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Most Americans as well as most of the world community of nations are in a state
of shock/disbelief following the election this year of Donald J. Trump as
President of the United States.

How could this happen? We need to start with the disgraceful fact that
42% of eligible voters did not vote. So, no candidate can come close to claiming
to represent the majority of Americans! Next we need to concede that Clinton's
campaign was incredibly inept in the face of what should have amounted to an
easy victory over an incredibly weak and vulnerable opponent in Trump.
Unfortunately, Clinton proved to be an uncharismatic figure presenting a mostly
establishment presence and message in an establishment style. And perhaps
most importantly, Clinton elected to not focus on the plethora of Trump's many
personal and professional weaknesses and vulnerabilities while she mostly
ignored the concerted tar and feathering campaign that was directed at her from
Trump and the variety of internet based, conservative misinformation and fake
news sources. “We go high when they go low” may work as Michelle Obama's
guiding principle for her daughters, but it is not a successful political strategy for
a candidate to adopt in the face of a constant barrage of falsehoods.

So, why Trump — beyond the above factors? First and foremost, Trump is
a Protest President. Against Clinton's weak opposition, Trump [like Bernie
Sanders] offered an outlet for the middle and lower middle classes to express
their frustration and anger over their stagnant or declining economic condition
over the last 45 years. Since Reagan with both the emergence of the world
economy under the corporate oriented WTO and the movement of the
Democrats to the right on fiscal issues, income for the working core of the
American populous has stagnated or declined relative to inflation — even as
families have moved more and more to both spouses working. Trump tapped
into this reservoir of discontent with his assertive [if simplistic] “Only I can fix it”
claims, his anti-establishment message, and his anti-politically correct style.

It is difficult to over emphasize the issue of style in this case. Style is
critical because a politically correct style signals “establishment,” and Trump had
to portray himself as an anti-establishment protester. Trump managed to do this
by wearing the working man's baseball cap — over his all important coiffure,
while spewing his outrageous claims like an adolescent proclaiming his/her
independence. In head gear and speech, Trump played to his audience as a
populist “protester.” And as far removed as Trump is from the middle class, by
employing the style he did, he managed to present an image of himself as “one
of them.” Certainly, a few of Trump's supporters were attracted to his anti-
diversity, nationalistic statements as well as to his misogynist comments and




alleged behavior, but most just chose to discount these “faults” in favor of the
opportunity to express through Trump their long simmering frustration in being
“overlooked” and undervalued by the political establishment.

If we understand in the venting of the middle class the answer to “Why
Trump,” what is the appropriate response for concerned citizens? Given the
multitude of outrageous and offensive and even unconstitutional statements
made by Trump during the primary and election process and given the support
these pronouncements have offered to anti-diversity and anti-environmental
groups as well as to pro-corporate and pro-military/militia interests, there is
substantial cause for concern. And it is certainly true that such statements,
especially when repeated and combined with Trump's personal inclination
toward autocracy, can threaten the integrity of our democratic institutions and
values. So, there is good reason to be vigilant and prepared to offer a strong
response if events unfold that require it.

But, in the midst of such legitimate concerns in the aftermath of the 2016
election, aroused citizens need to avoid the Chicken Little — “Sky is Falling” -
pitfall. They need to keep in mind the following:

1) America today is the same America that existed the day before the election.
The same reactionary elements and groups that are of potential concern now
were of concern then. Trump's statements have offered certain militia, racial,
anti-ethnic, and anti-religious groups license to engage in a greater public
presence, but their actual membership numbers are miniscule, and there is no
evidence that the public at large — regardless of political party — is anything but
horrified by this development.

2) Most Republicans, and especially those in leadership positions, have
denounced almost all of Trump's extreme statements. The Republican Party is
conservative, but it is not a party that endorses xenophobia, misogyny,
autocracy, isolationism, or thoughtless military adventurism.

3) Trump has no mandate to support any of his extremist remarks. He lost the
popular vote, and this with 42% of eligible voters in the U.S. not voting!

4) Trump won the election by attracting just 3-5% of mostly independent voters
in sufficient numbers in key states with his populist message and politically
‘incorrect” style. The majority of the American voting populous proved to be
willing to overlook Trump's many negatives, but this does not warrant the
conclusion that Americans as a whole support Trump's extremism.

5) Trump is a chameleon. He says at any one moment whatever will appeal to
his audience, and he will turn around within hours or days and espouse the
exact opposite position seemingly without any awareness of the inconsistency.
No one really knows what Trump believes, only that he is self-assured to the
point of arrogance on virtually any subject at any one point in time. Beyond his
dogmatic commitment to corporate capitalism as the be-all solution to the
nation's primary challenges, Trump seems extraordinarily pliable when it comes



to his actual policy positions and beliefs. This is why he frustrates ideological
conservatives and liberals alike!

6) Ours is a government in three parts: legislative, judicial, and executive —
each with its own powers and duties, and in this system the legislature creates
the laws, develops the budget and designates where and how that budget will
be spent. The President does not make the law; he/she can only recommend,
and the legislature has a superb track record of ignoring the direction Presidents
offer. Trump is used to being a corporate CEO with all powers ultimately vested
in one central decision maker, but as President he has no such powers. He can
make all the claims he likes about what he will “DO”, but the Congress makes
the laws and the judiciary exists to be sure these laws are just and that the
President executes them fairly and correctly. Trump is in no position to dictate.
7) The Presidency, Senate and House will soon be controlled by Republicans,
but Trump is at odds with many in Congress and Congressional Republicans
themselves are fractured. Simply put, there is no singular domestic or foreign
policy agenda that this Republican monopoly is prepared to implement. So,
even within the Republican Party, Trump does not determine the direction.

8) The goals of a President are often defeated by the slow pace of the federal
bureaucracy, almost regardless of what the President or the Congress does.

9) As President, when it comes to domestic affairs, Trump will only be an
administrator with a bully pulpit. He has more direct power when it comes to
foreign policy, his nominations to the Supreme Court, and his role in national
security as Commander in Chief. It is in these areas that the concerns of the
public should be focused. Trump's choices for National Security Adviser,
Secretary of Defense, Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, United Nations
Ambassador, and Secretary of State are key in this regard. To date, Trump's
selections for these positions have been both reasonable and concerning.

| suggest that a Wait and See approach is the appropriate position to take
during the transition period. Trump has already backed off many of the
aggressive pronouncements that he made during the election [The Wall, full-on
Hispanic extradition, “Drain the Washington Swamp,” “Lock her Up”, Muslim
exclusion, etc.], and this moderation suits both his character and the usual shift
in politics from rhetoric to real action. Premature public protests by concerned
citizens in response to the particulars of Trump's campaign hyperbole may well
be counter productive and only serve to motivate the extremists.

If aroused Americans do not start marching, what can they do apart from
waiting and being vigilant? | suggest that the first order of business is to
become informed about the complex of variables that account for the trend that
Trump's election exposes. In large measure this means probing the reasons for
the frustration/anger of the middle and lower middle classes. This is the
disgruntled group that Trump energized, and it is this group that is responsible
for his surprise success in the election.




Here are most of the variables that various experts have identified as
causal in accounting for middle class anger and frustration: 1) ironically, both
conservative ideology and corporate free-market capitalism, 2) economic
inequality and the escalating flow of economic benefit to the 1%ers, 3) middle
class economic stagnation, 4) the impact of the WTO and the world economy, 5)
unrealistic economic expectations as the standard of living rises in undeveloped
countries, 6) job insecurity and the loss of jobs due to technology, especially
advancing robotics and artificial intelligence, 7) inadequate public education, 8)
an exploding human population and a commitment to an expanding rather than
a sustainable economy, 9) bank deregulation, the Great Recession and the rise
of a separate financial industry, 10) money and the growth of lobbying in politics,
and 11) political extremism, Congressional paralysis, and a political elite
disconnected from working Americans.

To avoid a continuation of the trend revealed in the Trump election,
concerned Americans need to understand the significance of each of these
variables as well as the interrelationship among them. Then they can work with
their leaders and political allies to develop a strategy to address the complex.
Efforts to deal with single variables in this complex will be more likely to succeed
if they are connected to the Big Picture — the larger framework.

In addition, the 2016 election reveals the need to find a solution to the
threat posed by the transformation of political decision making into theater/
game/infotainment where instantaneous, internet based misinformation and
false news are allowed to become normative and go viral.

For an excellent overview of most of the elements that define the

frustration of the middle class, | suggest the following work, in development over
the last year plus:
Samuel C. Spitale, “Goodbye, Middle Class,” in 16 parts/chapters on Spitale's
website: www.samuelcspitale.com | suggest starting with Part 16, “Recap and
Conclusion,” and then reading Part 15, “The Psychology of Ideology.” The
individual chapters cite a wealth of supporting references by relevant experts.
Spitale comes down hard on the system wide negative effects of the ever more
right-wing conservative political, economic and social movement since Reagan.
In accord with the Spitale evaluation, concerned parties can forget trying to alter
the views of the faith/belief/opinion based hard core conservatives. Rather, it is
much of the non-voting 42% of the populous that may be able to be swayed by
an effective appeal to the collective facts, which do not support the anti-
government, anti-regulation, anti-social safety net views promulgated by
conservatives. One important variable that Spitale does not cover in sufficient
depth is the role of bank deregulation and the rise of the independent financial
industry in suppressing capital markets and the jobs that flow from business
growth, see: Rana Foroohar, Makers and Takers: The Rise of Finance and the
Fall of American Business, New York, [Crown] 2016.
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