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This book is dedicated to the United States Ambassador to the Holy See, my wife Callista; our invaluable and irreplaceable associate, Bess Kelly; and to my grandchildren, Maggie and Robert Cushman, who will inherit the America that is evolving.

















PART ONE



THE GREAT COMEBACK


America is deeply divided along a political-cultural fault line. One side wants to see America return to prosperity, strength, and its traditional values. The other wants to fundamentally change America into a different nation that rejects many of its founding principles. Trump’s America is not just a name for the people who elected him—it describes this former group that supports the aspirant vision of America that President Trump and his supporters want us to revive. This section aims to explain the American comeback that’s underway.





















CHAPTER ONE



THE FIGHT FOR TRUMP’S AMERICA


America is in the midst of a cultural-political civil war—a fight over our very identity as a people.


For decades, this conflict has been fought quietly in city halls, classrooms, school boards, courtrooms, town squares, and state houses across the country. However, the election of President Trump has clarified the battle lines in this struggle and elevated these individual fights into a united national conflict.


On one side of this conflict is a factional anti-Trump coalition—a strange amalgam of radicals, liberals, globalists, establishment elites from both parties, and blatantly anti-American groups loosely held together by their hostility to and disdain for the president. On the other side is Trump’s America—the millions of hardworking people who are united by respect for our foundational freedoms, traditional values, and history of limited commonsense governance.


Before the president rallied Trump’s America and gave us a national voice, the various groups that would eventually form the anti-Trump coalition were winning on their own. For decades, they have meticulously undermined our traditions through politics and courts, entertainment and news media, and liberal schools and curriculum to quietly impose new worldviews on everyday Americans that are counter to our historic principles.


However, the tide turned after the 2016 presidential elections.


Here’s the truth the mainstream media is hiding from you: Today, Trump’s America is winning.


Under President Trump, America is experiencing a great comeback. After nearly a decade of recession and tepid job creation, our economy is booming. In addition, ISIS has been effectively destroyed, illegal immigration is down, our military is being rebuilt, and our veterans are getting the health care and support they deserve. The administration is achieving success across a variety of sectors daily.


Perhaps more important than these successes, however, is the reinvigoration of America’s patriotic sense of self, which the rise of Donald Trump has awakened. Our country is being reconnected to our founding principles, the values that made America the greatest country in the world, and in doing so, is coming to understand just how destructive the last few decades of elite leadership have been to our freedom, prosperity, and safety.


Of course, the anti-Trump coalition is in complete denial about America’s comeback under Trump. For them, it is incomprehensible that someone like President Trump, and the tens of millions of so-called deplorables who fervently support him, could be on the verge of reclaiming America.


Because the news media is fully a part of the anti-Trump coalition, its members will not accurately report what is happening in America under President Trump.


This is a major reason why I wrote this book.


Trump’s America: The Truth About America’s Great Comeback is intended as a resource for Americans who want the truth about the significant accomplishments President Trump has achieved in his first year-and-a-half in office.


It is also an attempt to describe the nature of the cultural-political conflict we are in and vividly explain the differences in values and principles between Trump’s America and those who oppose us.


THE ANTI-TRUMP COALITION


At the center of the fight I’m describing is ultimately one question: Is America an exceptional country? Or more specifically, is America’s historic prosperity and power due to our nation’s unique founding principles, and is it our duty as a people to uphold those ideals?


My daughter, Jackie Cushman, touched on this notion in a column she wrote in July 2009.1 She observed that in 2008, President Obama promised us “change we could believe in,” and it turned out he wanted to change what we believed.


Jackie’s insight points out one of the few common-yet-tenuous threads that bind the members of the anti-Trump coalition together. In various ways, they all want to redefine America, and they would all be happier if the members of Trump’s America were once again ignored and forgotten.


This anti-Trump coalition encompasses an incredibly broad group of people. It includes, of course, Democrats of all stripes—from the most moderate to the most radically liberal. It includes activists who protest for niche sexual and gender issues. It includes race-focused activist groups such as Black Lives Matter and La Raza. It also includes violent radical groups, such as Antifa that oppose the American system in general.


Most of the reporters, anchors, producers, and editors of the mainstream media are active, enthusiastic members or cheerleaders of the anti-Trump coalition, as are the ivory tower academics at our elite universities and the legions serving in our government bureaucracies.


This branch of the anti-Trump coalition favors group rights over individual rights and prefers a strong dictatorial bureaucracy that imposes boundaries to freedom upon everyday Americans. They think the consent of the governed is the consent of the ignorant and the deplorable.


Many of these people believe traditional America is an immoral, brutal regime, which tramples on human rights and inflicts its evil upon the world. They say that the American dream does not exist—and it is in fact a racist social construction.


This branch of the anti-Trump coalition believes that some ideas should be censored, religions are oppressive, hateful, dangerous institutions—and only the government can safely guide people to live appropriately.


Ultimately, they say America is not exceptional and should be more like other countries, rather than try to live up to its founding ideals. However, these members are confused. To render America unexceptional is to eliminate the essence of America. In their effort to renounce American exceptionalism, they are in fact seeking to create a new post-American society.


This part of the anti-Trump coalition is made up of groups that typically align with the Left. However, there is another important wing of the anti-Trump coalition: the orderly institutionalists.


This branch includes so-called never Trumpers in the Republican Party. Like many bureaucrats, who are mostly apolitical, these conservatives are part of an orderly sect that simply wants the world to be neat, tidy, and predictable. They value institutional process more highly than achievement gained by risk.


They are the types of institutionalists who bitterly opposed Barry Goldwater, Ronald Reagan, Jack Kemp, myself, and other Republicans who violated the norm.


This risk-averse group includes much of the national security establishment, which fully adheres to the “new world order” that President George H.W. Bush described on September 11, 1990, before a Joint Session of Congress.


This speech is an important marker for this group because President Bush’s concept was not an expressly American order, nor was it a traditional American-British order. It was a “world order.”


As such, these orderly institutionalists support the Paris Accord, the Trans-Pacific Partnership, and other international agreements regardless of how Americans are hurt in the name of maintaining the world order. For them, American exceptionalism is a campaign phrase, not a practical doctrine.


These people bitterly oppose President Trump for two main reasons: First, President Trump clearly rejects their global order policies on trade and foreign relations. More importantly, members of this group hate Trump because he explicitly points out and repudiates their failures.


By the time President H.W. Bush’s son was in the Oval Office, the so-called new world order had degenerated into a series of wars. Trump was the first major Republican candidate to publicly acknowledge that the global market-focused, peace-through-payment approach of the new world order had utterly failed and stuck Americans with tremendous costs—in blood and in resources.


This is why the orderly institutionalist branch of the then-forming anti-Trump coalition balked at candidate Trump’s “Make America Great Again” slogan. It was a callback to Ronald Reagan’s similar campaign slogan from 1980. Implicit in the “Make America Great Again” theme is the belief that our country has lost what had made it great and that politicians, bureaucrats, and other elite leaders are to blame.


To many Americans, it was an uplifting, optimistic campaign call. However, for the institutional establishment it was a declaration of war against all the forces that led America through decades of failure.


So, the entire anti-Trump coalition presents a much more complicated paradigm than the typical Right-Left, conservative-liberal, or Republican-Democrat dynamic. This is why we saw a host of very different Republicans, a self-avowed socialist, and the matriarch of the Democratic establishment all declare him enemy No. 1 in 2016.


From a distance, and certainly in the daily news, it appears that Trump is constantly facing a political coalition that seems insurmountable. The anti-Trump coalition takes comfort in this. Its members reassure themselves that his administration cannot withstand the onslaught much longer.


However, this 30,000-foot-view misses something important: Some in this varied coalition of radicals, liberals, conservatives, and elites oppose Trump because they disagree with his vision for America, some oppose his personality, and some simply oppose America.


They are not actually united on anything except their dislike for the president. Their battle cry is “resistance” because, as a coalition, they could never possibly offer a coherent shared vision for the future.


This is their greatest weakness.


TRUMP’S AMERICA


To be sure, Trump’s America is also a diverse group, with many different opinions and backgrounds. However, we are united by our national creed and our shared belief in the American dream.


At the beating heart of Trump’s America is the patriotic belief in America’s exceptional nature.


Those who are part of Trump’s America know that in our nation, the people are sovereign and are the source of power for our government—not vice versa. Despite centuries of other civilizations modernizing and becoming more democratic, this is still a unique, exceptional trait of America.


We believe that America, on balance, is morally good. We are a people of deep faith with an unsurpassed record of charity and fairness at home and across the globe. We are the nation that twice liberated Europe, contained the Soviet empire, freed Kuwait, and has championed human rights.


As President Trump said in his first address to the United Nations on September 19, 2017:




It is an eternal credit to the American character that even after we and our allies emerged victorious from the bloodiest war in history, we did not seek territorial expansion, or attempt to oppose and impose our way of life on others. Instead, we helped build institutions such as this one to defend the sovereignty, security, and prosperity for all.





We believe citizens from any background can work hard, pursue their dreams, and achieve success and prosperity for themselves and their families.


Furthermore, in Trump’s America we uphold—with conviction—the understanding that individuals can speak, worship, and live as they please and, so long as those actions do not infringe upon the fundamental rights of others, do so without threat of consequences from the government.


These are all bedrock beliefs that traditionally make America exceptional.


On an everyday level, Trump’s America stands for the flag and the national anthem. We like patriotic movies. We believe our young men and women in uniform—both police and military—are heroic for risking their lives to protect us. We believe in the value of a hard day’s work and abhor political correctness as a threat to freedom of faith and speech.


Furthermore, in contrast to the elite “citizen of the world” attitude, the people of Trump’s America intuit that if America is strong, then our families will have better futures.


This is the feeling that President Trump’s “Make America Great Again” slogan so perfectly captures. Trump’s America is deeply unhappy with the direction the governing and cultural elite have taken America over the past several decades. We want change and we hope for a better future. We want a fighting administration, and we expect the Left to smear it and attack it. Each smear, each allegation, each biased news story is more proof that President Trump stands for real change.


We are Trump’s America because President Trump has unified us by acting as a reversion—a course correction—toward the traditional belief that America is an exceptional country that should act in accordance with historic American principles.


The belief of Trump’s America in American exceptionalism is at the heart of the political-cultural civil war because it defines virtually every Trump administration policy and it is driving our country’s great comeback.


THE TRUMP PATH TO EXCEPTIONALISM


In his own life, President Trump has witnessed American exceptionalism at work. At a relatively young age, he achieved economic success and gained national recognition. He has wonderful children and grandchildren. He owns his own golf courses, so he can play when he likes. And he won a remarkable race for the presidency.


For Trump, America is an exceptional country.


His natural bias is to think highly of the Founding Fathers and the other leaders who gave us this remarkable system of freedom and to praise their achievements.


This pro-Americanism, which upholds the Constitution, follows the vision of our Founders, sees the flag as the symbol of a free nation, and agrees with President Abraham Lincoln that America is “the last best hope of mankind,” is horrifying to many people in the anti-Trump coalition.


Trump’s greatest strength has been his ability to understand that clearly confronting an unacceptable reality and articulating its failure with passion and conviction can change history. This single insight has guided his campaigning and his governing.


As a businessman, Trump amassed billions by seeing opportunities others missed. He also built large projects by persisting through obstacles and selling people on a vision of success they had not imagined. As president, he has brought the same kind of brute force clarity to politics and government.


When Trump has strategic insight about fixing broken government systems, he is not intimidated by initial rejection, failure, or opposition. He simply redoubles his efforts and looks for new avenues of communication or paths to success. This pattern of stubbornly sticking to an idea and finding new ways to market it is precisely what he did through a half century of success in business.


This ability to address longtime problems without the inhibitions, or the self-censorship to which other so-called sophisticated people feel required to submit, has already made his presidency historic.


Tax reform had not been passed in 30 years because it is difficult and requires a lot of work. Similarly, politicians have campaigned on immigration reform and border security for decades and then comfortably placed these issues on the backburner for “more pressing” issues once elected. Past presidents have done the same about shrinking government and cutting regulations. President Trump is not letting up on any of these challenges.


Consistently, President Trump has approached situations with common sense, ignored the elites—including some on his own staff and government—and followed his instincts. This approach, combined with his knack for using vivid, direct language, has infuriated the anti-Trump coalition over and over.


It is this pattern of looking at reality and applying common sense which has made Trump and his presidency so threatening to his opponents. The values of Trump’s America are antithetical to the values of the anti-Trump coalition.


Trump believes patriotism and sovereignty are vital to our survival as a nation. He believes Americans should be proud of our flag, national anthem, history, culture, and military.


Many in the anti-Trump coalition say patriotism and sovereignty are words for belligerence and warmongering. They regard our national traditions as backward, bigoted, and ignorant.


Ultimately Trump’s America and the post-American society that the anti-Trump coalition represents are incapable of coexisting. One will simply defeat the other. There is no room for compromise. Trump has understood this perfectly since day one.


The outcome of the struggle will determine America’s future for a generation or more.


LEARNING FROM THE PAST


If Trump’s America is to win, we must understand how a radical, fringe ideology became the dominant outlook of the political and economic establishment—and why the presidency of Donald Trump represents a turning point in the fight against it.


The brand of radicalism that fuels the left-wing branch of the anti-Trump coalition has been growing for half a century. Its advocates knew they could never impose their values on America under our traditional system, so they started to undermine it.


At first, their efforts were subtle.


It started in the 1960s, when liberal academics began to critique traditional American ideals. Within a few years, this insidious academic approach was replaced by more open, radical repudiations of traditional America.


At the time, the Left was a radical offshoot of American politics—a minority fringe group that was sympathetic to Euro-Asian communist and socialist movements. The effort to infiltrate academia was effectively the start of the Left’s training and recruitment strategy. After more than 40 years, that strategy has been a clear success.


Countless cohorts of young American college students attended courses in which professors promoted secularism, liberal social mores, and a twisted version of history, which casts traditional America as the villain in nearly every era of its existence.


Many of those students then went on to earn postgraduate degrees and ultimately make careers in academia, wherein they continue propagandizing left-wing ideals to their pupils while demonizing traditional American viewpoints. As traditional American values became identified with racism and sexism in the universities, people with traditional American values were pushed out of academia. This cycle produced an increasingly radical and shrill feedback loop that made our schools rapidly more left-leaning.


Meanwhile, those of us who believe in traditional America continued to send our children to these schools and supported these institutions with monetary gifts. I frequently tell conservative groups that we are crazy for paying liberal colleges who train our children and grandchildren to despise us.


It was from this foundation in academia that the left-wing branch of today’s anti-Trump coalition grew.


As other newly indoctrinated students moved on to legal, political, media, and economic professions, the beliefs of the Left became the norm in elite circles.


As the late U.S. Supreme Court Justice Antonin Scalia brilliantly wrote in a series of opinions, the courts moved from interpreting the Constitution to inventing a new American Constitution based on radical values, which increasingly repudiate the thinking and writing of the Founding Fathers.


Parallel to the transformation of our courts, American bureaucracies grew in size and power. They were increasingly led by liberals looking to impose the “correct” policies on a nation of voters they consider too ignorant to adopt sound policies voluntarily.


After all, as Hillary Clinton warned in 2016, millions of Americans who were “deplorables” could not be expected to make wise decisions. The social elites believe they preside over a country of inadequately educated, culturally reactionary, and hopelessly selfish people. The elites aim to sacrifice the misguided populace’s values, interests, prosperity, and futures to create a supposedly better country. To many in the socially elite echelons of the anti-Trump coalition, traditional America is racist, misogynistic, homophobic, oppressive, anti-female, militaristic, and violent.


Those in the orderly institutionalist wing of the anti-Trump coalition took a multifaceted approach working around the will of these “deplorable” voters without verbalizing it.


Increasingly, America became submerged in international agreements, which force our country to answer to foreign bureaucracies. Some in this group recruited powerful corporate leaders and popular celebrities to help coerce the ostensibly backward and inadequate general population into “doing the right thing.” As a result, an elite cultural environment was cultivated in which thinking the wrong thoughts could lead to public condemnation, ostracism, isolation, and even firing.


The news media joined the entertainment industry (which it now emulates) to become the enthusiastic cheerleaders for this new, improved America—and the voracious critics of our traditional model.


However, the deep flaws in their post-American nightmare have started to show.


Under the leadership of the orderly institutionalists, 6,948 young Americans have been killed and more than 52,000 wounded in our wars in the Middle East. These conflicts have cost $7.6 trillion. Under President Obama, success was seemingly impossible, and we were faced with either defeat or war without end.


We have seen poor children suffer because expensive, unionized inner city schools have collapsed under their own dysfunction. We have seen the rise of zones of intense violence in big cities such as Baltimore, Chicago, and St. Louis. We watched a decaying economy cause millions of Americans to be forced out of the middle class. The anti-Trump coalition’s contempt for small-town America has led to real bitterness. Millions of Americans who once had good jobs in manufacturing feel they have been abandoned by the national leadership.


These hardworking Americans watched their jobs disappear as our nation’s leaders entered trade deals that favored other countries over America. Meanwhile, these Americans were repeatedly told by Obama that the economy was steadily improving.


In fact, the Obama years’ failure to grow economically deepened the anger felt by people who might have tolerated an overbearing government if it delivered. However, being lectured by leaders who were clearly failing was simply unacceptable and increasingly enraging.


The breaking point may have been the explosion of illegal immigration, which led millions of Americans to believe that their government had abandoned their economic and cultural interests in favor of foreigners who broke the law.


Over time, this rise of social, political, and economic ideologies, which rejected the notion of American exceptionalism and were counter to historic American principles, led to a series of political movements aimed at returning our country to its founding principles.


In fact, you can track the rise of Trump’s America through Goldwater, Reagan, the Contract with America, and the Tea Party. Trump’s America is the response to the rising left-wing forces that want to replace America with something else.


IN A FIGHT OVER IDENTITY, ONLY ONE SIDE CAN WIN


The essence of this cultural-political civil war is a fight over America’s identity.


Normal political conflict within the same American identity tends to lead to compromise and finding common ground. If opposing political parties are operating within a broad consensus on what America stands for, there is room for negotiated settlements.


Today, however, there is no broad agreement, no common ground, and no consensus about who we are. This makes compromise nearly impossible.


We have experienced similar periods of identity conflicts in the past.


During the American Revolution, the Founding Fathers were going to win or be hung as traitors to the British Crown.


President Lincoln got slightly less than 40 percent of the vote in a country so bitterly divided it drifted into a civil war. Southerners believed they were fighting for the survival of their civilization, and Northerners believed they were fighting for the survival of the Constitution and the Union. These two sides were mutually exclusive. Those, like General George B. McClellan, who kept looking for peace through compromise, misunderstood the nature of the struggle.


Both Winston Churchill’s and Ronald Reagan’s great insights into the nature of Nazi and Soviet ideology, respectively, allowed them to see clearly what the foreign policy elite of their times could not: There could be no compromise. Evil had to be defeated.


These types of conflicts do not necessarily involve bloodshed, but they do provoke intense feelings that lead to bitterly fought elections.


The election of 1800 was a fierce fight over the relationship our budding nation would have with Great Britain and our commitment to Republican principles. This was most vividly seen in the controversy over the Alien and Sedition Acts. These were four laws that were broadly aimed at making it more difficult for immigrants to become naturalized in early America and to make it illegal to lie while criticizing the government. The laws were supported by the Federalist Party, which had been fighting an undeclared war with France under President John Adams. Jefferson and his fellow Democratic-Republicans saw the acts as a means for the Federalists to suppress free speech and centralize power. Ultimately, this fight became so intense it led to Jefferson completely wiping out the Federalist Party.


The election of 1896 was a deep identity struggle between the urban industrialism of President William McKinley and the rural populism of William Jennings Bryan. Bryan was a charismatic, ideological rural populist and had essentially waged a war on the urban industry. McKinley, on the other hand, realized that industry and prosperity was vital to the survival of our nation. The fight was so intense that the GOP remains to this day the party of business and jobs while the populist rhetoric of Elizabeth Warren can be traced directly to the Bryan campaign.


Today, President Trump’s election and presidency represent the emergence of a political-cultural identity fight, which will define American politics for the foreseeable future.


As in identity fights of the past, there can be no compromise in the battle between Trump’s America and the anti-Trump coalition. One side will win, and one side will lose.















CHAPTER TWO



THE COMEBACK OF “ONE NATION”


A key component of America’s great comeback under President Donald Trump is his efforts to reunify the country around a common set of values—to make us “one nation” again. The issue where this can most clearly be seen is immigration.


This statement may come as a surprise because it is the opposite of the media’s narrative, which insists that what President Trump is trying to do in immigration is divisive.


This disconnect is because the elite media is part of the anti-Trump coalition, and Donald Trump is rolling back the disastrous immigration regime its members have imposed on the country for the past 40 years. That’s why every new proposal or statement from President Trump about our immigration system is greeted with howls of outrage from the anti-Trump coalition.


A perfect example of this phenomenon was in August 2017, when the president announced his support for the Reforming American Immigration for a Strong Economy (RAISE) Act, which would reduce the level of legal immigration from the historic highs of the last 40 years and institute a merit-based system for accepting immigrants.


During a press briefing with White House Senior Policy Advisor Stephen Miller to discuss the bill, CNN’s Jim Acosta asserted that Trump’s support for the bill was “not in keeping with American tradition when it comes to immigration.”


Acosta argued that prioritizing English-speaking immigrants, and those with skills useful for the U.S. economy was an attempt to “change what it means to be an immigrant coming into this country.” He also asserted that prioritizing English-speaking immigrants would mean all immigrants would come from Britain and Australia—not so subtlety accusing President Trump of racism.


Miller quickly pointed out Acosta’s complete ignorance of both civics and history, noting that current naturalization law requires new citizens to be proficient in English. He also expressed astonishment that Acosta thought only people from Britain and Australia spoke English. Indeed, an estimated 1.5 billion people speak English throughout the world. It is the official language of more than 60 countries. In fact, recent estimates suggest that India, with its more than 1 billion people, has more English speakers than any country in the world, including the United States.1


Miller also correctly pointed out that immigration to the United States has historically ebbed and flowed. Large periods of high immigration have been followed by significant slowdowns—either to give the new immigrants a chance to assimilate, or in response to changing economic conditions.


So, contrary to the arguments of Acosta and the anti-Trump coalition, there is no requirement of the American creed that says immigration rates must remain high or that we must not prioritize those immigrants who have the skills needed to succeed.


Later, in January 2018, during the president’s State of the Union Address, Trump expanded on his immigration policy and laid out a Republican framework for immigration, which Democrats should have accepted.


The framework calls for offering a legal status and an eventual pathway to citizenship that’s based on merit to more than 1.8 million people who were brought to the United States illegally as children. It also calls for fully funding border security—including the southern border wall. The framework would also replace the current, aimless, lottery system for granting visas with one that is based on an immigrant’s skills, education, and ability to make a living. Finally, it would place limitations on the family members which immigrants can sponsor to follow them to the United States to include only nuclear family members.


The anti-Trump coalition’s refusal to accept this deal, at least at the time I am writing this book, shows just how hollow their rhetoric is. They claim they are sticking up for the well-being of people here illegally who are otherwise law-abiding and have been in America for a long time. So, they should have welcomed this framework. It would help three times the number of so-called dreamers that President Obama’s Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals program did, and it would promote merit-based immigration, for which Chuck Schumer, Bernie Sanders, and even Barack Obama have advocated in the past.2 However, every single Democrat and several Republicans voted against his proposal in the Senate, attacking the idea of prioritizing immigrants that will integrate and succeed as un-American.


THE MELTING POT


It is true that a key component of American exceptionalism is the idea that anyone of any ethnicity can become an American. But the anti-Trump coalition forgets that the American model puts the obligation on the immigrant to do what it takes to succeed.


Most societies in history have been relatively homogenous ethnically. Diversity was considered a weakness because it led to division, causing societies to come apart.


By contrast, while our country started ethnically homogenous, we developed a way of thinking which was unique about what it meant to be an American.


Americans came to be defined by their common values, not by their country of origin.


We opened our country to talent from anywhere under one condition: that immigrants abandon their old identity in favor of a new American one. In other words, they had to assimilate to become American.


Assimilation meant, among other things, learning English, participating in civil society, and being self-sufficient. Meanwhile, other aspects of the immigrant’s native culture—art, music, food—would enrich American society.


Because of the success of this historically unique approach, America became known as the “melting pot.” As our country grew increasingly multiethnic throughout its first two centuries thanks to immigration, we still maintained a common culture around which to identify. This allowed America to enjoy the advantages of the entrepreneurial drive and energy of immigrants while avoiding the ethnic strife we have seen in other countries throughout history.


Throughout those centuries, the melting pot has been the cultural system that produced luminism, abstract expressionism, jazz, the blues, rock and roll, baseball, American football, objective news, Broadway, Hollywood, worldwide television broadcasting, hamburgers, hot dogs, macaroni and cheese, and many other inventions, which have roots in other cultures yet are uniquely American.


On a far more serious note, the notions that all men are created equal, that government should answer to its people, and that humans have natural, inalienable rights endowed by God rather than government were not born in America. They came from other parts of the world, were absorbed by our forefathers, enshrined in our founding documents, and became the core American principles that unite us.


It is also worth noting that our nation’s civil rights movements succeeded thanks to the same principles. Civil rights leaders insisted that African Americans have the right to join the common American civic culture rather than be separated from it through segregation and racism.


If we are all children of God, Reverend Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. argued, then we are all endowed by our Creator with the same rights, and it is a violation of the meaning of America to deny people those rights.


Earlier, Susan B. Anthony had made similar arguments to help women gain the right to vote.


Sadly, many in the anti-Trump coalition have rejected this historic American approach.


Because its members reject American exceptionalism, the anti-Trump coalition doesn’t think immigrants should assimilate to America; they think America should devolve into segments defined by immigrants and intellectuals.


Because they reject assimilation, many in the anti-Trump coalition do not believe immigrants should be required to learn English; they insist on multilingual public education, ballots, and government accommodations.


Because they favor wealth redistribution and big government instead of personal responsibility and economic growth, many in the anti-Trump coalition are eager to expand welfare and other government benefits. So, its adherents favor visa lotteries and extended family ties over skills and education as the determining factor for who can immigrate. And they are eager to encourage more illegal immigration, creating sanctuary cities and states even if it means protecting dangerous criminals from deportation. The poorer neighborhoods, where gangs like MS-13 run rampant, may suffer but the elites feel self-righteous in their gated communities.


Because many in the anti-Trump coalition see unchecked immigration as a vehicle for political power, they don’t care about the impact of adding millions of unskilled laborers to the workforce has on wages. In fact, some in corporate America benefit from it.


Because many in the anti-Trump coalition think that American society is inherently racist, they don’t think that different ethnic groups should be expected to embrace a common, American culture. They view the melting pot as a form of arrogant cultural supremacy and prefer America to be “multicultural.”


Because they think that America is a source of evil in this world, members of the anti-Trump coalition view immigration and race relations not as vehicles to make America strong, but instead as fault lines of potential division to make America weaker and therefore less dangerous.


In fact, the anti-Trump coalition is attacking the very idea that the United States is one, indivisible nation.


While this effort to partition our country helps some people get elected to public office or earn acclaim and tenure in Ivy League circles, it threatens our unity and weakens us as a nation.


REASSERTING THE TRADITIONAL AMERICAN MODEL


Contrary to the elite media narrative, Donald Trump has never been anti-immigrant. His mother came from Scotland. He has been married twice to first-generation immigrants. He has employed many immigrants in his various properties around the world.


However, Trump does believe the American immigration system should be designed to strengthen America. He believes in assimilation, in learning English, and in self-sufficiency. He does not believe we owe the world open borders and a massive transfer of wealth for anyone who shows up.


So, while Trump does support growing and expanding our American culture through immigration, he wants to do so in a measured, intelligent way. That means reinstating policies based on melting-pot assimilation that promotes American ideals.


Over the past one and a half years, President Trump has put the full weight of his administration behind a series of reforms aimed at reasserting the traditional American model of the melting pot in our immigration system.


The merit-based system of the previously mentioned RAISE Act would prioritize immigrants based on their ability to assimilate and contribute to the economy.


While nuclear family members would still be given the same status they have today, the bill would then introduce a point system based on several factors, including education, job prospects, and proficiency in English.


First, prioritizing those with needed skills is a long-overdue reform in an age of increasing automation, where the number of jobs available for those without effective learning is dwindling.


It is perfectly in keeping with American history that our immigration levels adjust with economic reality. The Brookings Institute (a liberal think tank) noted in May 2012 that the ability to change our immigration policy in response to our national economic needs “remains an important economic policy issue, both in the short term and for our country’s long-term growth strategy.”3


Brookings also noted that there was enormous debate over how immigration impacts wages for low-skilled workers and cited a 2008 study that showed “the influx of immigrant workers from 1990 to 2006 reduced the wages of low-skilled workers by 4.7 percent.”


The elite, highly educated, well-paid members of the anti-Trump coalition may roll their eyes at a 4.7 percent wage reduction. However, for relatively poor workers with only a high school education, that’s a big deal. For someone who makes $20,000 per year, a 4.7 percent salary increase would be almost an additional $1,000 in their pocket. That extra $83 per month might be the difference between being able to pay rent, buy food, or get treatment for an illness or injury.


Workers like the one in this example, who have had their wages reduced (or have been laid off) due to unchecked immigration, fall squarely into the category of “forgotten Americans,” who Donald Trump pledged to help during his campaign. As president, he is working to deliver on that promise.


ASSIMILATION IS NECESSARY


In addition to the prioritization of immigrants with needed skills, the insistence on assimilation is an explicit corrective to the anti-Trump coalition’s rejection of the traditional American model over the past 30 years.


Consider these statements from historic American leaders and how closely they track with what Donald Trump is doing.


On January 12, 1802, Founding Father Alexander Hamilton (himself an immigrant) wrote an essay in the New York Evening Post in support of strong naturalization requirements. In the essay, Hamilton wrote:




The safety of a republic depends essentially on the energy of a common National sentiment; on a uniformity of principles and habits; on the exemption of the citizens from foreign bias, and prejudice; and on that love of country which will almost invariably be found to be closely connected with birth, education and family.… Some reasonable term ought to be allowed to enable aliens to get rid of foreign and acquire American attachments; to learn the principles and imbibe the spirit of our government; and to admit of at least a probability of their feeling a real interest in our affairs.4





In the essay, Hamilton was proposing a five-year residency requirement for naturalization to replace the 14-year requirement under the Naturalization Act of 1798 (and in opposition to an open-border approach being proposed in the newspaper—some things never change). It’s important to note that Hamilton’s purpose for this requirement was for the incoming immigrant to “get rid of foreign and acquire American attachments.” Hamilton went on to warn:




To admit foreigners indiscriminately to the rights of citizens, the moment they put foot in our country, as recommended in the Message, would be nothing less, than to admit the Grecian Horse into the Citadel of our Liberty and Sovereignty.





After reading Hamilton’s warning, President Trump’s calls to thoroughly vet refugees and immigrants coming from war-torn countries and to end widely abused chain migration policies seem rather uncontroversial, don’t they?


We see evidence of this conscious effort to preserve the melting pot more than 90 years after Hamilton’s essay, when future president Teddy Roosevelt gave his “True Americanism” speech in 1894. In it, Roosevelt said:




We freely extend the hand of welcome and of good-fellowship to every man, no matter what his creed or birthplace, who comes here honestly intent on becoming a good United States citizen like the rest of us; but we have a right, and it is our duty, to demand that he shall indeed become so and shall not confuse the issues with which we are struggling by introducing among us Old World quarrels and prejudices.





Now, compare Roosevelt’s words with President Trump’s weekly address from December 2017:




It is time to create a merit-based immigration system that makes sense for a modern economy—selecting new arrivals based on their ability to support themselves financially and to make positive contributions to U.S. society. Base it on love of our country. We want people that come in, that can love our country.





Clearly, Trump’s positions on immigration policy are not some radical new take—as media and the Washington elite assert. President Trump is working to return the United States to the system that was supported by Hamilton, Roosevelt, and many other eminent American leaders.


THE SALAD BOWL


Ultimately, the melting pot helped make America the “shining city upon a hill” that Ronald Reagan spoke of throughout his presidency. We became this shining city because we have successfully attracted tens of millions of people who believed in American exceptionalism and wanted to join our culture.


However, for many Americans today—many of whom are Trump supporters—it has been a generation since our nation fit the romantic symbol of the shining city. This is in part because, around the 1970s, we began to move away from the core American idea that we are—and must be—one nation.


Despite warnings from our past leaders and more than two centuries of success as a nation, in the 1960s academic and political elites started working to replace the melting pot with what they call “the salad bowl” of multiculturalism. By the 1970s they had made progress.


The idea of the salad bowl is that various racial, ethnic, or religious groups in America represent various distinct ingredients, which provide their individual, unique flavors. We are all Americans because we are all in the same bowl, covered by the same dressing. That’s the concept.


On its face, this theory seems guided by an innocent motive—to celebrate everyone’s unique heritage and respect the cultures from which we came. However, it actually presents a radically different model for America—the opposite of E Pluribus Unum. As liberal historian Arthur Schlesinger Jr. said in a 1992 article titled “The Disuniting of America” (which shared a title with a book he wrote the previous year), multiculturalism “belittles unum and glorifies pluribus.”5


Schlesinger, who was a lifelong Democrat and an advisor to President John F. Kennedy, warned that multiculturalism engendered a philosophy that “America is not a nation of individuals at all but a nation of groups.” The diminishing of individual rights in favor of group rights creates a tribal system of factions constantly vying for power. It is the opposite of the individual-focused rights enumerated in the Bill of Rights and Constitution.


Even back in 1992, Schlesinger predicted the current cultural strife in America:




What happens when people of different ethnic origins, speaking different languages and professing different religions, settle in the same geographical locality and live under the same political sovereignty? Unless a common purpose binds them together, tribal hostilities will drive them apart. Ethnic and racial conflict, it seems evident, will now replace the conflict of ideologies as the explosive issue of our times.





Bruce Thornton, a research fellow at the Hoover Institution, echoed Schlesinger’s concerns 20 years later in an essay on the necessity of assimilation in the American immigration system.


The melting pot, Thornton said, “communicated the historically exceptional notion of American identity as one formed not by the accidents of blood, sect, or race, but by the unifying beliefs and political ideals enshrined in the Declaration of Independence and the Constitution: the notion of individual, inalienable human rights that transcend group identity.”6


Also noting that, as a country, we have failed numerous times throughout history to respect the inalienable rights of many of our people, Thornton points out that over time the American legislative and judicial systems have worked to correct past wrongs. He also acknowledged that assimilation can be painful for immigrants who necessarily must abandon some old customs to fully join American society. However, Thornton wrote, “No matter the costs, assimilation was the only way to forge an unum from so many pluribus.”


Understanding this shift from melting-pot assimilation to salad bowl multiculturalism helps explain the wide divide in our politics over immigration—and the rising tide of cultural disunity in America today.


POST-MELTING-POT IMMIGRATION


The emergence of multiculturalism and the erosion of the melting pot combined with a rapid uptick in immigration to the United States over the last several decades (much of it illegal) to make immigration the most explosive political issue in America today.


Millions of Americans came to believe that their government had abandoned them in favor of foreigners who broke the law. Initially people were silenced by the elite’s overwhelming condemnation of any effort to discuss immigration, but gradually the growing awareness of American culture being submerged by multiple identities led to a backlash.


This is exactly the feeling candidate Trump identified and gave a voice to during the campaign. It is also the feeling guiding his immigration policies in the White House.


The members of the anti-Trump coalition claim these feelings are simply errant, knee-jerk reactions that have no basis in fact. They are either ignorant, lying, or both.


Consider this: According to the Migration Policy Institute, in 2015, immigrants made up 13.5 percent of the U.S. population. This is not much higher than the statistic in 1930, when immigrants made up 11.6 percent of the population. It is also short of the 1890 high of 14.8 percent. So, in the long view, the relative population of immigrants in the United States has remained flat.7


However, the percentage of immigrants in the United States was at an all-time low of 4.7 percent in 1970, and then it nearly tripled in 45 years. The actual number of immigrants in the United States has also more than quadrupled in that time frame, going from 9.6 million to an all-time high of more than 43.2 million.


Critically, because we have moved away from the melting-pot model, many of these new immigrants were not expected to learn our language, customs, or traditions, and therefore never assimilated into American society.


Consider the following:




• In Miami, 60 percent of the population speaks Spanish8 due to large immigrant populations from Cuba, Colombia, Guatemala, Honduras, Nicaragua, and Venezuela.9 Native, English-speaking business owners there say it has become difficult to conduct business. For the entire state of Florida, the foreign-born population increased by 60.6 percent from 1990 to 2000, and again by 53 percent from 2000 to 2015.10


• The radio program This American Life aired a show in December 2017 telling the story of Albertville, Alabama—the hometown of Attorney General Jeff Sessions. The population in Albertville shifted from 98 percent white to one-quarter Latino in a matter of two decades starting in 1990. Some of the Latinos interviewed had lived in the United States for 20 years and still did not speak English well enough to be interviewed in what is supposed to be our common language.11


• In Minneapolis, the Somali immigrant population exists in a neighborhood dubbed “little Mogadishu” that is completely isolated by the Mississippi River and two highways. I visited there while researching my novel Duplicity. The community first started growing in the 1990s. Importantly, from 2007 to 2013, more than 20 young Somali men left the community to go fight for al-Shabab, a jihadist group in East Africa.12 Now, the community itself has programs to keep young men away from street gangs as well as Islamic radicalization. The area has always been an immigrant community, however, the Germans and Swedes who preceded the Somalis decades before assimilated.




These are all examples of immigrant populations coming to the United States and re-creating small versions of their home countries rather than becoming American. While this may seem innocuous, it can present real challenges for police and local officials—especially if these mini-nation communities grow large and isolated.


And the problems can go both ways. In some isolated immigrant communities, language barriers prevent victims from reporting crimes to police—or even calling 911 for medical assistance.13 For police investigating crimes in immigrant communities, it can become almost impossible to gather critical witness testimony—either due to a language barrier or a mistrust of American law enforcement.


When you consider that many Americans voting today have lived in an America that quickly went from having near record-low to near record-high immigrant populations (relative to the total population)—and at the same time watched the American approach to immigration profoundly transform, creating isolated immigrant communities—it is easy to see why people are concerned. It is easy to understand why the Trumpian approach to immigration and assimilation gained support.


Despite media claims, the members of Trump’s America are not anti-immigration. We are against illegal immigration. We cannot attract the best and the brightest from across the world if we cease to be a nation of immigrants. However, a key part of the great American comeback involves reestablishing the melting-pot model and getting immigration laws and enforcement under control. This will do wonders for easing tensions and negative perceptions about immigration.


MULTICULTURAL DIVISION


The shift toward multiculturalism over the melting pot has affected more than immigration. The salad bowl model has actually worsened race relations by separating American culture, diminishing our common ground, and ultimately stratifying our citizenry at home by establishing a system in which people self-segregate based on their ethnicity, gender, self-identity, or perceived privilege.


In his 2012 essay, Thornton from the Hoover Institution warned that the salad bowl theory provided the foundation of the identity politics, which drives much of the cultural upheaval in America domestically today. Specifically, he argued that multiculturalism has been used to indict American society as “imperial, colonial, xenophobic,” and racist.


According to Thornton, this theory ultimately provides justification for placing the rights of some groups above others—based on the degree to which they had been supposed victims of the newly vilified American history. This, as Thornton wrote, “directly contradicts the core assumption of our liberal democracy: the principle of individual and inalienable rights that each of us possess no matter what group or sect we belong to.”


Once again, the purpose behind identity politics seems innocent. Indeed, appreciating and understanding different peoples’ perspectives is critical for building strong relationships—particularly across cultural or societal lines. However, today’s identity politics seem to have gone awry. Instead of promoting a noble pursuit of equality and understanding, multiculturalism and identity politics have led us into a perverse paradigm of privilege checking.


Instead of judging various points of view on merits, speech and debate are frequently tested and measured based on the ethnicity, gender identity, or sexual orientation of the speaker. Speakers from minority backgrounds, or those with uncommon sexual identities, are uplifted, while those who are deemed to have more privilege are silenced—unless they confess their privilege and preemptively repudiate the validity of their points of view.


Take this way of thinking and consider how it’s used in current politics. Think about how often President Trump has been described as an older white male by elites who were seeking to discredit his positions and goals. Notice, this “criticism” does not address anything about the president’s agenda or goals; it simply seeks to imply that he is in the old white male group and therefore couldn’t possibly be interested in helping any other group. Not coincidentally, the exact same tactic was used against Bernie Sanders in the Democratic primary.


The privilege theory system does not engender equal and free debate. Nor does it promote the sharing of new ideas. It attempts to divide us into vaguely ranked groups to establish a pseudo hierarchy of entitlement for a minority of Americans. Frankly, it reminds me of George Orwell’s novel Animal Farm, in which “All animals are equal, but some animals are more equal than others.”


In fact, the relevance of Orwell’s writing is important in understanding the genuinely radical nature of privilege theory. Orwell was an opponent of communism, a governing system derived from the writings of Karl Marx, and his stories were illustrations of the corruption and moral bankruptcy of that totalitarian philosophy.


As Canadian professor Jordan Peterson has pointed out in a series of YouTube lectures and interviews, privilege theory began to emerge around the time that news of the evil communist Soviet Union became too visible to be ignored by the intellectual class. The reaction from this elite, however, was not to question the underlying philosophy of Marxism, which sought to pit the proletariat against the privileged economic elite, but instead to replace economic dividing lines for racial ones. Privilege theory is, in fact, nothing more than racial Marxism, and left unchecked will lead to the same disastrous, totalitarian end state as the Soviet Union.


Privilege theory in practice is also a complete departure from what Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. envisioned in his “I Have a Dream” speech. The privilege theory system clearly judges people “by the color of their skin” rather than “the content of their character.”


Consider the following examples of privilege-based identity politics in action.


In May 2017, students rioted several times after faculty at Evergreen State College in Olympia, Washington, declined to enforce a student demand that would require white students to stay home from class for a day. This day without white people was reportedly in the name of racial equality. The violence got so bad the college had to hold its graduation ceremony off campus, 30 miles away.14


During the 2017 Democratic National Convention candidate forum, candidate Sally Boynton Brown, who is the executive director of the Idaho Democratic Party, said that her purpose at the forum was “to listen and be a voice and shut other white people down” when they deny being prejudiced.


The Atlantic published a story in September 2015 that declared, “Color-Blindness Is Counterproductive.” The magazine cited sociologists who have decided colorblind theory is just a covert way to ignore racial discrimination.15


As a final example, a professor at City University of New York in October 2017 posted a series of tweets in which she claimed that when white families have children, they are promoting systemic white supremacy.16


Specifically, the professor, a white woman, wrote: “I mean, if you’re a white person who says they’re engaged in dismantling white supremacy but… you’re forming a white family + reproducing white children that ‘you want the best for’—how is that helping + not part of the problem?”


All of these examples fit the Thornton model. The rights of some people are diminished, and others are uplifted in the name of America’s supposedly racist, iniquitous past—for which no people alive today are responsible.


President Trump is working to dismantle this perverse social reconstruction and return our politics and country to a system in which people are treated with equal respect and ideas are judged by their merits rather than the race, gender, ethnicity, or so-called privilege of the people who share them.


Unfortunately, the liberal members of the anti-Trump coalition have latched on to identity politics as a way to isolate and target particular voter groups. It is unclear how this tenuous culture of coalition building will last. As I wrote in my New York Times No. 1 best seller Understanding Trump, the Left misunderstood the coalition-building success Barack Obama achieved in his 2008 and 2012 elections. While Obama was able to unite many demographic groups on core American principles, today’s Left is promoting divisive politics in an effort to hold these groups together.


It clearly did not work for them in 2016. We will see if they continue sowing disunity ahead of the 2018 midterm elections.


SEGREGATING THE MELTING POT


A final side effect of multiculturalism which has arisen in American society is the idea that someone from one culture cannot adopt some aspect of another culture. To do so, the liberal branch of the anti-Trump coalition argues, is “cultural appropriation.”


There are plenty of absurd examples, such as the Portland burrito truck that was shamed out of business in May 2017 after its owners were accused of culturally appropriating the burrito. Cosmopolitan magazine in October 2017 also decided to inform white parents they should not allow their daughters to dress up as Disney’s Moana for Halloween because they would be appropriating Polynesian culture.


Certainly, it is socially unacceptable and morally repugnant for someone to don blackface and denigrate African Americans. Similarly, displaying insulting depictions of people from other cultures or societies falls far short of the shining city on a hill standard.


However, raising pitchforks over white northwestern liberals eating burritos or children admiring and wanting to emulate fictional characters from other (often fictional) countries is ridiculous.


Still, this notion of cultural appropriation is serious because it is an absolute repudiation of the melting pot. If cultures are not socially allowed to blend and adopt new ideas and customs, then the United States will become a collection of isolated, fragmented communities that have little in common. Certainly, had the Founding Fathers believed that it was morally wrong to experience and share new cultures, America would have never been formed.


After all, democracy was culturally a Greek invention—are all democratic countries essentially stealing from Greece? Our representative Republic has roots in Rome. Should we give our Senate back to Italy? Is there a moral imperative that we stop celebrating Cinco de Mayo or St. Patrick’s Day—or stop using French, Spanish, or Germanic words that have become English cognates?


The ultimate destination of the multicultural movement in the United States is actually a new era of American segregation. The idea that we can survive as a nation without a unified culture that is grounded in principles rather than heritage is just historically and logically inaccurate. Further, America is a better place (both for immigrants and citizens) when we share common ground and mutual respect rather than picking fights over magnified and often artificial differences.


If we in Trump’s America are to complete this great American comeback that the 2016 election started, we must seriously focus as a nation on reestablishing the melting-pot principle that helped us succeed for more than 240 years. It is essential for American culture to continue—and American culture is essential for our country’s survival. That is the heart of the Trump appeal.


SECURING THE BORDERS


President Trump has consistently said he supports strong immigration programs that will help America grow and succeed for generations to come. However, the president knows that new immigration laws would be meaningless without safe, secure borders.


The people of Trump’s America know it, too.


This is why many Americans have responded positively to President Trump’s calls to tighten security at our borders, curtail illegal immigration, and to closely vet refugees coming to the United States from war-torn countries rife with terrorism.


However, throughout 2017, congressional Democrats, federal bureaucrats, leaders in so-called sanctuary cities, and special interest groups have fought tooth and nail to slow construction of the southern border wall, hinder lawful immigration enforcement, and halt temporary travel bans issued by the Trump administration.


In following with the multicultural-privilege theory model, the elites in the anti-Trump coalition have claimed that President Trump’s tough positions on immigration are driven by inherent racism—which they insinuate carries over to all members of Trump’s America. This assertion is morally bankrupt and reveals a profound historical (perhaps intentional) ignorance on their part.


This assertion also ignores the facts on the ground. President Trump’s immigration plans are succeeding.


Despite the efforts of the elites, illegal crossings (as well as human trafficking) over the southern border are down,17 and the U.S. Supreme Court ruled in December 2017 that a third version of a temporary ban on travel to eight dangerous nations could proceed over aggressive legal challenges.18


The impact President Trump had on illegal immigration was almost immediate. In May 2017—less than five months into the president’s term—National Public Radio reported on Morning Edition that, “The number of people apprehended while trying to cross the Southwest border illegally has plummeted, as the age-old practice of hopping the border without papers has changed profoundly in recent months.”


This near-immediate drop in illegal crossings was due to increased security at the U.S.–Mexico border—but also due to the message President Trump’s election sent around the world: that immigration laws in the United States meant something again.


The reduction in demand for immigrants to illegally come to the United States had the added benefit of also drying up some illegal activity in Mexico. One human smuggler the news outlet interviewed, who called himself “the Wolf,” was quoted saying, “My business has dropped by more than half.… If it goes down anymore, I’ll have to think about doing something else. Maybe open a little store or sell cars.”


Imagine that. Trump’s ability to reduce human trafficking may lead some criminals to take up honest trades.


Despite this direct connection between increased security and decreased illegal crossings, the Washington elites are still fighting the president’s policy goals. As of the end of Fiscal Year 2017, total apprehensions of unattended immigrant children were down from 2016 by 30 percent—from 59,757 to 41,456. Apprehensions of accompanied children, parents, and or guardians was down 2.6 percent—from 77,857 to 75,802.


I’m confident President Trump will build the wall—and reestablish law and order at the border. Once security is achieved, he will further work to reestablish policies to promote assimilation and reassert that the United States is one, indivisible nation including those who come here legally and want to become Americans.
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