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he 2016 election focused on important issues: inequality, globalization, immigration, race
| and the problems with the US political system, but Trump’s victory was not due to a

cultural revolt of poor white men. Rather, it was white people, in general, who voted for
Trump and rich white people, in particular. White people in this country may feel like they are not
getting what they deserve but, especially from the desert-based moral perspective many Trump
supporters endorse, the problem lies primarily in these expectations. White people in the US are
amongst the global, as well as local, elite; they are amongst the best off in this country and the
world. Manufacturing declined in the 1970's and the fact that a college education is important for
economic success is well-publicized. It is only if we care about people, irrespective of desert, that
we should care about poor white men (along with poor people of other races and sexes). If we do
care about everyone, however, we should not support Trump’s proposals. Constraining
globalization across the board, or even pursuing it only insofar as it promotes US interests, will
likely harm many people (including poor white men in the US). Of course, we have been pursuing
globalization without concern for wider distributional consequences for a long time. The results
have been devastating. Many Trump supporters recognize this. Moreover, Trump'’s supporters
have many other legitimate concerns. Our political system has serious issues that are difficult to
fix. We should not gloss over, or try to suppress, the deep moral and political disagreements that
do divide our country. But we should care about all people irrespective of their views and work to
make globalization fair for all. In what follows, | will defend this contention in more detail.

1. Just Expectations and Just Desert: Poor White Men?

Unlike many previous elections, the 2016 election focused on issues that really
matter to a lot of people’s basic life prospects. Globalization and immigration have,
for instance, been reshaping the face of the planet; increasing the movement of
people, money, and goods around the world at an unprecedented rate and, while
some have benefited, many have not. Inequality in many nations, including the US,
has been rising. Although the World Bank reports that the proportion of those in
extreme poverty has been falling for decades, the number may be stagnant or may
have even increased. [1] Although the World Bank continually changes poverty lines
and measurement methods, at least 10% of the world’s population lives below their
lowest poverty line - on less than what $1.90 buys in the US per day. [1], [2], [3] A
much greater proportion of the world’s population lives under the higher poverty line
of $3.10/day, and 71% live on less than $10 per day. [3]

But it is a myth that the election results are solely a consequence of a cultural revolt
of poor white males due to globalization’s impact in the United States. It is certainly
true that, as manufacturing has shifted to developing countries and the US has



become more of a service, and information, based economy, many have lost their
jobs. Moreover, NAFTA may well have hastened the process. [4], [5] Yet, it is not clear
that free trade has had a large impact overall on the decline in manufacturing. [4],
[5], [6], [7], [8], [9]. In any case, the average Trump supporter earns more than the
average Hillary supporter. [10] And it was white people in general, not just poor
white men, who voted for Trump. [11] At least, poor white males are no more
responsible for the fact that Trump won than any other segment of the population
that voted for him (or failed to vote against him). Many poor people and minorities
who preferred Hilary in the polls did not vote at all.[1]

There is some evidence that Trump supporters feel like they are not getting what
they deserve (respect, power, jobs, stuff). [13] Many seem to believe that their
problems are due to affirmative action and what they think are unjustified
entitlements that others receive. [14] They also seem to care a great deal about
personal responsibility and just deserts. [15] [16]

[1] It is not even clear that there are good strategic reasons for the left to focus on
helping poor white males post-election. The fact that poor white males were swing
voters in the election does not even make it very likely that they will be the swing
voters in the next election. In previous elections issues such as abortion, gay rights,
and gun control have had more salience than globalization or immigration. [12]
Different constituencies will likely influence future elections even if the underlying
concerns of poor white males remain unresolved [See Figure 1. Graph in Jonathan
Haidt and Emily Ekins, “Donald Trump supporters think about morality differently
than other voters. Here's how", Vox].

If white people in the US do not think they are getting what they deserve, the
problem may lie, in part, with their expectations. [17] Although their relative position
may have declined in recent years, white people born in the US are, on average,
some of the luckiest people in the world. [18] And, in the US, whites have more
money, education, are healthier, and live longer than the general population. [19],
[20] Even though a greater proportion of the poor are white, the chances of being
poor if you are white are much lower than the chances of being a poor black or
Hispanic person [21].

| believe we should care about the genuine needs of all poor people but, insofar as

Trump supporters stress personal responsibility, | cannot see why they would focus



on poor, uneducated, white males upset about the lack of opportunity in the
manufacturing sector, in particular. Manufacturing declined significantly in the US
before those of working age were even in high school. It is not news that a decent
education is necessary to flourish in the modern economy. It is better to care about
poor people in general, irrespective of race, even if they bear some responsibility for
their plights.

That is why | think the problem with Trump’s proposals is that they are likely to harm
many people (irrespective of race, sex, or ideology), but even poor white people will
probably not do better if Trump follows through with his promises. On average,
white people might benefit by removing some entitlements but, even if this is the
case, it is not true across the board. Likely, poor whites will suffer even more as we
scale back the services that do benefit them along with other poorer segments of
society. Also at great risk are the middle class, disabled, and elderly who secure the
largest portion of entitlements. [24] This illustrates a second sense in which many
poor white people who voted for Trump may have unreasonable expectations (many
of these people think that his policies will benefit them, they will not).

2. Radical Break? The History of Globalization and our Political System

In any case, | believe Trump's proposals to tax companies investing abroad or
offshoring production, label China a currency manipulator, renegotiate or exit trade
agreements, expel migrants, and build a wall to keep them out will be devastating for
many in the U.S and abroad. [25] Taxing companies investing abroad or offshoring
production would likely save some jobs but at the cost of decreasing growth.
Overseas services can bring significant cost savings to those in many other
industries. [26] Labelling a country a currency manipulator would, normally, just lead
to negotiations over how it sets its exchange rate. But, we are already negotiating
exchange rates with China and they no longer peg their currency to the U.S dollar.
[27] If the U.S exits trade agreements, like NAFTA, that will likely harm many of our
companies and consumers without creating significant growth in U.S manufacturing.
[28] If manufacturing returns to the U.S, it will likely do so due to mechanization, not
protectionism. [29] It is hard to imagine Trump embracing thoroughly protectionist
policies, but the consequences could be devastating. [30], [31], [32] Even where a



wall exists, and the border has been militarized, illegal immigration continues
unabated. [33] [34]

Even if Trump’s policies do not mark a radical break from previous administrations’
policies, many people (of all races) in this country and abroad are likely to suffer. |
believe Trump’s main motivation is to pursue trade and economic policies in general
whenever they benefit us (where he does not take “us” to include everyone). This is
pretty much a continuation of the status quo. The U.S and other rich countries have
often embraced globalization where it benefits them, but not otherwise. There are,
for instance, still large tariffs against agriculture in developing countries where most
of the global poor work. [35] We already have a wall to keep Central and South
American immigrants out and a cumbersome legal immigration process to keep
other migrants out. [36]

“Trump’s main motivation is to pursue trade and economic policies in general
whenever they benefit us. This is pretty much a continuation of the status

n

quo.

It is precisely because developed countries have pursed globalization without
concern for many of its distributional impacts that they have such mixed effects not
only in the U.S but around the globe. Free trade has likely decreased access to
essential medicines, while privatization and deregulation have posed problems for
many countries’ capacity to ensure that all of those within their borders can secure
basic health, education, and other services. [37], [38] The evidence that free trade
has reduced poverty and inequality on average is weak. [1], [39] And it is to their
credit that many Trump supporters were genuinely concerned about the
distributional effects of globalization quite broadly.

More generally, it is important to recognize that many of the complaints driving the
move to elect Trump are entirely justified. Many people in the US are hurting and our
political system is flawed. We live in a country where corporations and the wealthy
have the lion's share of political power. Politicians cater to special interests large
enough to make major campaign contributions to get elected. [41], [42] And, given
that there are only two political parties that appeal to the median voter, few believe
they have a voice and even fewer have a reason to use theirs.

“It is to their credit that many Trump supporters were genuinely concerned
about the distributional effects of globalization quite broadly.”



Most voters are disaffected and for good reason: What happens in the election may
not change too much for them. The middle class benefits most from tax and
entitlement spending. [43], [44] Although Hillary’s rhetoric was more egalitarian than
Trump’s, few outside of the middle and upper classes really thought that she would
do anything for them. Only 3% of the country has Obama care (marketplace) and
many of the poor receive very few other benefits. [10], [45] Similarly, Sanders’ focus
on higher education seems motivated to address middle-class voters. Only 30-some
percent of the US population has a college degree and it is not clear how much loan
forgiveness would expand the proportion receiving an education. [46] His campaign
also failed to address sources of increasing racial tension.

3. Moving on from Here: Honest Politics and Fair Globalization

So, what should we do now? There are many proposals on the table, from campaign
finance reform to mandatory voting, allowing third parties to participate in
democratic debates, and even giving up on elections altogether and choosing
members of congress by lottery. [47], [48], [49], [50], [51], [52], [53], [54]

Although we should not discount the importance of coming up with creative new
ways of addressing the problems with our political system, few of these proposals
are likely to be effective. Campaign finance reform is difficult to implement and may
do little given that there is a large incentive for political parties to overcome any
barriers to campaign advertisements we put into place. Mandatory voting is likely to
face strong resistance from those who would not benefit from the outcome of a
more representative electoral system. [55] If we want to create more than a two
party system, letting smaller parties participate in debates will probably not suffice -
we need to eliminate plurality rule. But, to do so, we may need to do what only a civil
war has allowed us to do in the past: change the constitution. Even if we could
implement a multi-party system, the European experience clearly shows that that is
not enough to prevent the election of racist, populist leaders.

In the absence of better ideas some suggest we need to reduce political division, but
| think what we really need is a cultural revolution, not political correctness. Those on
both ends of the political spectrum share one thing in common: They do not like the
elites. [56] Calls to work together, for sanity, for getting along, appear to many of
these people as pleasantries at best. Often they view them as attempts to silence



genuine dissent by those in power. [57] To some extent they are probably right about
this. It is not by suppressing disagreement that we best work together but by
acknowledging differences in view point and finding points of agreement. This is why
protest is acceptable: it gives voice to genuine concern and can help build alliances,
as well as threaten solidarity.

If one recognizes the genuine differences in opinion that divide the country, it makes
sense that many people in this country find it hard to work together because they
find each other’s views and actions on the opposite side to be, at least in some
respects, deplorable. We should not shrink from this fact but we do need to work
together and, to do so, | think we need to recognize that people are not identical with
their views. Many of us love those with very different perspectives and we must
approach others with that genuine concern and care.

Personally, | believe we need to change our moral perspective as a country to care
consistently about others irrespective of race, sex, or ideology and make
globalization fair for all: We should try to capture the benefits of free trade for all,
while avoiding the costs. [1] There are many ways we can do this. If we could reduce
protectionism in agriculture, where most people in developing countries work, that
would likely help reduce rural poverty (70% of the world’s poor live in rural areas).
[35], [40] Still, reducing barriers to trade in this sector would harm some, even if it
would benefit others immensely. [35] So, besides modifying trade agreements on the
basis of their likely distributional impacts (e.g. refusing to endorse provisions that will
reduce access to essential health care or other services), we might implement
policies to redistribute the gains from trade (and compensate those who will suffer).
It is also possible to link trade agreements to agreements to improve labor or
environmental conditions (e.g.) and support trade related-adjustment assistance
programs etc. [39]

More generally, we should care about the impact of our policies on all people’s basic
life prospects; we should work to ensure that everyone can live a minimally good life
in this country and elsewhere. We must recognize, for instance, that even those who
have gained from immigration and globalization may not gain enough — securing
jobs in sweatshops and as undocumented workers subject to abuse and harassment.
Many sweatshop workers are children working for long hours for low wages while
others do dangerous work made possible by the expansion of global markets (e.g.
recycling electronic components, breaking bricks, making charcoal). [58], [59] Many



undocumented workers also work for wages so low that they struggle to care for
their families, and often lack things like health insurance and the protection of law
that most U.S workers take for granted. [60], [61], [62]

| believe no one should gain by creating rules that mean millions will be unable to
access essential medicines or deprive billions of the opportunity to lift themselves
from poverty in developing countries. There is a strong moral argument that place of
birth should not determine basic life prospects; we should do what we can to enable
everyone to live minimally good lives. At least, we should offer refuge to those who
need it and act with some minimal regard for the consequences of our actions for
other people.

4. Conclusion

We need creative new ways of changing political rules or at least working around the
problems our political system poses for promoting fair trade and equality within our
borders. | believe that we all need to have reasonable expectations and decent life
prospects. But constructive, honest, dialogue is important for working together with
those who have very different perspectives. Unless and until we can secure deeper
agreement, let us hope we can keep and foster our alliances and the values many of
us still hold dear to our hearts. Let us stand together, if apart.

Footnotes and References

[1]1 Nicole Hassoun, “Free Trade, Poverty and Inequality.” The Journal of Moral
Philosophy 8(1) 5-44, 2011.
http://harvey.binghamton.edu/~nhassoun/Disclaimer_FreeTradePovertylnequality.ph

P

[2] The World Bank Group. “Poverty Overview.” 2016. World Bank: Washington D.C.
http://www.worldbank.org/en/topic/poverty/overview

[3] Tami Luhby, “71% of the World’s Population Lives on Less Than $10 a Day.” CNN, 8
July 2015. http://money.cnn.com/2015/07/08/news/economy/global-low-income/

(pew)



[4] See Robert Blecker, “The North American Economies After NAFTA: A Critical
Appraisal.” International Journal of Political Economy, 33(3): 5-27, 2003.

[5] Dani Rodrick, “Premature Deindustrialization.” Institute for Advanced Study (IAS)
School of Social Sciences, Princeton, NJ, Economics Working Paper 107, January 2015.
https://www.sss.ias.edu/files/papers/econpaper107.pdf

[6] Jeffrey David Sachs and Howard Schatz. “Trade and Jobs in U.S. Manufacturing.”
Brookings Papers on Economic Activity 25(1): 1-84, February, 1994.
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Howard_Shatz/publication/4909843_Trade_and
_Jobs_in_U_S_Manufacturing/links/00b49536ba97c¢1a9000000.pdf

n

[7] Louis D. Johnston, “History Lessons: Understanding the Decline in Manufacturing.
MinnPost, Minneapolis, MN, 22 February 2012. https://www.minnpost.com/macro-
micro-minnesota/2012/02/history-lessons-understanding-decline-manufacturing

[8] Lee E. Ohanian, “Competition and the Decline of the Rust Belt.” Federal Reserve
Bank of Minneapolis, Economic Policy Papers, 20 December 2014.
https://www.minneapolisfed.org/research/economic-policy-papers/competition-and-
the-decline-of-the-rust-belt.

[9] Paul Krugman, “Trade and the Decline of U.S. Manufacturing Employment.” The
New York Times, 19 May 2015. http://krugman.blogs.nytimes.com/2015/05/19/trade-
and-the-decline-of-us-manufacturing-employment/?_r=0)

[10] Figures from exit polls show that the average Trump voter was better off
economically than the average Clinton Voter. Nate Silver, “The Mythology of Trump’s
‘Working Class' Support.” FiveThirtyEight, 3 May 2016.
http://fivethirtyeight.com/features/the-mythology-of-trumps-working-class-support/

[11] Jon Henley, “White and Wealthy Voters Gave Victory to Donald Trump, Exit Poll
Shows.” The Guardian, 9 November 2016. https://www.theguardian.com/us-
news/2016/nov/09/white-voters-victory-donald-trump-exit-polls

[12] Katharine Q. Seelye, Shan Carter, Jonathan Ellis, Farhana Hossain, and Alan
McLean, “Election 2008: On the Issues: Social Issues.” The New York Times, 32 May
2012. http://elections.nytimes.com/2008/president/issues/abortion.html



[13] Jeff Guo, “A New Theory For Why Trump Voters Are So Angry — That Actually
Makes Sense.” The Washington Post, Wonkblog, 8 November 2016.
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/wonk/wp/2016/11/08/a-new-theory-for-why-
trump-voters-are-so-angry-that-actually-makes-sense;
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/wonk/wp/2016/08/19/stop-blaming-racism-
for-donald-trumps-rise/?utm_term=.27ec0f952532 /

[14] Wayne Allyn Root, “Why 2016 Is the Year of the Angry White Male.” FOX News
Opinion: Politics, 24 August 2016. http://www.foxnews.com/opinion/2016/08/24/why-
2016-is-year-angry-white-male.html

[15] Dylan Matthews, “Taking Trump Voters’ Concerns Seriously Means Listening to
What They're Actually Saying.” VOX Media, 15 October, 2016.
http://www.vox.com/policy-and-politics/2016/10/15/13286498/donald-trump-voters-

race-economic-anxiety

[16] Emily Ekins and Jonathan Haidt, “Donald Trump Supporters Think About Morality
Differently Than Other Voters. Here's How.” VOX Media, 5 February 2016.
http://www.vox.com/2016/2/5/10918164/donald-trump-morality

[17] Dana Milbank, “Yes, Half of Trump Supporters Are Racist.” The Washington Post
Opinion, Baltimore, 12 Sept 2016.
https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/clinton-wasnt-wrong-about-the-
deplorables-among-trumps-supporters/2016/09/12/93720264-7932-11e6-beac-
57a4a412e93a_story.html|?utm_term=.40d8dd63ee17

[18] Facundo Alvaredo, Anthony B. Atkinson, Thomas Piketty, Emmanuel Saez, and
Gabriel Zucman, The World Wealth and Income Database. http://www.wid.world/

[19] S. Jay Olshansky, Toni Antonucci, Lisa Berkman, Robert H. Binstock, Axel
Boersch-Supan, John T. Cacioppo, Bruce A. Carnes, Laura L. Carstensen, Linda P.
Fried, Dana P. Goldman, James Jackson, Martin Kohli, John Rother, Yuhui Zheng, and
John Rowe, “Differences in Life Expectancy Due to Race and Educational Differences
Are Widening, and Many May Not Catch Up.” Health Affairs 31(8):1803-1813, August
2013.

[20] Rakesh Kochhar, “How Americans Compare with the Global Middle Class.” Fact
Tank: News in the Numbers. Pew Research Center: Washington D.C. July 9, 2015.



Available at: http://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2015/07/09/how-americans-

compare-with-the-global-middle-class/

[21] Carmen DeNavas-Walt, Bernadette D. Proctor, Jessica C. Smith Income, Poverty,
and Health Insurance Coverage in the United States: 2011 Current Population
Reports. Issued September 2012 . US Census Bureau. U.S. Government Printing
Office, Washington, DC, 2012. Available at:
http://www.census.gov/prod/2012pubs/p60-243.pdf

[22] Gina Kolata, “Death Rates Rising for Middle-Aged White Americans, Study Finds.”
The New York Times, 2 Nov 2015. http://www.nytimes.com/2015/11/03/health/death-
rates-rising-for-middle-aged-white-americans-study-finds.html

[23] Anne Case and Angus Deaton. “Rising Morbidity and Mortality in Midlife Among
White Non-Hispanic Americans in the 21st Century.” Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences of the United States (PNAS) 112(49): 15078-15083, 17
September 2015.

[24] Yonatan Ben-Shalom, Robert A. Moffitt, and John Karl Scholz, An Assessment of
the Effectiveness of Anti-Poverty Programs in the United States.” Mathematica Policy
Research, Cambridge, MA: National Bureau of Economic Research, 30 May 2011.
https://www.mathematica-mpr.com/our-publications-and-findings/publications/an-
assessment-of-the-effectiveness-of-antipoverty-programs-in-the-united-states

[25] Brina Seidel and Laurence Chandy, “Donald Trump and the Future of
Globalization.” The Brookings Institution, 18 November 2016.
https://www.brookings.edu/blog/up-front/2016/11/18/donald-trump-and-the-future-
of-globalization/

[26] K. Chakraborty, “Impact of Offshore Outsourcing of IT Services of the US
Economy.” Southwestern Economic Review, West Texas A&M University, 2011.
http://swer.wtamu.edu/sites/default/files/Data/73-94-69-258-1-PB.pdf

[27] Joshua E. Keating, “What Exactly Is ‘Non-Lethal Aid?” The Foreign Policy (FP)
Group, 2 August 2012. http://foreignpolicy.com/2012/08/02/what-exactly-is-non-
lethal-aid/ [28] Tami Luhby, “Yes, ‘President Trump’ Really Could Kill NAFTA - But It
Wouldn't Be Pretty.” CNN, 6 July 2016.
http://money.cnn.com/2016/07/06/news/economy/trump-nafta/ [29] Eduardo Porter,



“The Mirage of a Return to Manufacturing Greatness.” The New York Times, 26 April
2016. http://www.nytimes.com/2016/04/27/business/economy/the-mirage-of-a-
return-to-manufacturing-greatness.html?_r=0

[30] “The Battle of Smoot-Hawley.” The Economist, 18 December 2008.
http://www.economist.com/node/12798595

[31] Douglas A. Irwin, “The Smoot-Hawley Tariff: A Quantitative Assessment.” The
Review of Economics and Statistics, 80(2): 326-334, May 1998.

[32] “WTO Warns on Rise of Protectionist Measures By G20 Economies.” The Financial
Times, June 21, 2016. https://www.ft.com/content/2dd0ecc4-3768-11e6-a780-
b48ed7b6126f

[33] Pia. M. Orrenius, “lllegal Immigration and Enforcement Along the U.S.-Mexico
Border: An Overview.” Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas, Economic and Financial
Review, First Quarter 2001.
http://www.dallasfed.org/assets/documents/research/efr/2001/efr0101a.pdf

[34] Todd Miller, “Tomgram: Todd Miller, The Great Mexican Wall Deception.”
TomDispatch.com, 23 August 2016.
http://www.tomdispatch.com/post/176179/tomgram%3A_todd_miller,_the_great_me
xican_wall_deception/

[35] International Monetary Fund (IMF), “Global Trade Liberalization and the
Developing Countries.” November 2001.
https://www.imf.org/external/np/exr/ib/2001/110801.htm

[36] Ariel Hutchinson, “8 months after 1-485 interview and 1 year after PD...still
waiting.” Immihelp.com, Public Forum Thread, 24 August 2016.
http://www.immihelp.com/forum/showthread.php/207348-8-months-after-1-485-
interview-and-1-year-after-PD-still-waiting

[37] Carlos Maria Correa, “Implications of Bilateral Free Trade Agreements on Access
to Medicines.” Bulletin of the World Health Organization (WHQO) 2006, 84(5): 399-404.
The WHO Essential Medicines and Health Products Information Portal, 2006.
http://apps.who.int/medicinedocs/en/d/Js21846en/



[38] United Nations (UN), “Governments’ Primary Responsibility for Essential Public
Services Stressed By Speakers in Social Development Commission Debate.” UN Forty-
Second Session, 4th and 5th Meetings, SOC/4638, 5 February 2004.
http://www.un.org/press/en/2004/SOC4638.doc.htm

[39] Nicole Hassoun, “Free Trade and the Environment.” Environmental Ethics 31(1):
51-66, 20009.

[40] The World Bank, Agriculture & Rural Development Data. The World Bank Group,
2016. http://data.worldbank.org/topic/agriculture-and-rural-development

[41] Alan Gerber, “Estimating the Effect of Campaign Spending on Senate Election
Outcomes Using Instrumental Variables.” Cambridge Core 92(2): 401-411, June 1998.

[42] W. P. Welch, “Campaign Contributions and Legislative Voting: Milk Money and
Dairy Price Supports.” The Western Political Quarterly, 35(4): 478-495, December
1982.

[43] Brad Plumer, “Who Receives Government Benefits, In Six Charts.” The
Washington Post, Wonkblog, 18 September 2012.
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/wonk/wp/2012/09/18/who-receives-

benefits-from-the-federal-government-in-six-charts/?utm_term=.6762e342d8c9

[44] Arloc Sherman, Robert Greenstein, and Kathy Ruffing, “Contrary to ‘Entitlement
Society’ Rhetoric, Over Nine-Tenths of Entitlement Benefits go to The Elderly, Diabled,
or Working Households.” Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, 11 February 2012.
http://www.cbpp.org/research/contrary-to-entitlement-society-rhetoric-over-nine-
tenths-of-entitlement-benefits-go-to

[45] ObamaCare Facts. “ObamaCare Enrollment Numbers and Sign Up Numbers
Quick Facts.” http://obamacarefacts.com/sign-ups/obamacare-enroliment-numbers/
[46] C.L. Ryan. “Educational Attainment in the United States: 2015.” Census.gov, 2016.
http://www.census.goV/library/publications/2016/demo/p20-578.html [47] Michael
Hayden, Stanley McChrystal, James Stavridis, “One Small Change to Fix Our Broken
Political System.” TIME, 15 June 2015. http://time.com/3921112/presidential-debates/

[48] Charles Wheelan, “The Plan That Beats No Plan.” U.S. News, 14 July 2014.
http://www.usnews.com/opinion/blogs/charles-wheelan/2014/07/14/how-to-fix-



americas-broken-political-system-centrists

[49] Douglas J. Amy, “How to Fix American Democracy Government and Revive
Democracy.” Government Is Good, 2007.
http://www.governmentisgood.com/articles.php?aid=24

[50] Roslyn Fuller, “Why Is American Democracy So Broken, and Can It Be Fixed?” The
Nation, 9 June 2016. https://www.thenation.com/article/why-is-american-democracy-
so-broken-and-can-it-be-fixed/

[51] The Green Part of the United States, “Fix Our Broken System: Why A Third Party.”
Green Party US, 2016. http://www.gp.org/fix_our_broken_system

[52] John Plumb, “Fixing Our Broken Political System.” 18 October 2016.
https://medium.com/@johnplumb/fixing-our-broken-political-system-
6d9273b23793#.y1jtv8y9m

[53] David Atkins, “How to Fix Our Broken Primary System in Five Easy Steps.”
Washington Monthly, 23 April 2016. http://washingtonmonthly.com/2016/04/23/how-
to-fix-our-broken-primary-system-in-five-easy-steps/

[54] Google Search: “how to fix our broken political system.”
https://www.google.com/search?
g=how+to+fix+our+broken+political+system&oq=how+to+fix+our+broken+political+s
ystem&aqgs=chrome..69i57.8710j0j4&sourceid=chrome&ie=UTF-8

[55] Kosar, “Breaking: Obama Just Dropped A Bombshell: Then White Folds...” The
Political Insider, 8 April 2016. http://www.thepoliticalinsider.com/breaking-obama-
just-dropped-bombshell-white-folks/

[56] Wendy Rahn and Eric Oliver, “Trump’s Voters Aren’'t Authoritarians, New
Research Says. So What Are They?” The Washington Post, 9 March 2016.
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/monkey-cage/wp/2016/03/09/trumps-
voters-arent-authoritarians-new-research-says-so-what-are-they/?
utm_term=.4eb5d597b3a9

[57] Jedediah Purdy, “America’s Rejection of the Politics of Barack Obama.” The
Atlantic, 25 July 2016. http://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2016/07/obamas-
attempt-to-redeem-america/492710/



[58] World Health Organization (WHO), “Occupational Health: Hazardous Child
Labour.” WHO, 2016. http://www.who.int/occupational_health/topics/childlabour/en/

[59] International Labour Organization, “The Worst Forms of Child Labor.” United
Nations, Geneva, 2016.
http://ilo.org/ipec/Campaignandadvocacy/Youthinaction/C182-Youth-
orientated/worstforms/lang-en/index.htm

[60] Jeffrey S. Passel, “The Size and Characteristics of the Unauthorized Migrant
Population in the U.S. Estimates Based on the March 2005 Current Population
Survey.” March 7, 2006. Pew Hispanic Center: Washington D.C. Available at:
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?
doi=10.1.1.693.412&rep=rep1&type=pdf

[61] Douglas S. Massey, “Do Undocumented Migrants Earn Lower Wages Than Legal
Immigrants? New Evidence From Mexico.” The International Migration Review, 21(2):
236-274, Summer 1987.

[62] Leo R. Chavez, Shadowed Lives: Undocumented Immigrants in American Society.
Third Edition. Case Studies in Cultural Anthropology Series Editors: Janice E. Stockard
and George Spindler. Wadsworth, Cengage Learning, 2013.



