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			Preface

			In this book, I wanted to express my (unique) views, thoughts, and sentiments about a myriad of topics especially in the realm of social justice, politics, and just living in America. Polarizing America will lay out the various issues that have transpired and that are currently ongoing in American society through a few lenses: the media lens, the lens of reality and history, and the lens of societal perspective and reaction. Virtually everything is now a political movement sparked by emotions and money. What sells and sensationalizes the masses is what dominates the news cycle and the trending topics on the various social media platforms; never mind if it’s true. Let us not forget that everyone is a political and social pundit or expert in the social media world as well. Everything in life has evolved into emoticons, emojis, memes, and hashtags. Once again, spurned by feelings/emotions, perspectives, and what we choose to empathize with for the moment—whether the week or a few months. The real causes that sparked true civil unrest are long gone, and people have grown to protest any and everything out of sheer boredom—not that they actually care. More often than not, they were paid to do so. Americans seem to fail to understand that we, as a collective society, are enduring a lot of issues that the rest of the world has already dealt with or may be going through presently themselves, but have it figured out. We are literally the “social infants of the world” and the rest are sitting back and watching us with the expression of “Aww, that’s cute!”

			If you are looking for a politically correct and sensitively cognitive read, put this down and walk away. I will likely piss you off or you may disagree with me on a lot of points. That is perfectly okay. I never expect people to agree with me or acknowledge that I am correct. That is based on a series of things. I am what you may call a “Black Unicorn.” I am a conservative who happens to believe in the Constitution, Conservative values and principles, capitalism, and Christianity—who happens to be Black (African American), Person of Color, or whatever label fits your particular social construct. To put it more directly: I am a Republican Black Man! Cue: RUN!!! If you are ready for a power-packed read, then sit back with your drink of choice or favorite playlist and enjoy. I appreciate you coming this far and will appreciate it more if you continue your journey through this book to get an outside-the-box view of American society and how we can collectively overcome our challenges.

			 

		

	
		
			Introduction

			The American political system is not a strange or difficult one for one to process or understand. There are two dominant parties—Republicans and Democrats. Yes, there are a lot of other parties or “sub-parties.” The Independent Party is a growing party; but one can reasonably say that you will not see any significant movement from that party for years to come. I’ll cover that part in the next chapter. The various parties and sub-parties have their causes and reasons as to why they exist. I will not go into all of them or the whys and hows, but I will touch on a few things. The Grand Old Party (GOP), formally known as the Republican Party, is by far the most stable party compared to the Democratic and Independent parties. Often called the “right-wing” party, it is not coincidental as to why. Republicans are also considered, or mostly called, Conservatives because they believe in gradual change. Once, that aligned with the idea of being progressive—but holistically, they lean toward keeping things the same or at least in a traditional sense. The idea that “If it’s not broken, don’t fix it” is the best way to identify a Conservative.

			The Democratic Party has been around since the better part of the mid-1700s. They often change platforms and parts of their planks to appease what is popular for the duration—this happens about every twenty to thirty years. The Independent Party sprung up in the late 1960s, and I jokingly call them the “Indecisive Party.” The IP prides itself on being a party of independent thinkers, apart from the ideologies and principles of the two currently established parties—more like being a mixed bag of marbles. However, they often pick and choose from both sides to build their narrative (platform) and just word it differently. You really cannot have a third opinion—I often say this; therefore, we have two sides to a lot of things in life. The left side of the brain and the right side of the brain is a prime example. But make no mistake, they are still part of one body. As most people put it today: “The left wing and the right wing; still part of the same bird!” Absolutely!

			Most modern-day Republicans are Constitutionalist, Conservative-principled, Christian-centered, and Capitalist-based—mostly, that is. There are factions that trickle into the party that are called RINOs (Republican in name only) that say they are Republicans, but do or say opposite of what Republicans traditionally stand for (see the four Cs above). Oftentimes, people associate the GOP as the party for old racist white people—which couldn’t be further from the truth. And please save the argument that the party switched sides. No, the parties shifted in planks and saw that some things were not a necessity to have as a cause anymore—nationally that is. This shift began in the late 1950s. That is not switching sides; that is changing focus or direction. Notably, some Republicans began changing their party views going back to the days of Truman’s administration as the country began to emerge from World War II. The idea of a strong defense system gave rise to the military-industrial complex that proceeded after President Eisenhower—which he warned about.1 I ask this question quite often: At what party convention did the Republicans and Democrats switch platforms? Better yet, during what session of Congress did the Speaker say “Okay, you guys over here, and you guys go over there—we’re switching sides!”?

			If you were to divide the United States into a “quintant”—five political categories—you’d find that there are varying ideologies and beliefs influencing a person’s decision to say that they are “X-Party.” Other parties and sub-parties adopted planks of their own as a “pseudo-ideology” just to garner more financial support, votes, and power. Now, impartially speaking, all political parties have done this to a degree, that is, steal from each other. It’s called being a politician. As we go through the following chapters, I will explain this in greater detail.

			The Democratic Party has been deemed the party for minorities—although it’s driven by white Democrats.… Strangely, this party plays into a lot of the social issues that are popular for the time being without exercising any true legislation to support these various causes—not any that are long-term or meaningful, anyway. What comes to mind: The Commission to Study Reparations2 (more on that later). Democrats have always put up policies or legislation aimed to fix “a problem,” but these very policies typically exacerbate the problems or don’t address them at all—the Inflation Reduction Act3 is one example—just Band-Aids to cover an amputation. There are many conservative-minded minorities that occupy the Democratic Party—we call them DINOs (Democrats in name only). Similarly to the RINOs, DINOs do and say things that are more in line with Republican views but claim to be Democrats. I believe this is more for the purpose of social acceptance than a reason of personal principle or supporting party platforms that they actually believe in. I’ve had many conversations with minority Democrats, and the numbers are overwhelmingly in opposition to actually advocating and supporting the party platform. This boils down to generational voting in many cases. Case in point, there are many minorities that identify and may even vote Republican in a primary election, but will not openly admit or own that they are a Republican for the mere fact that it’s traditionally unacceptable—especially in the Black community—to be a Republican. This goes back to the “switching sides” notion—“The parties switched and so should you!” The Democratic Party is a great party for those who cherish a few key things: inner city life, government assistance or subsidies, and socializing the free market so everyone can achieve—I mean benefit—even at the expense of eliminating a more successful entity from the equation.

			Liberals and Progressives are your main occupiers of the Democratic Party; their ideology and politics sit on the left or far left—depending on the issue. To many Americans, the Left’s ideology, platform, and planks seem absurd, or just simply a nuance to what most consider middle-of-the-road principles. You will rarely, if ever, find an activist or protest movement that is not Democratic in nature. The Right often feels that these are a waste and would rather discuss or legislate the issue at hand. At the same time, however, Republican activism does look similar but is executed differently in terms of action items taken. (At the time of this writing in 2018, that was the case. The Trump Era brought a different brand of activism and movements to the political arena, which I will discuss in greater detail later.)

			Let’s now look at the quintant of the political map in the US, as I alluded to earlier. Northwestern states, Southwestern states, Mid-America, Northeastern states, and Southeastern states—all have their own set of collective intra-geopolitical voting interests, and then it trickles into their individual interests based on their location and lifestyle. For quick examples: Northwestern interests currently tend to center around marijuana use, climate change, and LBGTQ(IA+) issues. Southwestern interests are predominantly around border security, abortion rights, and election integrity. Mid-America interests usually focus on land development, inner-city (urban) matters, and economic growth as well as the Dakota Access Pipeline and the Keystone Pipeline—notably, since the election of President Joe Biden, permit renewals for the Keystone Pipeline project have been eliminated.4 Northeastern interests are typically around environmental and industrial issues (steel, coal, and manufacturing). Southeastern interests are more commonly revolving around civil rights of LBGTQ(IA) issues—since they are in the “Bible Belt”—along with abortion rights. This is not to say other states or areas are not facing some of the same issues, but it is to say that is what dominates the local news cycle for these areas. There are a myriad of other associated issues within each individual quintant. As we progress through this book, they will be covered in more detail.

			Allow me to refer you to some additional reading: The Republican Party Platforms of 2016 and 2020, and the Democratic Party Platforms of 2016 and 2020. Read them both and do an actual comparison of their agendas and ideologies. Each party revises their platforms and agendas about every four years—based on presidencies and the societal tidal waves of issues. Both platforms can be found in a simple Google/Bing search. Another book to assist in checking your azimuth on the political spectrum is You Know You’re a Republican/Democrat If… by Frank Benjamin. This book goes point by point in short bursts to give you indicators—mostly in a comedic way—on how you can determine whether you are a Republican or a Democrat. For example: You know you’re a Republican if you are afraid of the IRS. You know you’re a Democrat if you are afraid of the FBI.5 Packed with stereotyping, it plays into those talking points of each of the major political parties. After all, stereotypes are derived from some truths, right? As we traverse through this chapter and the rest of the book, you will notice how the parties didn’t switch sides—they just merely evolved in ideologies and shifted focus onto other developing issues. When I hear that the parties switched sides, I ask people: “So did the parties come into their chambers in a new session and say, ‘Hey you all! You come on this side and be called Democrats now, and we’ll come over there and be called Republicans!’?” That is absurd! What did happen is that some members of Congress didn’t like the way their party was changing and figured they could use their influence and power to sway others or continue their “ways” by simply switching parties. I will note that in my opinion, President Lyndon Baines Johnson (LBJ) did have a genuine heart to change and provide equality across America. However, I do also believe there were some unintended consequences that went along with his policies, and most “older southern Democrats” took advantage of those policies and opportunities to advance their own agendas and saw it as a paradigm-shifting opportunity to garner minority supporters. The Great Society was notably the most damaging policy eras for minorities—specifically Blacks/African Americans—during the 1960s through present day. The Civil Rights Act (CRA) of ’64 were great steps toward establishing equality among the races in America, but what ensued afterwards unraveled the intent—arguably, unintended consequences of those laws. The CRA was reluctantly passed in the House and viciously fought in the Senate, where Senator Everett Dirksen (R-IL) ultimately “whipped” the bill into passage. I will not go into the long drawn out history of what happened and when. Just understand that a series of things transpired through the late ’60s and ’70s, and even a few events in the ’80s, that brought us to the status quo of the “Urban America” of today.

			At the time of writing this book (2018), these are the hottest national issues that are election topics and on legislative agendas: abortion, repeal of the Affordable Care Act (ACA or “Obamacare”), same-sex marriage, defunding of Planned Parenthood, the border wall, Common Core, and tax cuts/plan. I will discuss these in minor detail. Picking back up in this book in 2021, I will now provide a sense of updates throughout—I won’t go back and change anything, as I want to illustrate the transhistorical changes that have occurred in the three short years that I have been working on this book. I’ve completed the core of this book in October 2023.

			Author’s note: While this book has been in the works since 2018, I have picked back up in doing some revisions and additions throughout in 2025 as I am now finally preparing it for publication. It remains vital to highlight the changes in the political landscape over the last seven years as this book’s intended purpose is to serve as a brief history lesson of recent and not-so-distant past events.
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			Chapter 1

			Platforms and Planks of American Politics

			Abortion

			One of the most divisive issues in America today is abortion—barring what stage of abortion. Among Republicans, it’s a matter of religious principle to be “pro-life.” Along with that comes personal responsibility and accountability for one’s actions. Among Democrats, it’s a matter of personal choice: “pro-choice.” Women have a right to choose, and it’s their body, burden, and decision. Both sides arguably make great points, and I have had great debates on the matter. I would like to point out a few things that may prompt you and others to think about some things about abortion.

			Should an individual/couple partake in an activity (sex), produce a child, and she or they decide to not have the baby? Is it incumbent upon others to pay for an abortion via taxpayer dollars? Or do we encourage personal responsibility in practicing safe sex or implement control measures to prevent an unwanted pregnancy? Is it truly just the woman’s decision to carry a child or does the father have a say in the matter too? Who deems that the child is not a human being until birth? Why is having a baby a matter of choice, but having sex isn’t—especially if you’re not in a position to take care of a child? Would it be better to place the child for adoption or seek assistance from family and friends in helping raise the child?

			Sure, these are all conservative viewpoints in the matter, but does it not make sense? I look at this issue from both a conservative standpoint as well as a racial one. African Americans (Blacks) make up 13.7 percent of the US population, or roughly forty-one million people.6 Planned Parenthood (a facility that provides medical services such as breast cancer screenings, drug addiction counseling, and other family support services, but has its notoriety from providing abortions) facilities are most notably and mainly established in minority (Black) communities, thus contributing to the low population rate of the African Americans in the US. Is it by design? Is it intentional? I will point you in the direction of Margaret Sanger, founder of Planned Parenthood; you could ask her yourself—if she were alive—but since she’s deceased, you can research her position on the matter yourself.7 Also, it is most notable that this is a government-funded program, advocated by the Democratic Party. You would think that people would connect the dots and see the systematic destructive mechanism in place. But it is pawned off as a service so desperately needed in minority communities because they cannot afford or have access to healthcare. This leads into my next agenda-based item: defunding Planned Parenthood. For obvious reasons, the Republicans want to defund Planned Parenthood and consolidate the resources in more pragmatic settings—actual clinics and hospitals. This approach I support because, if access is granted or made easier under the provisions of the ACA, then what is the issue with consolidating these services into clinics and hospitals? Affordability and transportability should not be a factor in this case.

			I won’t get into the religious aspects of abortion because (1) there are varying biblical perspectives about abortion, (2) that will require a whole different book to accommodate all the religions out there and their views about abortion—not to mention the internal varying interpretations of the matter, and (3) a lot of people who may be in support of abortion rights—whatever that may look like—are not affiliated to any religion. So, to my fellow Republicans, telling someone what the Bible says…when they clearly are not a Christian or of religious sorts is basically pointless.… Find a new persuasive argument that will resonate with those opposing your viewpoint. Such as the responsibility approach, or don’t have recreational sex that will lead to recreational abortion. That one is my personal favorite argument.

			Healthcare

			Repealing the ACA is one of the campaign promises that President Donald Trump made—as had many other Republicans who were running for office or have since been elected. The ACA was designed to provide affordable healthcare to all Americans and establishes exchanges and subsidies to help offset costs to middle- and lower-income families and individuals. This is a huge plus for some middle-income and no-income families. I won’t go into the ins and outs of ACA and who it benefits and does not. The key takeaway that affects nearly all Americans is the “mandate” portion. The mandate penalizes those who do not have a medical insurance plan approved by, or that meets the criteria outlined in, the ACA.8 There are families that face paying hundreds of dollars a month for coverage or risk a stiff penalty come tax season that runs into the thousands. Two close friends of mine divulged that they were smacked with a $3,000 fine. But neither held a job long enough throughout the year to afford the payments—nor did they even use the services. Republicans see this as a flaw and an underhanded way to get people to pay into a system or pay the government if they failed to do so. Democrats have advocated for the necessary evil and sacrifice Americans will make for the betterment of the less fortunate. (Sounds like Communism to me.…) The issue I take with the mandate is that this disproportionately affects middle-to-upper-income families in forcing them to pay for something through monthly payments or face a penalty via their taxes—which most families rely on to help recover from the holiday spending. In 2017, President Trump got rid of the ACA mandate—one of his key victories with a Republican-controlled Congress. While it didn’t go into effect until 2019, it proved to be a financial relief to many families and a legislative win for the Trump administration. However, on the flipside, California is one of the few states that still implements this penalty clause at the state level—go figure!

			Same-Sex Marriage

			Another heartfelt burning issue in America is same-sex marriage. For centuries, the standing tradition and recognized practice in marriage was and has been between one man and one woman. I personally have mixed feelings about the issue, but I will put it as plain as this. Not everyone carries a religious sentiment or ideology; therefore, laws and prohibitions should not be guided or enforced on the basis of religion alone. With that being said, I view marriage as a common union between two human beings—a biological man and a biological woman.

			Whether it’s between man and woman, woman and woman, man and four men, man and four women, or a woman and three men, it’s their personal business and as long as it does not infringe on or affect the livelihood of day-to-day business and order of others, who should really give a damn? I find that is the Libertarian side of me coming out there, but seriously—who cares? However, that is me! Marriage has always been universally and religiously defined as given previously; all other relationship types and arrangements should be recognized as they are and given titles of civil unions, not marriage, because laws and traditions that may recognize those things are just that—recognition, not the right to usurp and corrupt the term “marriage.” Democrats, on the other hand, believe the philosophy that people should be able to marry whomever they choose and love—growing in that sentiment are children and animals—I’m not kidding.9 10

			Republicans feel that the institution of marriage is a sacred one and should not be exploited or compromised with the ungodly and forbidden union between two people of the same sex or of different species for that matter. Although we are in new times and things are progressively changing, that is a view I can personally stand by and would expect those who are in practice of the Christian faith to adhere to as well. However, I also believe that we should not impose our beliefs onto those who do not believe in or practice what Christians do. The best practice—I feel—is to just take marital control away from the government. Period. If two people or more want to consider themselves “married” or in a “civil union,” they may do so with contracts and a notary and move on. Ceremonies and recognition will be a private matter (friends-and-family type of thing). Simple as that. Now, some will say, what about taxes and estate issues? Well, that goes back to a contract or any other court-recognized document that spells it out to determine those affairs. Change the tax codes to “filing-jointly” (remove “married”) and keep it simple. I think we overcomplicate certain things in our society just for the sake of job security or to sound smart. This falls in line with Bureaucracy 101.

			Some Americans will lead you to believe that there is an element of the law called “separation of church and state,” and that “we are not a country founded on religious principles.” Both are false narratives and very far from the truth. “Separation of church and state” clearly and solely references the letter by Thomas Jefferson in 1802 to the Danbury Baptist Association, citing his views and further explaining the constitutional provision that the government shall not interfere with how a religious institution practices its faith, prohibit the practice of its religion, nor establish a national religion—“thus building a wall of separation between church and state.”11 Recognizing these important words and understanding the implications of religion mixed into governing a nation, the Founding Fathers intentionally left religion covertly and, in some instances, overtly out of the process of drafting the government and founding the United States. All of the signers of the Declaration of Independence came from various religious backgrounds, and some even held various degrees in Freemasonry, as well as positions in public and professional services. They knew the importance of not establishing a religion but extracting some of the common and natural (God’s) laws and practices that would promote good order and discipline among the citizens and this “new nation.”

			Border Security

			Moving on to the border wall—one of President Trump’s biggest campaign promises and the bane of existence for every sitting president since Andrew Jackson. This particular issue sits near and dear to the hearts of the Southwestern citizens, but holistically affects every American. Illegal immigration has been a problem in this country for decades. I capitalized Illegal because immigrants who come through proper legal and documented channels are at least in a recognized system; they have documentation and WE know who they are, where they come from, and, for the most part, where they are going or will be going. And typically, they are welcomed into the communities in which they choose to settle.

			Illegal immigrants, on the other hand, sneak into the country unidentified, having no [proper] documentation, using human resources, possibly committing crimes (that potentially go unsolved), work American jobs and send the money back home out of the United States, apply for government assistance or use public programs for their benefit, vote illegally in our elections, engage in human child/sex trafficking, and the list goes on and on. I’m sure you get my drift. This actually isn’t my drift; these are the plights and issues that we are faced with when dealing with the illegal immigration crisis. In 2015 and 2016, we had the migrant caravan coming to the southern border to seek refugee status and enter the United States as asylum seekers. President Trump cut a deal with Mexico to keep the caravan there, and they bi-laterally worked to identify those with legitimate claims and ensure that they were properly processed before entering the country.12

			In 2021, the migrant caravan reemerged with promises and assistance from the Biden administration to usher in these migrants and grant them amnesty into the country to the tune of eleven million additional folks, all the while halting border wall construction, sending money to South American countries for aid and support to these caravans, and halting the deportation program.

			Border protection and security should not be a matter of question or debate. The reasons mentioned above should be sufficient to garner national and collective support to put up funding and the materials necessary to prevent illegal immigration. We can look at Canada’s border protection as an example. They have checkpoints at points of entry and gates with patrols in areas less traveled. When someone crosses into Canada, they are immediately apprehended. In other countries, illegal crossing is considered trespassing and death is the potential result. I think we can all agree that having secured borders for the protection of citizens and resources is pretty reasonable. People on the Left who advocate for open borders are typically unaffected by it and have not analyzed or seen the implications of such matters. Sure, we are a country of immigrants; sure, this country was taken from Natives in a not-so-distant past; sure, we are an open, loving, and tolerant nation. However, I still want to know who you are. Let’s visit this subject on a micro scale.

			Let’s say you have a home of your own. You leave for the day/night and you leave your doors and windows unlocked. (Don’t worry, you’re a liberal. You support open borders and a welcoming society, so it’s okay to leave these things unsecured.) You come home to find strangers occupying your home, eating your food, lying in your bed, using your shower, wearing your clothes. (You know, all the things you worked for.) What would you do? How would you feel? Remember, your home is a free, open, and welcoming place. Never did you think in a million years that you would be occupied by a force in numbers. 

			That is exactly how most Americans feel about illegal immigrants on a macro scale. Is it fair or even appropriate that someone comes into your house, occupies it at will, and uses your resources, even though you didn’t invite them, know who they are, where they came from, or even why they are there—unannounced no less?

			Education

			Perhaps the United States’ education system is a little more of a concern for you. Here is a quick Google search definition of what Common Core is, for those unfamiliar—whether due to not having school-aged children or because you simply never cared. The Common Core State Standards Initiative is an educational initiative in the United States that details what K-12 students should know in English language arts and mathematics at the end of each grade. The initiative is sponsored by the National Governors Association (NGA) and the Council of Chief State School Officers (CCSSO) and seeks to establish consistent educational standards across the states as well as ensure that students graduating from high school are prepared to enter credit-bearing courses at two- or four-year college programs or to enter the workforce.13

			First off, who in hell died and made you “Emperor of Education” to tell me what my child(ren) should know by a certain grade?! I fully understand the consequence of sending your child to public education institutions: You are at the mercy of such tomfoolery. But still…a board, group, panel, body—whomever—came together and laid out a set ideas, topics, and subjects to be universally taught across the board. Here’s where the problem with this lies. Children in the same grade level have various learning needs and attention levels. Some teachers will argue that they teach according to those demands—others, not so much. In this arena, Common Core has given teachers/students “packets” with information to be taught, length of time, and objectives to achieve by the end of the “module.” This gives little to no room for expansion or creative thinking and teaching because they are confined to the materials given.

			I’ve had several heated discussions with quite a few friends of mine that are in this profession, and they beg to differ. They mostly stated that they are free to teach whatever they wish out of the topic. They can use additional materials or sources. They may be confined to that area, but they can expand to tie into the next lesson, and so on. All of these are hopefully true in their respective cases. But, from what I have witnessed and had to deal with in my children’s education (mind you, across three different states since 2009) is that they are given a syllabus—in most classes—and a bunch of handouts for both home and class to use for the term. I can’t recall seeing a textbook in a very long time, except for a few of the high school classes. Granted, it’s 2017, and classes are moving into the digital age of tablets and laptops as their source of learning—but, my GOD! I’m all for some programs to be universal or standardized across the country—like teaching basic US history, government/civics, English (speaking, reading, and writing), and math. These are things that affect every person in our society on a daily basis, and the lack of knowledge and understanding of these basics is staggering.

			Some scholars would argue that that is the goal and is what is being done in Common Core. If that was the case, then we would not see the disparities across the country that we do. So, where is the failure at? I fully support the STEM (science, technology, engineering, and mathematics) initiative and programs of higher education/learning. I also feel that such programs—if offered in regular schools—should be classified as elective-based curriculum. Education in the public school system should be structured and goal-oriented to age- and grade-appropriate levels. Parents and teachers should work together with students to not only teach, but mold and foster them into being productive members of society on the basis of certain foundations that are mutually agreeable and achievable for that child. Rarely—if ever—does the “cookie-cutter” method work in education. It works in the workforce and the military—to an extent—but teaching children requires a special skill set, and the understanding that everyone learns differently and has different learning needs is paramount. One child may not excel in math, but can structure a paragraph better than the editor in chief of a newspaper. Skill sets like this should be honed, sharpened, and cultivated for the child and society at large.

			Please do not get me wrong. I can understand the Liberal ideology behind wanting to make education equal across the spectrum of the US, but there has to be and will be differences in education in some aspects—geographically speaking. Like I mentioned previously, not everyone is STEM-oriented or STEM material, and we have a severe lack of understanding of basic subjects in our society in the areas of reading, math, science, and especially history (including civics and social studies). I think the elementary school years should focus on these areas, and then high school should introduce a more “adult-life focused” curriculum (including life skills such as banking, taxes, buying cars, homes, renting, raising a family, running a business, and getting into politics), and STEM programs. Finally, the college circuit can be focused on honing the skills, knowledge, and attributes of these special industries and professions, such as those in STEM fields.

			Taxes and Jobs

			Finally, the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act, congressionally known as H.R.1, was passed a few days before Christmas of 2017.14 The US income tax system hasn’t seen an overhaul of this magnitude since 1986. I will be one of many to say that it was long overdue, mainly because of the economic landscape changes that have taken place over the years. Things cost more, people are making more money, and global competition in terms of technology, innovation, job growth, and manufacturing are on a steady rise. We, in the United States, have a pretty high corporate tax rate—35 percent—in comparison to many other countries with 21–25 percent. The reduction in the corporate tax rate will entice businesses to stay in the US and not take their flagships elsewhere. This will also lead to job growth and economic growth. But many don’t see it that way. Those who are opposed to the tax bill see it as a payday for the rich or a boost for them to keep more money. Well, in reality—it is their money to begin with.…

			I would much rather allow them—the rich—to keep some of their money at home versus taking it overseas and not have benefit to it at all, if I was the government. “But trickle-down economics doesn’t work!” Ah, the age-old argument to justify taking money from someone who didn’t earn it and giving it to the masses. For starters, trickle-down economics isn’t a real thing. What is real is when you have a business, have a product or services, employ people, and have customers who spend money at your establishment. That is called currency flow. It’s an ecosystem within itself. The money from the customers supports and pays the business owner, covers the cost of goods and services, supports employees, and helps the business keep its lights on. Those employees that are paid in turn support other businesses or the current business, and the cycle repeats itself. Other incidentals are investments, entertainment, and travel—with the additional disposable income. So, if we are to define trickle-down economics—that would be the short title for what I have explained.

			From an individual standpoint, the tax cuts will tremendously help many people across the US. As someone once put it, “Half of America already doesn’t pay taxes” [I believe it was Dave Ramsey; not exactly sure], which is true. Those unemployed, underemployed, and simply living off the welfare system aren’t paying taxes—or much in taxes, if they are. In fact, these very people are getting paid. Those who are in the tax-paying part of society will see additional credits for children—doubling, in fact!
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