits for renewable energy. He has consis-
tently opposed drilling for oil off New Jersey's
coast.

Leader Profile :

Congressman Christopher Smith
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About ConservAmerica

ConservAmerica—recognized as one
of the “Best in America” by  Independent
Charities of America—is a 501(c)(3) non-
partisan organization dedicated to building
a conservative constituency for conservation. It
offers conferences and workshops and produces
publications like Conservation is Conservative!®
For Spacious Skies: A Conservative Citizen’s Guide
to Clean Air, and Good Stewards:A Conservative
Citizen’s Guide to Climate Change.

For more information, please visit our web site,
www.conservamerica.org, or call 505-889-4576.

About Republicans for
Environmental Protection

Republicans for Envir onmental Protection
(REP) is a 501(c)(4) non-profit membership organi-
zation dedicated to restoring the Republican Party’s
conservation tradition. Its signature publication is
The GreenElephant.

For more information—or to join REP—please
visit www.rep.org or call 505-889-4544.
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Throughout his congressional tenure, Smith has
been strongly interested in international issues
and has pushed hard for the United States to
exercise global leadership in addressing climate
change. In 2007, Smith pressed for legislation
that would have established an ambassador-at-
large within the State Department to handle
international climate negotiations. It’s an idea
that Smith has championed for 17 years. 

His legislation also would have authorized energy
assistance for developing nations, to lessen the
impacts of climate change on those least able to
deal with them. It was part and parcel of Smith’s
persistent advocacy of human rights. As Smith
put it: “We know that climate change has a 
disproportionate impact on the vulnerable, poor
populations of our world.”

On the environment, as well as on a host of 
other issues, Congressman Smith has proven to
be one of our nation’s most conscientious leaders.
He is a Good Samaritan to his fellow man and a
good steward of the world we live in.


