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    PREFACE



    In the wake of Donald Trump’s victory and the UK’s referendum on the European Union, national populism became a political force that has gained traction worldwide. Cosmopolitan elites around the globe never saw this populist uprising coming and few today have bothered to understand why voters have begun to question and reject liberalism, globalism, and the post-Cold War political consensus. Most pundits dismiss it as an illegitimate movement and boil it down to old white reactionaries living in dying towns and elevating strongmen and wannabe fascists.


    Outside of the simplistic world of cable news, media pundits, and opinion writers, the reason for the growing tide of national populism is nuanced and complex. One thing is clear: national populism poses an immense threat to the liberal democratic order.


    Our current national populist revolt started long before Donald Trump came down his golden escalator or British Prime Minister David Cameron agreed to hold a referendum vote on the EU. Trump’s victory and Brexit may have awoken the general public to the rise of national populism, but it has been going on for decades. There are many common misconceptions about national populism, including that its groundswell is isolated to rundown towns in Northern England or the American Midwest. Critics believe that it’s rise is an overall rejection of the political class spurred solely by demographic changes and that the national populist voting bloc is relegated to just older generations who will soon fade away. None of this is true.


    Over the last twenty years, nearly every region of the world, in nations as varied as India, Colombia, Hungary, Poland, Brazil, Japan, Pakistan, and the United States, has seen a rise of national populist ideals, politicians, and political parties.


    Modern-day national populism is hard to define in the global sense. Israeli philosopher Yoram Hazony has said that populism and nationalism are two movements that are very different but currently coexist in a single movement in defiance of the elites that are pushing for globalization and the demise of local culture, tribalism, and the nation-state. Nationalism is a movement toward national freedom, while populism is a class conflict.


    Nationalism and populism date back to the Roman Republic. The current incarnation has formed as a reaction to various political and social global changes, including mass immigration, identity politics, victimhood culture, crony capitalism, and corruption. British academic Matthew Goodwin states that the rise of populism comes down to the four D’s: distrust of politicians and institutions, destruction of national groups’ historical identity and established ways of life, deprivation as a result of rising inequalities…and a loss of faith in a better future, and de-alignment caused by weakening bonds between mainstream parties and institutions.1


    National populist parties and politicians who have been successful at winning elections have channeled voters’ frustrations regarding the failures of neoliberalism and addressed the political, economic, and cultural concerns of their nation and people.


    Each party and its politicians are as different as the nations they govern or hope to govern. Some are focused on overthrowing corrupt establishment figures and want more of a direct democracy, while others campaign on preserving longstanding ethnic and cultural norms. There’s no exact mold that fits all national populist parties.


    While all national populist movements differ on policy, there are some universal principles that overlap globally. Here are nine points that best define what national populists believe:


    • The nation contains unique and valuable people, culture, and history that are worthy of preservation.


    • The government exists to protect its citizens. All government policies—especially on trade, sovereignty, immigration, austerity, and wars—should serve the interests of the people.


    • Those in the government should live by the same laws of the people they govern.


    • Economic interests should never benefit the few while displacing the many.


    • Nation build at home, not abroad.


    • Law and order are the cornerstones of prosperity.


    • The media more often than not distort the truth and divide countrymen.


    • No industry, including technology, should have more power than the state.


    • The preservation and prosperity of the family should be the main priority of the government.


    The national populist agenda is neither traditionally right-wing nor left-wing; it could be considered radically centrist, illiberal, and reactionary. National populism opposes the ideological trappings of other political movements. Libertarians and their ilk insist that the most efficient form of government is the creative destruction of the free market and it will inevitably lead to maximum prosperity sometimes at the expense of societal stability. Likewise, socialists seek an egalitarian society through the means of government force even if it limits prosperity.


    Both extremes of those political ideologies are more concerned with the process than the outcome; that’s where national populists differ. National populists are more capitalist than they are socialist, but, understand that the chaos of life creates the need for a social safety net. They support businessmen and innovators who can amass a vast sum of wealth but don’t believe taxation is theft. Every citizen has a duty to help create a more sustainable society. Citizens’ duty is not just to the government in the form of paying taxes, but to their fellow patriots and the institutions that keep society from collapsing.


    This rationale extends through most national populists’ political beliefs. That’s why when the media dubs national populism far-right, it does so as a tool to box national populists within the left-right paradigm that voters are used to hearing, but this is not an honest assessment of national populists’ beliefs.


    Remedies national populists prescribe can vary greatly from country to country. Almost all have an end goal of spurring economic prosperity for their nation’s working class but have stark contrasts in their methods. For example, politicians like Donald Trump have reduced taxes and deregulated the economy, while Marine Le Pen has campaigned on increased government control.


    Most crucially, critics of the national populist movement should realize that their political uprising didn’t need to happen. It occurred because of the actions of the governing class, not despite their efforts. The elite had countless opportunities over the last three decades to signal to voters that they were listening to their concerns, that the current system could work toward their best interests, and that the global liberal agenda was worth protecting.


    Of course, the governing class didn’t make reforms because the ruling elites across the globe aren’t listening. They have become adherents to the liberal democratic orthodoxy, a political religion that silences and punishes heretics.


    Through the latter half of the 20th century, governments around the globe have become divorced from those they govern and have pushed forward their ideology that people, cultures, and countries are interchangeable and replaceable.


    Voters have repeatedly voiced their outrage at the elites, from conversations at kitchen tables all the way up to the ballot box. They never consented to the abdication of their sovereignty, mass immigration, globalism, or a growing gap of income inequality. None of these early concerns persuaded the governing class to alter their plans. Those in positions of privilege absorbed most of the benefits of this liberal democratic order while those left behind were told to bury their discontent in cheap goods manufactured in developing nations.


    In the US, mass immigration and foreign intervention were always perceived as reasonable and necessary. This logic was reinforced by the mainstream media as well as both Democrat and Republican politicians. Americans were told repeatedly that diversity is a strength, America is a nation of immigrants, peace through strength, we live in a global economy, and military interventionism is part of what made America exceptional. When anyone questioned the drawbacks of such policies, they were called racist, bigoted, backward, simple, incapable of understanding world affairs, or they were just ignored.


    More than 30 million people came to the United States over two decades, a number so high it eclipsed all other periods in American history.2 Polls showed Americans consistently stated that they felt uncomfortable with the high levels of both legal and illegal immigration. They questioned what benefits had come from decades of war and what exactly happened to all the middle-class jobs that politicians promised would come out of free trade agreements. Yet the establishment persisted in refusing to meet their concerns with even a legitimate debate.


    So, when a bombastic billionaire entered the presidential race in 2015 and questioned US’ involvement with NATO, called the Iraq War a mistake, and said it was imperative to reduce legal immigration, pundits and experts were as horrified as Pope Urban VII when Galileo said the sun, not the earth, was the center of the universe. They had to compete with a celebrity they couldn’t ignore who was expanding the Overton window and challenging their orthodoxy.


    As Trump defied expectations and won the Republican primary, it became apparent that those in the establishment hadn’t spent enough time speaking to Americans outside the Acela corridor who were tired of Washington D.C.’s, fight the world, invite the world policies. Almost no elected officials—both Democrat and Republican—altered or acknowledged the holes in their orthodoxy, so much so that even three years after Trump’s election, some still believe they can make America normal again if they can just get rid of Trump.


    In Europe, an increasingly authoritarian European Union overruled democratic elections, spurred mass immigration from both within Europe as well as Muslim-majority nations and led to the demise of national sovereignty. Millions of new immigrants from vastly different belief systems transformed towns and cities, committed acts of terrorism, and stripped many parts of the European continent of its Christian and classical liberal roots. All the while, austerity measures, stagnant economic growth, and lack of job opportunity devastated working-class Europeans.


    And national populism isn’t contained to white-majority countries in the West. After decades of failed leadership by their elite, nations in South America and Asia like India, Brazil, Pakistan, Japan, and Colombia voted for national populists to combat the rampant levels of crime, unspeakable corruption, and lack of opportunity.


    Aside from internal politics, international forces also moved people toward national populist parties and candidates. For instance, NATO’s intervention in Kosovo during the ’90s helped lead to the populist uprising in Switzerland. The terrorist attack on 9/11 was partially responsible for right-wing nationalist victories in Denmark. The ousting of Muammar Gaddafi in Libya helped give rise to Salvini in Italy. Hugo Chávez’s pressure to recognize the Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia moved the needle in favor of the national populist Democratic Center in the 2014 election.


    Establishment political parties and leaders who have favored military intervention across the world have inadvertently fed the national populist movements back at home. Politics doesn’t exist in a bubble, the action and reaction of military intervention in one country affects others.


    This book explains what this movement wants and how the establishment political parties could have stopped it over the last few decades. Furthermore, this book shows the internal forces being used to undermine democratic elections. We will describe how the media and corporate class have distorted the message of the national populist movement, creating a fear-based campaign to turn countrymen against each other.


    Once we describe what the national populist movement wants and how it is being stopped, this book shows how the movement must move forward in remaking the world’s political future.

  


  
    CHAPTER 1



    Swamps Around

    the World


    The national populism revolt wasn’t supposed to happen. The governing elite had come to the consensus that Francis Fukuyama was correct when he wrote in 1992 that history had come to an end. That the fall of the Soviet Union was not just the passing of a communist state but the end of history as such: that is, the endpoint of mankind’s ideological evolution and the universalization of Western liberal democracy as the final form of human government.


    In the minds of the governing class, humanity would forever and always surrender all previous forms of the government to Western liberal democracy. This orthodoxy that consumed the ruling elite became so pervasive, it filtered into nearly every layer of the national psyche including politics, the media, and the economy.


    Pulitzer Prize-winning writer Thomas Friedman summarized Western elites’ hopes and dreams in his book The Lexus and the Olive Tree: “The spread of free markets and democracy around the world is permitting more people everywhere to turn their aspirations into achievements…[erasing] not just geographical borders but also human ones…Globalization tends to turn friends and enemies into competitors.”3


    Friedman and those who subscribed to this worldview saw globalization and the spread of liberal democracy as a political orthodoxy. Culture, tribalism, nationalism, and traditional religion could all be erased by the prospect of buying a flat-screen TV at a lower price. Neoliberalism, like Jesus Christ rising from the dead, could provide salvation against the human race’s original sin of God, country, and flag.


    Human nature is not as flexible as 20th and 21st-century political leaders in the West would like to believe. Despite the growing rebellion throughout the West against globalization, mass immigration, and growing income inequality, most neoliberals like Friedman were unwilling to concede that their prophecies were incorrect.


    At least Fukuyama had some level of humility when he wrote an opinion article for The Wall Street Journal in 2014, admitting that he had been overly idealistic when he wrote the end of history twenty-five years prior. He acknowledged that democratically elected governments were failing to provide substance of what people want from their government.4


    By 2014, trends were clear that there was a growing global backlash against liberalism and in favor of national populism. Nigel Farage and Marine Le Pen were already winning national elections in the UK and France, respectively, nationalist right-wing governments were part of a ruling coalition in many Eastern European nations, the Tea Party movement took hold in the United States, and Narendra Modi was already the prime minister of the world’s largest democracy.


    Despite the growing evidence that times were changing, most of the political class still had their heads firmly in the sand. They believe that the political instability brought by the economic recession, mass immigration, terrorism, the loss of national sovereignty, and depleted faith in civic institutions were just passing fads. Within twenty-nine months of Fukuyama’s op-ed, neoliberals around the world were shell-shocked by the advancement of national populism with the election of Donald Trump and Brexit.


    Neoliberals couldn’t understand the intensity of the backlash against their political religion, nor were they willing to surrender on any portion of their orthodoxy to make concessions to the rising tide of national populists. To do so would be heresy.


    In the decades leading up to the election of Donald Trump, not only did the ruling elite do nothing to stop the rise of national populism, but their policies drove people into the arms of Trump, Le Pen, Farage, Modi, Bolsonaro, and Salvini. Neoliberalism traded national identity for individualism and decadence, which left millions with serious grievances.


    Governments that subscribed to neoliberalism fed the social decay creeping into communities across the West and forged a wedge between segments of society. National capitols became swamps filled with bureaucrats, entrenched interest groups, and politicians that had little to no connection to the people they governed.


    In the United States, it began before the fall of the Soviet Union, but the reality of a nuclear holocaust kept a lid on the ongoing social, economic, and moral decay. After the fall of the USSR, many Americans, including some Cold Warriors who had been supportive of President Reagan’s efforts to dismantle the Evil Empire, hoped the US would return to pre-World War II normalcy and give up ambitions of being a global police force that combated bad actors around the world.


    Any chance of that happening evaporated quickly with the Gulf War and George H. W. Bush’s subsequent State of the Union address in 1991, where he stated that America had a mission in a post-Cold War world to forge a new world order.5


    H. W. Bush’s words served as foreshadowing for his son’s second inaugural address, where George W. Bush declared it was the policy of the United States to end tyranny in our world.6 This is a commitment to permanent war to create permanent peace. It is a religious declaration that had vast consequences for the world and the advancement of the national populist movement.


    Likewise, the immigration reform bill signed by President Johnson and the amnesties signed by Presidents Reagan and Bush moved America toward the most radical demographic transformation in the modern world. They reasoned that Americans were not an actual people with a distinct culture, but just a collective group of individuals holding to similar ideas. American politicians told citizens that there was no difference between eighth-generation dairy farmers who had ancestral ties to Northern Wisconsin and immigrants who did not speak the same language, hold the same history, or believe in the same role of government. In the eyes of American politicians, these people were totally interchangeable.


    In the time between and after the two Bush presidencies, Democratic presidents also pursued an agenda that most Americans did not vote for and did not agree with, causing a disintegration of trust between the country and Washington, D.C.


    According to Gallup, 72 percent of Americans had a great deal or quite a lot of confidence in the president in March of 1991, the period right after the Gulf War, and at the end of the Cold War. The percentage steadily declined throughout the following two decades, only briefly reaching over 50 percent in 1998 following the economic boom, in 2002 during the early days in the war on terror, and in 2009 right after the election of Barack Obama. Those moments, however, were fleeting, and by the end of Obama’s presidency, just 36 percent of Americans held confidence in their commander in chief, a 50 percent drop in twenty-five years.7


    By June of 2013, Americans said they were dissatisfied in the way the federal government handled criminal justice, education, energy, environmental issues, foreign affairs, healthcare, public housing, job creation, labor and employment issues, national parks, transportation, responses to natural disasters, immigration, and veterans’ affairs. The belief among voters that the government wasted a majority of their tax dollars ballooned from 11 percent in 1986 to 35 percent by 2014.


    A Pew Research poll found in 2015 that just 19 percent of Americans trusted the government always or most of the time, down from 77 percent in 1964.8


    Given that millions of Americans felt betrayed and alienated by their government, is it any wonder that they supported such an unlikely candidate as Donald Trump, who promised to burn the system to the ground? A significant portion of Trump’s base in the Republican primary believed that people like me don’t have a say in what the government does.9


    America wasn’t alone; Europeans in Central Europe already began gravitating toward national populists in the late ’90s as a method to gain control of their borders, reduce immigration, and fight back against the growing demands of the EU. This surge of support among national populist parties in these countries occurred before the economic recession.10


    By the early 2010s, trust in the European Union was in freefall. According to a Eurobarometer poll in 2013, just 31 percent of people living in the European Union had trust in the EU, down from 57 percent in late 2006.11


    The economic recession led by the downturn of the American housing crisis was the final nail in the coffin for many Europeans. They were living with near-record-high youth unemployment while being forced to bail out Greece and deal with German-imposed austerity measures. And these falling poll numbers were two years before Europeans became accustomed to more than a dozen Islamic terrorist attacks annually.


    Voters throughout Europe would go on to believe that the promise of the European project, which was to offer peace and prosperity, had failed them on both counts.


    National populist candidates and political parties became viable because the ruling elites in West Europe were divorced from reality and governments in post-Cold War Eastern Europe and the developing world were engulfed in mass corruption.


    People fed up with the establishment sought democratic means as a way to resolve their growing issues with globalization. However, even when national populists started winning elections throughout the world, they saw a series of roadblocks preventing them from enacting their agenda. The deep state and plutocracy were hellbent on stopping national populists even if they won at the ballot box.


    Divorced from Reality: The Plutocrats


    Two years after losing the 2016 presidential election, Hillary Clinton gave a speech in Mumbai painting the picture that there were two Americas: the country that voted for her and the one that voted for her opponent.


    “If you look at the map of the United States, there’s all that red in the middle where Trump won,” Clinton said, “I win the coast…I won the places that represent two-thirds of America’s gross domestic product. So, I won the places that are optimistic, diverse, dynamic, moving forward. And his whole campaign, ‘Make America Great Again,’ was looking backwards.”12


    Clinton wasn’t wrong: there are two Americas. One where childless coastal elites with college degrees have benefited enormously from the policies of globalization, and the other of the non-college-educated struggling from the effects of mass immigration, deindustrialization, and automation. The two very different places want almost nothing to do with each other aside from the fact that they are forced to live in the same country.


    This tale of two countries is not exceptional to the United States. Look at France in 2017, during the first round of the French presidential election, Marine Le Pen won nearly 7.7 million votes and won the heavily immigrant populated southern areas of the country as well as former industrial towns in the northeast. Brexit wasn’t much different; while London wanted to stay in the EU, the rest of England wanted to leave.


    The upper class, whether they live in London, Paris, New York, or Los Angeles, grew increasingly segregated from their working-class counterparts. Over the last half century, that segregation caused the upper class and the working class to have vastly different life experiences as well as political and cultural opinions. They grew isolated from each other and throughout the late 20th and early 21st centuries, it became less likely that the two groups would live in the same neighborhoods, attend the same church or schools, or even associate with someone with vastly different education or income. Those differences slowly but surely affected national and international politics as those living in cosmopolitan bubbles made decisions for the working class stuck in the middle.


    As British journalist David Goodhart put it, populism is rising because of the friction between citizens who proudly live somewhere and those able to live anywhere. The people living somewhere have their identities tied to a place, while those living anywhere will go to any global city with Western values and features.13


    Mobility is one of the main driving factors behind the growing isolation between the upper class and the working class. Children from well-to-do and upper-middle-class families attended expensive universities where they paired off with spouses or created business connections that took them far from their hometowns and pulled them into cosmopolitan bubbles. They self-segregated into elite zip codes in gated suburbs and pricy city dwellings, closing themselves off from the rest of society.14


    As a consequence, some areas experienced a brain and wealth drain where those with youth, money, and high IQs left their hometowns for major cities. Places like Michigan, Nord-Pas-de-Calais, and Northern England lost their future to places like New York City, Paris, and London. In exchange, those destination cities’ working class lost their past as they were economically displaced by gentrification.


    New York City is a perfect example of this evolution. In 1960, a majority of adults who lived in Manhattan south of the black-majority neighborhood of Harlem did not have a high school education and had a median income of just $46,164 (in 2019 dollars), which was close to the national average. Even on the Upper East Side, which was always considered an elite part of the city, only 23 percent of adults had college degrees, and the median income was equivalent to $65,076 (in 2019 dollars.)


    That all changed over the course of a few decades as the working-class population was economically displaced. The number of people working industrial blue-collar jobs shrank from 40 percent in 1960 to 5 percent in 2000. The median income for residents living south of Harlem increased from $46,164 to $180,579 and the Upper East Side’s average increased from $65,076 to $290,503.15 Those with a college education rose from 23 percent to 75 percent, which is more than twice the national average.16


    In just forty years, Manhattan went from a county that, in many ways, reflected the national average on income, education, and blue-collar employment to a city for only the wealthy. Immigrants and working-class natives were forced either into government projects or into the city’s outer boroughs or suburban counties.


    “By the middle of the 2010s, the great sort had been nearly completed across the US. Fewer affluent kids live in poor neighborhoods and fewer poor kids live in rich neighborhoods,” wrote Robert Putnam, a professor at Harvard, in 2015.17 For the most part, the wealthy and educated lived among each other at that time. In the United States, the top twelve wealthiest zip codes also had ten of the top twelve best zip codes.18


    Cities like Paris, Milan, London, and New York became isolate from their working-class counterparts like Calais, Palermo, Blackpool, and Scranton.


    This rift between the working class and the college-educated wealthy has real-world consequences in terms of politics and policy. Those willing to live anywhere dominate Western culture, college campuses, and politics while those from somewhere have little representation in governments in America, the UK, or Europe but make up a majority of the population.


    Identity and representation are two subjects the American media loves to dwell on, especially when it comes to Congress. In the 116th Congress, 22 percent of the House was nonwhite, 23 percent were women, and 33 percent were non-Christian.19 The American press and bloggers published countless articles, news segments, and blog posts celebrating the increasing racial, religious, and gender diversity in Congress. One group that has shrinking representation and wasn’t mentioned much by the media is the working class.


    As of 2018, slightly more than half of Americans were considered working class. They make up roughly the same percentage of the population as women. Yet when it comes to politics, the working class is even more underrepresented than all religious, race, or gender groups who get national media attention.


    Working-class people are 52 percent of American citizens, but only 10 percent of city council members, 3 percent of state legislators, 2 percent of members of Congress, and 0 percent of governors spent their adulthood as members of the working class.20


    The average member of Congress spent less than two percent of his or her entire pre-congressional career doing the kinds of jobs most Americans go to every day. No one from the working class has gotten into politics and gone on to become a governor, or a Supreme Court justice, or the president, wrote Dr. Nicholas Carnes, a political scientist at Duke University and author of White-Collar Government.


    The underrepresentation of the working class has been consistent in American politics for decades. The number of people from working-class backgrounds in the state legislatures has actually declined from about 5 percent in the early ’90s to about 3 percent in 2018.


    Carnes said part of the problem is that elites recruit other elites for political office and there is no foundation or institutions spending the money necessary to recruit people from working-class backgrounds.


    The situation in the UK is not much different. As of 2015, women are vastly underrepresented in the British Parliament (only 32 percent is female); other marginalized groups include gays and lesbians (7 percent) and nonwhites (8 percent).21 None of those groups were as poorly represented as Brits who did not have a university education. As of 2014, only 42 percent of UK citizens between the ages of twenty-five and sixty-four had a university degree—less than half of the average of Conservative, Labour, and Liberal Democratic Members of Parliament (MPs). More than one in three Tory MPs went to elite schools like Oxford and Cambridge.


    In 2015, only 3 percent of British MPs previously worked manual labor jobs and an additional 1 percent were farmers. This is down significantly from 1979 when over 19 percent of MPs had some form of a blue-collar background. At that time, MPs from a working-class and business background had similar representation.


    In 1979, 147 MPs had a business or white-collar background, whereas 121 had experience working a manual labor or farm job. By 2015, the divide had grown to 263 MPs with a white-collar or business background and just twenty-six who previously worked in manual labor or farming.


    The fastest-growing group of MPs by profession are those who only worked as professional politicians or for political organizations. While just twenty-one MPs came from that background in 1979, that number catapulted to 107 MPs. By 2015, professional politician was the second most common profession in the House of Commons—aside from business.


    Think about that for a moment: in 1979, it was more common for an MP to have previously been a farmer and miner than it was for them to have been a professional politician. By 2015, farmers and miners combined barely made up one-eighth of the number of professional politicians in Parliament.


    Americans and Brits aren’t alone, a 2019 study published by Cambridge University found that it was basically reflective of world leaders as a whole.22 About 2 percent of political elites come from blue-collar backgrounds, and outside of Europe and America, it’s even far less than 2 percent. Europe had the largest sample of political elites who come from a blue-collar background; at 4 percent, they doubled the world average.


    An astonishing 22 percent of the governing class around the globe had either no work experience or only ever worked in politics. That included 16 percent in North America, 21 percent in Europe, and 26 percent in Asia. This trend is only slightly smaller in countries with democratic governments (21 percent) than it was in autocratic governments (25 percent).


    Only 4 percent of European, 10 percent of North American, and 8 percent of Asian politicians came into politics with no prior experience. About 38 percent worldwide come in through partisan political machines and 16 percent come from local government. This is especially true in Europe.


    As elected officials became less likely to have experienced blue-collar living, so did their staff.


    Eisenhower’s and Kennedy’s respective cabinets were much more economically diverse than Obama’s and Trump’s. In Ike’s administration, only two of his initial cabinet members were born to affluent families, while the others were the sons of farmers, a bank cashier, a teacher, a small-town lawyer, and one was even a high school dropout. Likewise, Kennedy had three cabinet members whose parents were farmers. He also had cabinet members who were the sons of a small business owner, an immigrant factory worker, and another first-generation American whose father peddled produce.23 That was when there were just ten federal departments, the children of working-class Americans made up a majority of the cabinet.


    Despite the fact that the number of federal departments has more than doubled since Eisenhower and Kennedy, the number of members from working-class backgrounds hasn’t. In the Obama administration, only Bob Gates, Eric Holder, Tom Vilsack, Gary Locke, Hilda Solis, Ray LaHood, Eric Shinseki, and Ron Kirk came from what could be considered working-class or homes of moderate income. Just eight out of twenty-two.


    The Trump administration was only slightly better, with ten out of twenty-two coming from less than privileged backgrounds: Rex Tillerson, Jim Mattis, Jeff Sessions, Ryan Zinke, Alex Acosta, Ben Carson, Rick Perry, John Kelly, Mike Pompeo, and Linda McMahon.


    Although these men and women spent some time in their childhood as blue-collar folks, most were millionaires by the time they landed in Washington. They had some relation to the working class, but it was distant.


    This gap in income, access, geography, and education has had broad political ramifications. Those who live anywhere, do not share the same burden that those living somewhere do when it comes to mass immigration, free trade, terrorism, globalization, and war.


    As cities in Northern England, the Midwest, and Northeast France became hollowed-out shells of their former selves and mass immigration fundamentally altered the character and composition of communities across the West, elites living in their cosmopolitan bubble felt very little change. These are the conditions that not only allowed national populism to thrive, but to take the elite by complete surprise.


    In their bubbles, nothing was wrong.


    Corruption: The Rise of National Populism in the Developing World


    While Western governments and societies grew increasingly distant from the working class, political leaders in the global south and the newly liberated former Soviet states in Eastern Europe were rife with corruption, crime, and terrorism. The failure of these governments to perform the most basic protections for civil society thrust voters into the arms of national populist parties.


    One of the earliest victories for modern national populist candidates was in Hungary’s 1998 election, where Viktor Orbán’s Fidesz party captured 28 percent of the votes and ousted the Hungarian Socialist Party (MSZP). This radical change in government did not come without an immense amount of suffering.


    Hungary transitioned to a democracy in 1998 and suffered from post-communist identity crisis after forty years under the control of the Soviet Union. The MSZP party won 33 percent of the vote in 1994, but their poll numbers sank as their government became mired in controversy, economic depression, and domestic terrorism.


    The early part of the decade was rocked with a massive recession that took a significant toll on the Hungarian economy. In 1995, the socialist government introduced a politically unpopular economic austerity program to curb welfare spending.24 In October of the following year, the establishment was rocked again with a money scandal when the directors of the Hungarian Privatization and State Holding Company, which is responsible for selling Hungarian state assets, were dismissed for improper financial dealings.25 A 1997 investigation by the Parliament found that government officials were responsible.


    A crime wave seized Hungary; more than a hundred bombings struck the tiny Eastern European country over a two-year period as both foreign and domestic gangs battled for territorial control.26 Hungary’s voters felt their government had lost dominance to mob justice and was no longer interested in protecting the lives and prosperity of their citizens.


    Orbán campaigned on cracking down on corruption and crime as well as bringing back economic prosperity for the Hungarian people who in less than a decade saw the end of communism, economic recessions, and waves of crime and domestic terrorism.


    The Fidesz party campaigned on both a law-and-order platform as well as economic populism. Orbán highlighted the growing income inequalities, especially between those living in the cities and those in rural areas. He also talked about reinvesting in education and prioritizing tax cuts for Hungarian owned businesses.


    Hungary’s embrace of national populism only came after nearly a decade of chaos, crime, and pain for their citizens. Life became so intolerable that they had no choice but to support a radical change.


    Brazil, pre-Bolsonaro, had a similar story. The Workers’ Party (PT) controlled the Brazilian presidency from 2002 through 2018. Their tenure was marked by a series of scandals and crises that were both economic and cultural.


    President Dilma Rousseff, the second consecutive president elected by PT, became involved with a money-laundering scheme in early 2014. The probe known as Operation Car Wash led to the indictment of 429 people, mostly comprising of elite businessmen and politicians, and resulted in the conviction of 159. Rousseff was impeached, her predecessor Luiz Inácio Lula da Silva was indicted, and many other politicians ended up in jail.


    Operation Car Wash led to a complete breakdown in the faith of the political class. Brazilians hoped Rousseff’s replacement would clean up the system, but her successor, President Michel Temer, was business as usual. He was ultimately charged with racketeering and obstruction of justice, and he had an approval rating of 5 percent (yes, just the single-digit).27 A top Temer aide was also jailed after police found suitcases filled with US $16 million in his apartment.


    During the time, that Brazil’s political and financial elite were abusing their power and breaking the law, the South American nation became the murder capital of the world. Brazil became completely ravaged with crime with more than 63,000 homicides occurred in 2016 alone. From 1980 to 2014, the homicide rate increased by 485 percent and the number of child homicides increased by more than 475 percent.28 Rapes increased by 8 percent, to an insanely high total of 60,018 Brazilians reporting being raped in 2017.29 No one was spared from the carnage.


    Part of the reason for the rise in violent crime was a war between the country’s two main drug trafficking organizations, the First Capital Command and the Red Command. The two groups had a longstanding truce that fell apart in 2016 and their violent drug war spilled into the cities and countryside of Brazil.


    The Brazilian economy was also in a terrible position under the Worker’s Party. In 2015 and 2016, the country’s GDP contracted by 3.5 percent each year,30 and the economy shrunk by 10 percent on a per-capita basis during the course of the recession. Investments were already declining before the recession, but after it hit, they all but collapsed and inflation grew to 10.6 percent. By March 2017, nineteen months before Bolsonaro was elected, unemployment hit 13.7 percent. An estimated 14 million people were without work.


    Public trust was decimated, no one had faith in the political class and their promises to grow the economy, reduce crime, and end their culture of corruption. This breakdown of civil society allowed Bolsonaro to seem like the nation’s only option.


    It took half a decade of pain and a perfect political storm to push Brazil toward Bolsonaro. The failure of the meritocracy in nations like Brazil, Hungary, Colombia, and Pakistan is how the global south and former Soviet states altered their political alignments and embraced these nationalist-populist political parties and leaders.


    Just like in the West, national populism grew as a reactionary force against a governing class that was divorced from their countrymen. The only difference was in the cases of the global south and the former Soviet states, it led to a breakdown of civil society.


    The Deep State: How the Establishment Is Thwarting Democracy


    When national populists have been successful in winning elections and taking control of governments through proper democratic means, it’s often the case that institutional forces from both in and outside the government are at work to stop them from enacting their agenda. Those forces include international associations like the EU, internal nonelected entities like the bureaucracy, and the political and judicial class.


    The EU is one of the most anti-democratic institutions in the West. They have been holding voters in contempt whenever their views differ from the European project’s goal of creating a multicultural superstate. During his tenure as Prime Minister of Luxembourg, Jean-Claude Juncker said of the EU politicians, “We decide something…and wait a while, what happens. If there is no big shouting and no uprisings, because most of them [the voters] do not understand what was decided, then we continue – step by step, until there is no going back.”31


    In some ways, the EU is what political scientist Colin Crouch defined as post-democratic, which is a society that has all the institutions of democracy, but it’s just a formality. A small circle of the political and economic elite makes a majority of the decisions.


    Since the late ’90s, the EU has fought against efforts by the peoples of Europe to regain any semblance of national sovereignty and opposed democratic elections when the outcomes did not favor the EU.


    An early example of this was in 1999 when Austrians voted to put Jörg Haider’s Freedom Party (FPÖ) into power. Haider was a controversial figure for his criticisms of democracy, mass immigration, and his praise for the Third Reich’s sound employment policies.32 He also received pushback for referring to Nazi concentration camps as punishment camps.


    Despite Haider’s bombastic personality and the FPÖ’s history of associating with Nazis, Haider campaigned as a traditional national populist. His 1999 Contract with Austria pledged to support increasing social benefits, introducing a 23 percent flat tax, decreasing immigration, reducing the size of government, fighting corruption, and reviving the economy. On election day, his party captured nearly 27 percent of the vote, ahead of the center-right Austrian People’s Party (ÖVP).


    Under normal circumstances, Haider should have become Austria’s chancellor; however, foreign critics from the EU and Israel wouldn’t stand for it. The EU said Haider was in violation of Articles 6 and 7 of the Treaty on the EU that binds member states to the principles of liberty, democracy, respect for human rights, and fundamental rights as well as a common distaste for all forms of discrimination.33 Haider’s slogan to stop the over-foreignization of Austria and promise of zero immigration caused concern among the ruling elite in the EU, but given that the Austrian government had not violated any terms of the Treaty it did not warrant action under Article 7.


    Nonetheless, the fourteen member states of the European Union coordinated diplomatic sanctions and froze bilateral relations with the tiny Central European country at a huge economic cost to Austria,34 Israel announced that Haider would not be allowed to visit the Jewish state and was withdrawing its ambassador from Vienna35, and Belgian Foreign Minister Louis Michel threatened to kick Austria out of the EU. Even the largest Dutch bank, ABN Amro NV, announced it was freezing its offer to help finance a child support program in Haider’s home province.


    European politicians reasoned that trying to stop the effects of a democratic election was fine and completely in line with their thinking. Glyn Ford, a British Labour Member of the European Parliament (MEP) said, “Some say that it is not right for us to interfere in Austrian politics. They are wrong. Some say we have to accept the outcome of democratic elections, but elections do not always make democrats.”


    Haider and ÖVP leader Wolfgang Schüssel issued a commitment to EU values on February 3, 2000, but it wasn’t enough to satisfy the EU and on February 28, Haider resigned as leader of the FPÖ. Schüssel became the Chancellor of Austria and the EU lifted its sanctions.


    After leaving the FPÖ, Haider founded a new party called the Alliance for the Future of Austria, which received nearly 11 percent of the vote in the 2008 national legislative election. Haider set his eyes on a political comeback, but it was not to be. Just weeks after the election, he died in a car accident and the new party crumbled without his leadership.


    Nothing has changed with the EU since Haider’s victory in 1999. The EU continues to act at best as a bully against democratic nations within its boundaries that voice opposition to their European mission, and at worst as a post-democratic institution.


    In 2005, both France and the Netherlands held referendums on the European Constitution just three days apart from each other. Both countries rejected the Treaty by double-digit margins, with 55 percent of French36 and nearly 62 percent of Dutch voters37 casting ballots against the EU Constitution.


    The EU leadership in the aftermath of both stunning defeats halted the Constitution process fearing that more countries would defect. Instead, they narrowed the scope to just seven articles that incorporated all the main reforms sought by the EU Constitution. On December 13, 2007, the Lisbon Treaty was signed by the twenty-seven European prime ministers and presidents.


    A ratification process occurred throughout 2008: the Lisbon Treaty was voted on by members of their respective nations’ legislatures. Leaders would not allow for national referendums on the matter because they feared more nations would vote down the Treaty.


    “This is nothing less than a massive exercise in deceit,” Nigel Farage, then the leader of the United Kingdom Independence Party (UKIP) said during the debate in the EU Parliament as he recalled that former Prime Minister Tony Blair promised voters a national referendum.38


    Yet that is the modus operandi of the EU, only allowing for democratic reforms when they suit their interests.


    It didn’t matter if the country or countries in defiance of the EU weren’t member states as was the case when the Swiss voted to reform their legal immigration system.


    In 2014, the Swiss People’s Party (SVP) held a national initiative against mass immigration aimed at reducing immigration through quotas39 and returning the country’s immigration policy to the way it had been previous to their 2002 agreement with the EU. It posed a direct challenge to the EU’s Schengen Agreement, of which Switzerland is a member although it was not a part of the EU.


    When the vote was held on February 9, 2014, the international markets were stunned when 50.3 percent of the Swiss population voted in favor of the initiative. This sent shock waves through the EU and the Swiss financial institutions that heavily opposed the measure.


    Eamon Gilmore, the Irish foreign minister, said the vote posed a major threat to the freedom of movement “which is the cornerstone of what the E.U. is all about.”40 Viviane Reding, the justice commissioner of the EU at the time, said of the results that leaders of the country had to reject the national referendum or reject being in a single market with the EU. As was the case of Austria during Haider’s election, the EU punished Switzerland for participating in a free and fair election that posed a threat to their agenda, they suspended their participation in research and student programs with Switzerland.


    The Swiss government was given three years to find a way to implement the results of the election and like Brexit, they presented a watered-down version of what voters wanted.


    In December of 2016, the EU approved a new Swiss law that would allow EU citizens to work in Switzerland in direct violation of the initiatives call for quotas. Instead, all the new law did was give priority to Swiss-based job seekers in locations that had above-average unemployment rates.41


    The SVP called the move unconstitutional, and even members of the media criticized its implementation. “Never has a law of application been so far removed from the requirements of the Basic Charter,” said Bernard Wuthrich in Le Temps.42 The National Council surrendered and opted for a national priority light—a solution that does not correspond to the approach of autonomous management of immigration. “Those who claim otherwise deliberately mislead the public,” wrote Daniel Foppa in Tages Anzeiger.43


    Nonetheless, the SVP refused to hold another vote and by 2019 Switzerland’s foreign population swelled to 2 million or 25 percent of the nation’s residents.44


    After decades of suppressing national elections and national initiatives, the EU finally skirted its own parliamentary rules in 2019 in order to suppress the vote of tens of millions of their own citizens.


    The 2019 EU parliamentary elections were a watershed victory for national populist parties, who came in first or second place in Belgium, France, Hungary, Italy, Poland, and the UK. Altogether the right-wing Eurosceptic parties had 179 MEPs.45


    According to the EU’s D’Hondt method of distributing leadership positions among the parliamentary groups, Eurosceptic politicians were expected to control several committees, including the Employment and Social Affairs Committee, the Agriculture Committee, and the Committee of Legal Affairs.46


    The 519 Pro-EU MEPs blocked all but one Eurosceptic from every chair and vice-chair positions by suspending democratic norms—even though Eurosceptic parties received the greatest percentage of the vote in any given country and had the largest political party in the EU Parliament.


    Aside from the heavy hand of the EU, national governments and institutions in Europe have pushed back against national populist parties, politicians, and electoral mandates that are democratically decided by the people.


    In 2018, Italian voters had enough of the status quo and a slim majority voted for two radically anti-EU parties: Matteo Salvini’s Lega Party and Beppe Grillo’s Five Star Movement. The pair entered a coalition government soon after the election and became the first Western European nation to be run entirely by populists.


    Within a few months after their election, the coalition government nominated Paolo Savona as minister of economy and finances. Savona was a well-respected economist and professor who spoke publicly about Italy needing a Plan B in case the Euro collapsed and discussed the prospect of reintroducing a national currency.47


    Italy’s outgoing president, Sergio Mattarella, exercised his right under the nation’s constitution to block Savona’s nomination over his support for reintroducing a national currency. While the move to block a nomination wasn’t unprecedented, it was the first time a president denied a cabinet-level position on the grounds that it was bad for the EU and the Italian economy. Many Italian leaders in the past sank the country’s economic fortune and ran up trillions in debt, but that wasn’t enough to block them from senior governmental positions because they supported the European project.


    Mattarella designated Carlo Cottarelli, a former economist and former director of the International Monetary Fund, to lead a technocratic government. Nothing says more about the inability of establishment politicians to understand the mood of a country than stopping a democratically elected government from nominating a minister and instead appointing someone who represents the global elite.


    Salvini and Luigi Di Maio, the thirty-one-year-old leader of the Five Star Movement, refused to concede. Di Maio called the appointment of Cottarelli Italian democracy’s darkest night and Salvini said, “This isn’t democracy, this isn’t respect for the popular vote. It’s the latest slap in the face.”48


    The pair called for the impeachment of Mattarella, nationwide protests, and new elections. Within days of Cottarelli’s appointment, it became clear that the pro-EU establishment was backed into a corner. Polling companies showed that the Lega Party was surging in popularity49 and both Lega and the Five Star Movement would win an even larger majority if another election were held.


    After five days, Mattarella, Di Maio, and Salvini came to an agreement that Savono could serve in the government but under a different capacity. He was appointed minister of European affairs50 and the coalition government was allowed to continue without another flash election.


    Former prime minister of the UK Theresa May can also be accused of attempting to thwart Brexit from 2017 through 2019.


    May was never a Brexiteer; she campaigned for the UK to remain in the EU and warned that Brexit could damage the economy and security of Britain and said that it would be fatal for the union with Scotland.51


    That’s why it seemed a bit odd that she would be chosen as the UK’s prime minister after David Cameron stepped down. She didn’t share the same belief with Brexiteers, many of whom made up the base of the Conservative Party.


    In July 2018, May’s government published a white paper called the Chequers agreement that would be the basis of the Brexit negotiations. The agreement would keep the UK close to the EU and give it continued access to the European Single Market, and in exchange, the UK would continue to abide by the EU’s standards on the environment, social rules, employment, and consumer protection. The UK would also apply the EU’s tariffs and trade policy on goods and not apply a hard, physical border between the Republic of Ireland and Northern Ireland.52


    Essentially, the UK would be tied to the EU’s rules but would not have representation in the EU Parliament—a watered-down version of what the people mandated when they voted for Brexit.


    When the details of the Chequers agreement were unveiled, May’s own Tory government rebelled. Within days of the agreement’s release, Brexit Secretary David Davis, Brexit Minister Steve Baker, Foreign Secretary Boris Johnson, Parliamentary Private Secretary (PPS) Chris Green, and PPS to the Foreign Secretary Conor Burns all resigned.


    “We are now in the ludicrous position of asserting that we must accept huge amounts of precisely such EU law, without changing an iota, because it is essential for our economic health - and when we no longer have any ability to inﬂuence these laws as they are made,” Johnson said in his resignation letter, echoing the concerns of other members of May’s government who also resigned. “In that respect we are truly headed for the status of colony and many will struggle to see the economic or political advantages of that particular arrangement.”53


    By the end of 2018, nineteen high-level members of May’s government resigned over her handling of Brexit, insisting that she was not respecting the wishes of the voters.


    Although the EU criticized the plan, they ultimately agreed to the centerpiece of the Chequers agreement. Jean-Claude Juncker said, “It was the best deal possible…this is the only deal possible.”54


    Throughout the following year, May brought up several watered-down versions of Brexit for a vote and one by one, they were all voted down by Parliament.55, 56, 57 During the process, May faced two votes of no confidence and was ultimately forced to resign.


    May stated in an interview with the BBC that she failed at Brexit because she underestimated entrenched positions by some Brexiteers and opponents of Brexit.58 By the end of May’s time as prime minister, Brexit became the most important issue to Tory voters.


    A YouGov poll taken in June 2019 found that Tory voters would support Brexit even if it meant Scotland left the UK, it damaged the economy, Northern Ireland left the UK, and even if it destroyed the Conservative Party.59


    May’s refusal to deliver a Brexit that the people voted for had the ultimate cost of her premiership.


    Europe isn’t the only continent plagued with political institutions fighting tooth and nail against national populist reforms.


    Donald Trump had his dealings with the institutional opposition to national populism both before and after he was elected president.


    During the 2016 campaign, there was an attempt by people within the intelligence community to stop Trump from ever becoming president. Federal officials used a dossier created by Christopher Steele and paid for by Hillary Clinton’s campaign and the Democratic National Committee to obtain a FISA warrant to surveil Trump aides.60 The dossier was unverified opposition research: by law, when someone submits a FISA application, they must sign an affidavit that the information is correct to the best of their knowledge, but the dossier had more holes in it than a cheese grater.


    Yet even after he defied the experts, the intelligence community, two political dynasties, and both the establishment Republican and Democratic parties, Trump still had a sea of people working to stop him from accomplishing his agenda using anti-democratic means.


    During the 2016 campaign, Trump promised voters that if elected, he would drain the Washington swamp, but legally, it was easier said than done. The executive branch of the US federal government has more than one million employees, and nearly a third belong to a union that makes it very difficult to fire them.61 Trump signed three executive orders on May 25, 2018, to make it easier for agencies to fire federal workers and place limits on government union activities. By August 25, an Obama-appointed district court judge ruled that the executive order was unconstitutional.62 That decision was overturned by the appeals court on July 16, 2019,63 but during that fourteen--month legal process, career bureaucrats slow-walked President Trump’s agenda.


    Citizen journalist James O’Keefe’s organization Project Veritas caught a staffer from the Government Accountability Office admitting that he is a socialist who was trying to stop the Trump administration’s agenda whenever he could.64 He’s not alone in this mission.


    In mid-2019, when Trump demanded that the State Department cut off financial aid to Central American countries whose citizens flooded the US’s southern border, unelected bureaucrats slow-walked the president’s orders.65, 66 It became a regular practice for the administration’s staff to agree with Trump to his face and then defy his orders once they left the room.


    The State Department, Department of Homeland Security, and the Justice Department became infamous for regularly carrying out this practice.


    On September 5, 2018, The New York Times published an anonymous op-ed titled, “I Am Part of the Resistance Inside the Trump Administration”67 that detailed how senior-level members of Trump’s White House were conspiring to stop the national populist agenda Trump campaigned on.


    “That is why many Trump appointees have vowed to do what we can to preserve our democratic institutions while thwarting Mr. Trump’s more misguided impulses until he is out of office,” the anonymous author wrote. “Although he was elected as a Republican, the president shows little affinity for ideals long espoused by conservatives: free minds, free markets and free people. At best, he has invoked these ideals in scripted settings. At worst, he has attacked them outright.”


    In the minds of the political elite, they were going to save the Republic by stopping the democratically elected president from fulfilling the promises made to the voters. America showed signs of moving toward Crouch’s post-democracy.


    While the author of the piece was never identified, rumors floated that it could be anyone from then Director of the Office of Management and Budget Mick Mulvaney to Department of Homeland Security Secretary Kirstjen Nielsen to White House Deputy Press Secretary Raj Shah—all of whom denied writing the op-ed.68


    The fact that so many of Trump’s cabinet members were suspect showed both the failure of the president and his team in staffing the administration with people willing to carry out his agenda and how difficult it is for unconventional candidates to reform the way Washington works.


    A large part of that is Trump’s fault, given the fact that he relied too heavily on members of the Republican National Committee who both vocally and quietly opposed his candidacy to fill his administration. He also lacked a formal transition team structure once he won the election.69


    Yet despite Trump’s inadequacies in his staffing decisions, the failure of national populists to carry out their agenda is almost universal. International organizations, private businesses, elected officials, and unelected bureaucrats are all committed to the neoliberal order that has been moving governments away from the people for the last half century. Some are doing it for personal profit, but most are doing it because it’s fundamentally what they believe in. By 2019, a YouGov/Economist poll found that a plurality of Americans believed the deep state was trying to overthrow President Trump.70


    This refusal by the political class to allow democracy to function will have grave consequences for the future, which we will discuss in the last chapter.

  


  
    Chapter 2


    The Enemy of

    the People


    As divided as the political elite are from the rest of their countrymen, no group is more insular and inwardly focused than the news industry. The media is one of the facets of society where the social isolation between the citizens and the elite is the most profound. Those in the media are cosmopolitan, college-educated, liberal, white, and have values that are in contrast from the somewheres.


    Progressives, liberals, and globalists dominated most of the media for decades until alternative avenues became available for those offering differing narratives and opinions. Cable news, talk radio, the internet, and social media allowed for more intellectual diversity, but that came at the cost of news becoming more balkanized. People went to news outlets that confirmed the preconceived biases of their political, religious, or socioeconomic community. In the 21st century, there are so many news options that people look for outlets that confirm their worldviews. When faced with the facts that challenge their worldview, it is more common for a person to ignore facts that challenge their opinions and search instead for opinions that confirm their biases.71


    This system became very bad for those trying to deliver unbiased reporting. Journalists and media figures became pseudo-celebrities and brands with hundreds of thousands, if not millions, of followers on social media.


    The larger the brand, the better the access, opportunity, and pay. A city journalist who writes about local issues may be lucky to just get by, but a cable news host or social media celebrity could earn millions with an opportunity for book deals, speaking tours, and merchandise or endorsement deals.


    Surviving as a journalist meant falling into this practice and over time, it created distrust in the media long before the rise of Trump, Bolsonaro, or Brexit.


    According to a Gallup poll, trust in the American media sank from 72 percent in 1976 to 32 percent in 2016.72 Americans cited bias as the reason they lost faith in the media as a whole, but interestingly enough, they still trusted the media outlet that confirmed their preconceived positions.


    From 1985 to 2018, Pew Research found that a growing percentage of Americans regardless of political party believed that the media favored one side over another when presenting the news.73 This included 52 percent of Democrats and an astonishing 86 percent of Republicans. A 2018 study by the Knight Foundation and Gallup74 found that 69 percent of Americans say they have lost faith in the media over the last decade. When asked why, 45 percent said that the news industry offered misleading reporting, alternative facts, or fake news, and another 42 percent said they thought the media offered biased reporting. Nearly a third of Americans said that their distrust of the media could not be repaired, including 39 percent of Republicans and 29 percent of Independents.


    Despite this growing distrust for the media as a whole, 67 percent of Americans said they trusted some news sources, while 16 percent said they trusted none. By political party, 35 percent of Democrats said they trusted all or most news sources, which is far more than the 13 percent of Independents and 3 percent of Republicans who said the same thing. Between a fourth and a fifth of Independents and Republicans said they do not trust any news organizations.


    It’s arguable that Democrats were more likely to trust media outlets because more outlets and well-known media figures presented the news with a narrative agreeable to them.


    Very little of that distrust had to do with Donald Trump; only 5 percent of respondents said that attacks on Trump made them distrust the media and on the other side of the political aisle, just 3 percent said their negative opinions of the media had to do with outlets protecting the 45th president.


    Americans aren’t alone in this lack of faith in the fourth estate. A poll conducted by Cambridge University and YouGov in August 2018 found that trust in the media had also fallen across the UK and Europe. Just 32 percent of Italians, 27 percent of Poles, 40 percent of French, 44 percent of Swedes, 44 percent of Germans, 14 percent of Hungarians, and 18 percent of Brits had either a great deal or fair amount of trust in journalists.75 On the flip side, 67 percent of Italians, 71 percent of Poles, 54 percent of French, 52 percent of Swedes, 48 percent of Germans, 84 percent of Hungarians, and 77 percent of Brits had not much trust or no trust in journalists.


    That level of distrust only increased after Brexit and Trump’s election, when many media outlets saw themselves as part of the resistance against national populism. A 2019 study by the Reuters Institute for the Study of Journalism that was conducted in twelve countries including the US, the UK, Germany, Finland, France, Denmark, Spain, Japan, Brazil, Australia, and Ireland found that on average, there was a 4 percent drop in the number of people who trust the news most of the time after national populist victories in 2016 and 2017.76 The countries that suffered from the most significant drop in trust include Finland (9 percent), the UK (11 percent), Germany (13 percent), and France (14 percent).


    This ongoing disintegration of trust between the news industry and the general public is why it was easy for national populist candidates like Trump to gain support for attacking the media’s fake news, or for people to believe Bolsonaro when he said journalists were printing negative stories of him to overthrow the government.77 They’re both saying exactly what millions of people, some of whom aren’t their voters,
    already believe.


    The media’s bias and alienation from the masses can be attributed to two main factors: 1), like the political class, the media has become an elitist, homogenous, and cosmopolitan, and 2) the media was not held accountable for pushing
    fake news.


    The Elitist Media


    The media is obsessed with democratic representation. It’s not just in Congress, as was mentioned in the last chapter; it’s in all walks of life. Google the phrase “there aren’t enough women in” or “there aren’t enough people of color in” and immediately you find over 479 million and 200 million articles and videos on each subject, respectively.


    There are countless academic studies, articles in respected publications, and tweets by journalists with blue checkmarks about how various institutions are not proportionally representative of society as a whole. One of the worst offenders of not having proportional representation is the American media, but it’s not just because there aren’t enough women or people
    of color.


    Salena Zito, a Pennsylvania-based writer who was one of the few journalists to correctly predict Trump would win the 2016 election, said a huge problem with the news industry was the lack of intellectual diversity and journalists of working-class backgrounds.


    “Another problem with newsrooms is a lack of diversity,” Zito said at the City Club of Cleveland, “I’m not just talking about not enough minorities, because there’s not enough minorities in newsrooms. There’s also not enough people that come from a state school, there’s not enough people that come from the zip codes in the center of the country, there’s not enough people that grew up in a blue-collar background, there’s not
    enough people that go to church on Sunday, there’s not enough people who own a gun, that go hunting, or concealed carry for protection.”78


    Zito is right: journalists in America are a pretty homogeneous crowd that aren’t representative of the nation. They’re overly educated (92 percent have a college degree),79 overwhelmingly registered Democrat (just 7 percent are Republi-can),80 and are mostly confined to major cities like New York and Washington, D.C.81


    Journalists and Americans that voted for Trump in 2016 are not just segregated by economics, culture, and education. Journalists also don’t physically live in places that voted for Trump or any Republican for that matter. According to one study, 61 percent of people employed in the publishing industry worked in counties that President Obama won in 2008; 32 percent of them lived in landslide counties where he won them by thirty points or more. By 2016, that number grew to 72 percent of people in the publishing industry lived in Clinton counties and 51 percent lived in counties that Clinton won in a thirty-or-more-point landslide. Only 11 percent lived in counties Trump won in a landslide.82


    Not much is different overseas, according to a survey conducted by City University London: 98 percent of recent and 86 percent of all British journalists are university-educated. An astounding 36 percent hold master’s degrees; that’s nearly the same amount of the adult population with any university degree.83 As is the case in America, they disproportionately live in areas that voted to remain in the EU. A whopping 36 percent of all journalists live in London, a city that houses just 13 percent of the British population.84


    People in the media had the cultural, educational, and political characteristics of cosmopolitan voters. That was the world most of them understood and the viewpoint they represented in their work. Many journalists became ideologically driven to defend globalism and denigrate national populists.


    In the vote for Brexit, thirty major British newspapers and magazines endorsed the Remain campaign, double the amount of major publications that supported Leave. During the 2016 US presidential election, the weight of the media was even more one-sided. More than five hundred daily, weekly, college, and international newspapers and magazines endorsed Clinton for president. Trump received just twenty-eight endorsements.


    It’s not just in endorsements, but also in coverage. The day after Marine Le Pen and Emmanuel Macron came in the top two positions in the first round of the French presidential election, the French media portrayed Macron’s second-round victory as inevitable.85 The NBC Nightly News announced after Trump’s victory, “deeper concerns tonight that the world’s shining light of democracy has gone dark.”86 New York Times journalist Maggie Haberman laughed out loud during a cable news show when a prominent Democrat predicted Trump could win the Republican nomination.87 When the national populist Coalition Avenir Québec won in 2018, USA Today summed up the political party with the headline, “Anti-Immigrant Party in Canada Thrives with Big Victory in Québec.”88


    Not populist, not nationalist, not conservative, but anti-immigrant, national populists are often defined by what they’re against. It’s a favorite tactic of journalists, along with declaring they’re far-right and extreme-right.


    All of the examples above are by journalists, not even opinion writers who use more colorful language to describe national populist candidates and political parties.


    Given that opinion writers and journalists were too urban, too educated, too liberal, and wrong about both Brexit and the election of Donald Trump, you could imagine that the media wanted to expand their intellectual diversity after 2016. You’d be wrong.


    Although the major media outlets in the United States who endorsed Clinton in 2016 all added a token Republican or center-right opinion writer to their payroll, none of them understood the national populist movement or correctly predicted the rise of Trump. For example, The New York Times hired columnist Bret Stephens, a Never Trumper; The Washington Post hired Max Boot, a Never Trumper; The Atlantic hired and then quickly fired Kevin Williamson, a Never Trumper; and The Dallas Morning News hired Jay Caruso, a Never Trumper.


    The most surefire way to succeed as a conservative opinion columnist in Trump’s America was for all of your insight, predictions, and opinions to have been absolutely wrong about the most significant political trend in the world. Of course, there were a few exceptions to this rule, but they were notably few. For the foreseeable future many parts of the media, both opinion-based and non-opinion-based, are working around the clock against national populism.


    Fake News


    As long as there has been journalism, there has been fake news, yellow journalism, political bias, and the like. This is not a recent phenomenon, and although some media outlets still produce interesting and compelling work, the changes in the media’s business model because of the internet have had an overall negative effect on the industry. Newspapers are going out of business and those that still exist don’t have the budgets to do as many groundbreaking investigative stories.89 Those that survived resorted to clickbait and sound bites. It just became more economically feasible to cover what a celebrity said on social media than it did to do investigative reporting.


    The changes in the market also affected journalists themselves. The industry doesn’t pay much outside of lucrative television and book deals. Beat reporters or city desk journalists will never get rich for their efforts. That’s why with the changes to the industry, it became more beneficial for reporters to become an opinion brand rather than a straight journalist.


    Outright opinion journalists compromise a large chunk of the media, especially in America and now with social media platforms like Twitter, most journalists give out their opinion on a minute by minute basis. Anyone can see that most journalists are willing to share their personal bias openly and without consequence.


    It used to be that journalists had to at least fake that they were straight down the line, but now it’s all fair game.


    In 2010, The Washington Post’s Dave Weigel tweeted a false accusation that there was a video of conservative Matt Drudge molesting a child.90 Weigel claimed it was just a joke and he suffered no major repercussions. Then a few months later, emails where he discussed how he wished Matt Drudge would set himself on fire and said other disparaging things about Republicans like Ron Paul, Newt Gingrich, Pat Buchanan, and Rush Limbaugh were leaked.91 He resigned from the paper in disgrace but quickly moved to MSNBC and ultimately back to The Washington Post just five years later. Since then, he’s tweeted fake reports about President Trump’s rallies being mostly empty.92


    Former Guardian reporter Ben Jacobs did something similar but was met with no repercussions at all. In 2014, he tweeted about how he had the urge to punch a sixteen-year-old conservative in the face while he was at the Conservative Political Action Committee.93 This outward expression of wanting to physically assault a minor didn’t harm his career in the slightest. Just days before the 2016 election, he tweeted a quote from Trump out of context. Jacobs tweeted, “We are going to deliver justice the way it used to be in this country.” Trump’s full quote was, “We are going to deliver justice the way justice used to be in this country, at the ballot box on November Eight.”94 His followers had no idea about the full quote and replied that they thought Trump was advocating for lynching black Americans. It’s one of many incidents where the media created racial tensions.


    On May 16, 2018, Trump held a White House meeting on immigration where the conversation turned to the violent gang MS-13. The president described the violent gang members as animals. The New York Times tweeted, “Trump lashed out at undocumented immigrants during a White House meeting, calling those trying to breach the country’s borders animals.”95


    They dropped the fact that Trump was talking about gang members, leaving the readers to believe that Trump was talking about all illegal aliens.


    Increasing racial tensions is something the American media does especially well, including CNN’s hosts Sally Kohn, Mel Robbins, and Margaret Hoover using the hands up, don’t shoot symbol on a live broadcast96 while discussing the shooting death of Michael Brown at the hands of police. Protestors believed Brown said this phrase to the police right before they shot and killed him; according to President Obama’s Attorney General Eric Holder, it turned out to be a lie.97 Nonetheless, all three women held their hands up and perpetuated that falsehood.


    Once Trump became a candidate the number of media outlets and public figures who promoted fake hate crimes and race hoaxes became endemic. This includes Jim Acosta tweeting that a church in Indiana had been vandalized with the words Heil Trump right after election day.98 It turned out that it was committed by the church’s organist as a hoax.99 The New Yorker wrote an article about a Muslim woman who was attacked by three men on the New York City subway, she said the attackers were yelling “Donald Trump” while trying to remove her hijab.100 It turned out she made the whole thing up.101 And then there was a reporter from The Intercept who faked a series of hoax bomb threats against Jewish centers.102


    The apex of these fake hate crimes under Trump’s presidency came on January 18, 2019, when a video emerged of teenage boys from Covington Catholic High School wearing Trump’s Make America Great Again (MAGA) hat had a standoff with a Native American activist who was playing the drums and singing. It’s hard to overstate how much the media overacted after this video went viral on Twitter.


    The Covington Catholic video had everything the media could dream of: a white boy with a MAGA hat using his privilege to shame a Native American elder. They were able to attack the main boy featured in the video, sixteen-year-old Nick Sandmann, on the basis of race, privilege, toxic masculinity, and being a Trump supporter. It was perfect fodder for an opinion-based news industry that lives for clickbait. So, without getting any facts, respectable media figures and outlets destroyed the teenager’s reputation, made wild accusations, and ignited a mob against him.


    This reaction came from both conservative media figures like S. E. Cupp, Meghan McCain, and Charlie Kirk103 as well as liberals like Patton Oswalt, Ana Navarro, and Jeet Heer. CNN contributor Bakari Sellers even went so far as calling for violence when he tweeted about Sandmann some people can be punched in the face. Many more verified Twitter accounts called for violence and even some demanded the boys be murdered. GQ writer Nathaniel Friedman tweeted that he wanted all the teenagers doxed and their private information to be made public104 and New York Daily News columnist Brandon Friedman said the fact that the children are minors shouldn’t matter when it comes to releasing their private information.105


    The New York Times, The Washington Post, and National Review all immediately released biased articles condemning the boys without getting the most basic facts.106


    When the smoke cleared, it turned out that the media portrayed the entire incident incorrectly and the Native American activist lied about his side of the story. Only one journalist, Erik Abriss from Vulture, lost their job from the incident after he tweeted that he wanted the boys to f**king die.107 For some unexplainable reason, USA Today columnist Kirsten Powers tweeted that the real victims in the whole situation were journalists.108


    The real victims, of course, were the teenage boys, who received death threats and the threat of expulsion from their high school.109 Some of the boys sued certain media figures for defamation, and the case is still ongoing as of the writing of this book.


    Regardless of whether they win the lawsuits or not, it should not be forgotten that members of the media were absolutely fine with destroying the reputation and possibly threatening the life of teenagers. Using their Twitter accounts as weapons for the sole purpose of gaining notoriety and reflexively showing that they had enough moral integrity to call out the bigotry of a stranger from the safety of their home.


    Journalists and pundits who partake in this puritan activity of publicly shaming people they disagree with are almost never held accountable for their actions. As was mentioned before, it’s becoming increasingly rare that they’ll be fired for ginning up racial tensions or attacking private citizens they disagree with on politics. It’ll likely keep happening with increasing frequency until news outlets start firing them en masse.


    The media loves consensus, especially if the consensuses has a globalist bend. The media will work overtime to defend these mutually agreed-upon opinions about foreign policy, race, immigration, globalism, and populism. Even when it turns out that a consensus isn’t shared with the rest of the country or is just a disaster for the nation as a whole, the media will defend it.


    American media outlets obsessed over the Mueller investigation on Trump and Russian collusion, churning out dozens of fake stories. Some of their biggest hoaxes include New York Magazine’s story that Trump lawyer Michael Cohen went to Prague,110 CNN’s report that James Comey was going to refute Donald Trump’s claim that he was told he wasn’t under investigation,111 ABC’s Brian Ross reporting that Michael Flynn was going to make a plea deal that Trump had directed him to contact the Russians,112 NBC reporting that the government wiretapped Trump’s personal attorney,113 and the Buzzfeed story that Trump directed Cohen to lie to Congress about a proposed Moscow project.114


    The list goes on and on. The American media was drunk on the belief that Trump colluded with Russia and that he was guilty. Media outlets oversold stories about Russian collusion. It got so bad that even liberal writer Glenn Greenwald said, “I genuinely feel sorry for MSNBC viewers who have had their brains filled with (stories of Russian collusion)… for two straight years and uncritically believed what they were hearing.”115


    After the Mueller probe ended with the conclusion that Trump did not collude with Russia to change the 2016 election, The New York Times staff had a meeting that leaked to Salon. In the closed-door meeting, Executive Editor Dean Baquet told his staff that they had been too flat-footed, meaning that they were creating a narrative that wasn’t true.


    In a meeting on August 11, 2019, Baquet said Trump became emboldened politically because their reporting rooted for a Russian collusion narrative that never materialized. He told his staff that they need change, but from here on out, they would cover Trump’s remarks as being racist and dividing America.116


    That was their big come to Jesus moment. The paper of record was moving from one narrative to another to guide the public to their consensus.


    The media took a consensus-based approach to news long before Trump. Take the Iraq War, for example, the news industry had a pro-war consensus. Nearly every major American publication and cable news network had war hawks peddling stories that favored a military invasion of Iraq: Judith Miller from The New York Times, Larry Kudlow of CNBC, Richard Cohen and Fred Hiatt of The Washington Post, everyone at The Weekly Standard, Paul Gigot of The Wall Street Journal, Joe Scarborough of MSNBC, Bret Stephens of The Jerusalem Post, David Remnick of The New Yorker, Jeffrey Goldberg of The Atlantic, as well as myriad other liberal and conservative talking heads and political analysts.117118


    The media helped the Bush administration sell a war that would cost over 100,000 lives and $2 trillion in lost treasure.119 When everything they predicted—stockpiles of weapons of mass destruction, alleged plans that Saddam Hussein was attempting to get a nuclear weapon, or a connection that Iraq was working with al-Qaeda—all turned out to be false, no one in the media was held accountable for selling the greatest foreign policy mistake in American history to the public. Almost all of those names listed above still have prominent jobs either in the media or the government. They still make money spouting off their opinions and few have ever apologized to the families of the 4,572 Americans120 who died in Iraq fighting a war America didn’t need to fight.


    It’s not because the media loved Bush (they didn’t), but American media favors military conflict in general. When President Obama considered taking military action in Syria and Iraq against ISIS, the media presented a pro-intervention narrative. Of the eighty-nine guests that appeared on Sunday news programs leading up to Obama’s military intervention, just one was an outspoken critic of furthering US intervention in the Middle East.121


    Even President Trump, who rarely gets love from the mainstream media, earned praise from the editorial pages of The Wall Street Journal, The New York Times, USA Today, New York Daily News, The Washington Post, and Chicago Sun-Times when he bombed Syria in April 2017. Out of the forty-seven major editorial papers in the US, only one, The Houston Chronicle, opposed the airstrikes.122


    When Trump tried to pull troops out of Syria, however, he was met with nearly universal resistance from the media. MSNBC’s Rachel Maddow ran a segment where she hashed out a conspiracy that the pullout had to do with former Trump official Michael Flynn and the nation of Turkey,123 Fox & Friends host Brian Kilmeade called it stunning and irresponsible,124 The New York Times editorial board said they wished Trump listened to his hawkish advisor John Bolton more,125 and The Washington Post writer Max Boot said it was a gift to our enemies.126 In the end, Trump buckled under the mounting media attacks and pushback from the military-industrial complex and kept troops in Syria.


    The American media is always on the side of war and when the war turns out to be a mistake, they are never held accountable, no one is fired, and the anywheres that make up the elite members of that industry just go on while the somewheres pay the price.


    Of course, war is not the only time the media got something wrong in a big way. The financial crisis of 2008 was a large stain on the American media, who were blind to the crisis until it was already too late.


    Throughout 2006 and 2007, financial wizards like Art Laffer, Mike Norman, and Ben Stein127 regularly appeared on television reassuring viewers that the economy had never been better. Investors told Americans trusting their expertise to dump their money into the stock market.


    As The Washington Post put it, the business press never conveyed a real sense of alarm until institutions began to collapse.128 Then managing editor for Fortune Andy Serwer told The Washington Post that he felt it wouldn’t have mattered if they did because people would have ignored them.


    Even after it was obvious that the economy was in free fall and that investors should be panicking about how to protect themselves during the collapse, some media personalities continued to try and prop up failing financial institutions.


    On March 6, 2008, Jim Cramer, one of America’s most prominent business analysts, told his viewers that he believed in the financial institution Bear Stearns. “I believe in the Bear franchise…at $69 (a share) I’m not giving up (on Bear Stearns).”129 Just a few days later on March 11, a man named Peter wrote asking if he should take his money out of Bear Stearns to which Cramer said, “No! No! No! Bear Stearns is fine. Do not take your money out. Bear Stearns is not in trouble…That’s just being silly. Don’t be silly.”130 By March 16, Bear Stearns stock fell by over 85 percent and was acquired by JP Morgan Chase for $2 per share.


    The media did everything they could to assure anxious Americans that the world wasn’t collapsing. MSNBC’s Ali Velshi admitted that during production meetings they would examine wording to minimalize the severity of the market.131 It was as if a monsoon was coming and the weatherman told you to carry an umbrella on your way to work.


    When it turned out that twice in a single decade, the American media failed to accurately hold Wall Street and Washington accountable and warn citizens of the oncoming crisis, Americans started surrendering their faith in the media. According to Gallup, it was during that time period between 2002 and 2008 that faith in the media fell by double digits.132


    Most recently, the media has endorsed a woke progressive view of racial injustice that sees discrimination everywhere. Georgia State University PhD student Zach Goldberg researched the number of news articles mentioning certain topics on race and immigration133 and found that around 2010, the media increasingly featured “woke” terminology and subject matters at an alarming pace.


    The number of news articles mentioning diversity and inclusion increased by about 1,500 percent between 2010 and 2018; the term whiteness was used around five hundred times in 2010 and over two thousand times in 2018; critical race theory had under one hundred mentions in 2010 but over three hundred in 2018; unconscious bias went from being used around one thousand times in 2014 to about six thousand times in 2018, white privilege was used 250 times in 2012 and over two thousand times in 2018; systemic racism was mentioned about 100 times in 2012 and over two thousand times in 2018. The New York Times was especially guilty of this radicalization on the subject race increasing their usage of the term’s discrimination, people of color, social justice, diversity, and racism by over 300 percent over the course of a few years. By 2018, the term whiteness and racism were used in nearly two percent of all New York Times articles.


    This move tcffect on the readers’ overall perception of discrimination in America. Data collected by the American National Election Studies (AMNES) showed that readers of The New York Times are more likely to perceive an increase in discrimination against blacks and women in society.134, 135 Media consumption has a long history of affecting the outlook of discrimination in America; a 2007 study found that Americans, especially minorities, were more likely to believe that police brutality an epidemic if they consumed a large amount of network news.136


    It’s arguable that America has become more woke because the elite institutions like the media have been pushing that narrative on the American public.
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    For decades, the media has been more concerned about salvaging their narratives than focused on relaying facts to citizens. They created a bubble of respectable opinions and they almost always worked only within those confines.


    So, it comes as no surprise that people in the media were fully unaware of the growing national populist uprising across the world. It’s even less surprising that most mainstream news outlets promoted negative news stories about the movement’s leading figures, political parties, and ideas because not only did it represent a challenge to the institutions they worked to protect, but also an affront to their cosmopolitan values.


    In the same way that Velshi said that his media outlet purposefully tried to downplay the language about the severity of the 2007 financial crisis, many media outlets do the exact opposite when discussing the repercussions of national populists’ election victories. When Haider’s Freedom Party came in second place in the Austrian election in 2000, The New York Times urged President Clinton to recall their ambassador from the country.137 Indian writer Kapil Komireddi said in May 2019 that if Narendra Modi was re-elected, he would take India to a dark place.138 When discussing the first round of the French election results, the Spanish paper ABC ran a headline, “France, between the centrism of Macron and the radicalism of Le Pen.”139 The day after Bolsonaro won the first round of the presidential election, columnist Bernardo Mello Franco wrote in the Brazilian newspaper O Globo, “the election rewarded ultraconservatism, truculent discourse, and religious fundamentalism. The bully pulpit has grown and promises to become more powerful.”140


    The same fear that the media should have used to warn their audience about the ongoing failures of the neoliberal world order, was reserved for national populists.


    It’s a tragedy given the importance of the role the media should play in a civil society. Unfortunately, the current model set up in the United States and most of the West has caused division, social anxiety, and mass distrust. To have a better functioning country, we’d need a more honest news industry.

  


  
    Chapter 3


    Foreign Policy Blowback


    One of the biggest misconceptions about national populism is that it’s just occurring because of countries’ internal struggles between the classes and a backlash against demographic changes. That couldn’t be further from the truth. National populism, like most other political movements, doesn’t exist in a bubble. What happens in one country affects its neighbors and sometimes causes a surge of national populism.


    In the late stage of neoliberalism, globalists have thrust the United States and its allies into a series of military conflicts with the long-term goal of spreading liberal democracy throughout the developing world. This exploration into nation-building across the globe cost the United States trillions of dollars and thousands of lives, while simultaneously causing political blowback in the West that helped advance national populist ideas.


    The United States has been at war for most of its history, American wars can be broken down into three categories: wars that are a part of the civic religion like the Civil War or World War II that had near-universal consensus,141 wars of expansion like the Mexican-American war, which gave the US control of vast amounts of new territory, and finally, wars for liberalism like Vietnam and Afghanistan. The latter has taken a toll on voters and their commitment to Pax Americana.


    National populists, like most Americans, want a realist foreign policy, which means one that does not give out war guarantees to every country on Earth and maintains more than eight hundred bases in more than seventy countries142 around the world. Instead, they want a more restrained foreign policy and a government that nation builds at home instead of using resources on military adventurism.


    For more than twenty years, Americans voted in four back-to-back presidential elections for candidates that promised to reduce our global footprint, end wars, and focus more on the homeland. Yet despite these elections, America’s governing class’ revolving door of military experts, and the military-industrial complex—which profits immensely off of the US’ foreign policy—has kept America in a state of permanent war.


    Europe has also experienced a rise of national populism as a result of America’s overextended foreign policy, but it hasn’t been as a direct result of their countries fighting wars, although some nations like Britain and Poland have aided the American war efforts. Their continent has been inundated with refugees who have been displaced by wars involving Western governments. That includes efforts by both Americans and Europeans to topple dictators in nations like Libya and Syria as well as their efforts to keep the peace in nations like Bosnia.


    These military conflicts that displaced millions of people and created waves of refugees washing on Europe’s shore led to the rise of national populist parties in Germany, Italy, Austria, and Switzerland.


    America’s Endless Wars


    America has been at war for most of history. It has fought in wars that became part of its civic religion, wars of expansion, and lastly, wars for liberalism.


    This chapter will only focus on the last type because it is partially responsible for the rise of national populism.


    Since the end of the Cold War, America has been a country in search of an identity. For over a century, America’s identity was intrinsically attached to westward expansion, industrialization, and imperialism. During several periods including the mid-19th century, the turn of the 20th century, and between the two World Wars, America also flirted with a certain degree of noninterventionism and looking inward.


    The Japanese bombing of Pearl Harbor in 1941 changed all that forever. America allied with the USSR and Great Britain to fight and defeat the Axis powers. In the aftermath of that war, the US and the USSR engaged in a half-century-long Cold War and the nuclear arms race. When the Berlin Wall fell in 1989 and the Soviet Union broke apart two years later, America was left as the world’s sole superpower. A nation that had no more giants to conquer, no morale mission to give the nation purpose.


    So, when President George H. W. Bush began creating the idea of a post-Cold War America, he decided that the country would not return to any semblance of a pre-World War II nation. In his address to Congress on September 11, 1990, H. W. Bush mapped out a new world order143 that America would be responsible for a world freer from the threat of terrorism…an era in which the nations of the world, east and west, north and south, can prosper and live in harmony. He said it was the job of America and the world to defend common vital interests, support the rule of law, ease trade restrictions, and stand up against aggression.


    America’s new normal was to engage in conflicts to protect global law and order and expand neoliberalism. The sons and daughters of America’s shores would die to promote freedom in Somalia, Iraq, and Afghanistan. This is the new manifest destiny and national identity, that the American elites thought up.


    It was a Wilsonian vision of America, the progressive view that policymakers in Washington could form a more perfect union on a global scale. Critics from both the left and the right panned Bush’s speech and future vision of the US.


    “In 1915, the U.S. was weaker militarily than Britain and Germany but had become the world’s strongest country economically…Today, the U.S. remains the strongest military power but lags behind Europe and Japan in key industries. With a decaying infrastructure and educational system and soaring public and private debt, the U.S. could fall behind even further,” warned progressive writer John Judis in The New York Times.144


    Nationalist conservatives like Samuel Huntington and Pat Buchanan also scoffed at Bush’s plans for the country.


    Yet, their voices were eclipsed by neoconservatives and globalists like Charles Krauthammer who insisted the world was unipolar, the center of the world is an unchallenged superpower, the United States, attended by its Western allies.145 The neocons foresaw Pax Americana, a world at peace provided by the Treasury of the United States and the blood of the American military.


    George H. W. Bush was just a one-term president, but his successors Bill Clinton, George W. Bush, and Barack Obama all continued his legacy to some degree. Carrying out missions to liberalize developing countries, former communist governments, and states with authoritarian leaders. Like most policies pushed by the ruling class of America, this was done without the consent of the American people. All three presidents campaigned as foreign policy realists who wouldn’t make it their job to remake the world, but all of them ended up doing just that.


    Clinton campaigned on “it’s the economy, stupid,” promising to that if elected he would differ from Bush Sr. by focusing on domestic issues such as healthcare and increasing wages.146 He even vowed to cut defense spending because the Cold War was over and spend the money on social programs. The idea was so outrageous to Cold Warriors and neoconservatives that former President Richard Nixon wrote an op-ed in The New York Times opposing the cuts.147


    Yet when he entered the Oval Office, all the promises he made to the American people were left at the door. While Clinton did slash defense spending in his first term by about 15 percent,148 it wasn’t nearly as dramatic as the cuts he promised by President Clinton and his then secretary of defense Leslie Aspin. Over the five fiscal years from 1994 to 1998, the Clinton administration spent $1.3 trillion on Pentagon spending.


    Despite the cuts to spending, Clinton engaged in military adventurism around the world. He expanded NATO to include Poland, Hungary, and the Czech Republic and for a time, he continued America’s humanitarian mission in Somalia that ended with the death of eighteen American soldiers. Clinton also spent billions of peace dividends meant for Americans on missions to Haiti, Saudi Arabia, Kuwait, Bosnia, the former Yugoslavia, a second mission in Somalia, and Kosovo. Clinton also occasionally launched missiles into Iraq, Afghanistan, and Sudan.149


    Clinton imposed harsh food sanctions on Iraq that starved nearly half a million Iraqi children to death. Osama bin Laden cited these sanctions as one of the reasons to declare war against the United States.150


    The president that promised to reinvest peace dividends on social programs to help poor Americans was spending billions of dollars annually on peacekeeping missions around the world.


    Perhaps one of Clinton’s worst foreign policy decisions was when his administration allowed them to bill the Pentagon for the cost of these mergers and acquisitions.151 These mergers meant that there were fewer defense companies absorbing a larger share of government contracts. Companies like Lockheed Martin are now so big that they have the ability through their huge government connections to make it very difficult for any future Congress to slash defense spending. That all happened under Clinton.


    George W. Bush was a lot like Clinton in the respect that he promised voters a humble foreign policy and attacked the Clinton administration over their efforts to nation-build.


    Even before the terrorist attacks on September 11, 2001, it looked like Bush would never deliver on those promises. From the start of his administration, he filled his cabinet with war hawks and neocons like Dick Cheney, Donald Rumsfeld, Paul Wolfowitz, Douglas Feith, and John Bolton—a group of people Colin Powell described as “fucking crazies!”152 With men like that running the administration, there’s very little chance that America was going to pursue a humble foreign policy even if 9/11 had not happened.


    After September 11, the neocons running the White House had carte blanche to commit America to fight their wars to liberalize the world. Along the way, they even converted Bush to acceptance and support of the broader neoconservative worldview.


    Bush’s second inaugural might as well have been his baptism where the president fully embraced a neoconservative ideology.


    “So, it is the policy of the United States to seek and support the growth of democratic movements and institutions in every nation and culture, with the ultimate goal of ending tyranny in our world,” Bush said to the American public, “The great objective of ending tyranny is the concentrated work of generations. The difficulty of the task is no excuse for avoiding it. America’s influence is not unlimited, but fortunately for the oppressed, America’s influence is considerable, and we will use it confidently in freedom’s cause.”153


    In that speech, the same president who attacked the Clinton administration for the efforts in nation-building and promised a humble foreign policy betrayed everything he promised his voters in 2000. Bush vowed that generations of Americans would spend their blood and treasure fighting for the freedom of people on foreign land that did not ask for it, did not want it, and in many cases would hate America for imposing it on them. Bush described Iraq, Iran, and North Korea as the axis of evil and neoconservatives used the term ‘Islamofascism’ to describe the ideology they were opposing.


    This choice of language signified that the war on terror was a religious war to the neoconservatives. It was no longer about preventing another 9/11, but a holy war against evil itself.


    The Republican Party and conservative movement especially became drunk on this ideology. Their ideologic hubris infected nearly the entire conservative movement during this time period. Prominent conservative writers advocated for war across the world: National Review’s Jonah Goldberg wrote that America should colonize Africa,154 Norman Podhoretz authored an op-ed titled “The Case for Bombing Iran,”155 and David Frum wrote that any Republican opposing the Iraq War was an unpatriotic conservative.156


    Those unpatriotic conservatives who vocally opposed the invasion of Iraq like Pat Buchanan, Robert Novak, Justin Raimondo, Llewellyn Rockwell, and Samuel Francis were marginalized by mainstream Conservative Inc. To be part of the Republican Party during the age of Bush, you needed to subscribe to the war party mentality.


    Nearly everything the neoconservatives promised the American public about the Iraq War turned out to be untrue: Saddam did not have stockpiles of weapons of mass destruction;157 Americans were not greeted as liberators;158 insurgency was not in its last throes,159 rebuilding Iraq did not cost American taxpayers only $1.7 billion,160 Iraq did not help al-Qaeda161 and by May 1, 2001, the mission was not accomplished.162


    The lies, falsehoods, and visions of a new world order cost America more than 36,000 dead and wounded and $2 trillion.163164


    While the plans surrounding the invasion and occupation of Iraq had their shortcomings, the problem ultimately was with the neoconservative foreign policy. It is impossible to export democracy to people who are not willing to accept it. A 2019 study published in Nature Human Behavior found that cultural changes lead to democracy rather than the neoconservative philosophy that forcing democratic institutions on people will lead to changes in the culture. The presence of democratic institutions did not predict any substantive changes in the measured cultural values, the study found. These results hold accounting for other factors, including gross domestic product per capita and non-independence between nations due to shared cultural ancestry. Cultural values lead to, rather than follow, the emergence of democracy.165


    Americans had reservations about several military interventions including Clinton’s engagements in Haiti, Bosnia, Kosovo, Liberia, and Somalia.166 However, Americans overwhelmingly supported the war in Afghanistan and Iraq when they started.167,168 Their shell shock over the 9/11 attacks and fears of terrorism drove their support for the Bush doctrine, but as the war continued year after year, the American public soured on Bush and his war.


    They voted for a Democratic Congress in 2006 and in 2008, elected Barack Obama, who like Bush and Clinton before him, ran as a peace candidate who opposed the Iraq War since its beginning—unlike his neocon opponents Hillary Clinton and John McCain.


    Quickly after he was elected, Obama echoed the beliefs of George W. Bush with a speech in the Grand Hall of Cairo University, “I do have an unyielding belief that all people yearn for certain things: the ability to speak your mind and have a say in how you are governed; confidence in the rule of law and the equal administration of justice; government that is transparent and doesn’t steal from the people; the freedom to live as you choose. These are not just American ideas; they are human rights. And that is why we will support them everywhere.”169


    Needless to say, that’s not what all people believe; that is the incoherent ideology of neoconservatives, neoliberals, and globalists and has led to two decades of war, military intervention, and nation-building. Humans are naturally tribal and are in a constant struggle for power and security; they value those bonds over the hollow principles of humanistic brotherhood.


    Just like Clinton and Bush, Obama backtracked on his commitments to end the wars and pull back from his predecessors’ assault on civil liberties. Obama’s administration increased the surveillance on American citizens, outpaced Bush on targeted killings using drone strikes,170 supported a failed surge in Afghanistan,171 overthrew Gaddafi in Libya turning it into a failed state, removed troops from Iraq only to send them to fight ISIS,172 funded organizations affiliated with al-Qaeda,173 was complicit in a Saudi-led genocide in Yemen,174 and ran a covert CIA operation to overthrow the government of Syria.175


    After nearly a quarter of a century of the American people electing presidents who campaigned against nation-building and war, the United States had commitments to defend more than sixty countries in case of an invasion and had hundreds of military bases around the globe.


    By 2016, Americans had enough of the neocons, the wars, and the nation-building.


    A Pew Research poll taken in May 2016 found that a plurality of Republicans and Independents believed the United States did too much to try and help solve world problems.176 That same poll found that 57 percent of Americans including 62 percent of Republicans wanted the world to deal with their own problems and 69 percent believed the US should concentrate more on their own national problems. Nearly one in three Trump supporters even soured on NATO, saying it had been bad for the US.


    The elites were so tone-deaf to this shift among voters that they believed Trump destroyed his campaign by attacking the legacy of George W. Bush and the Iraq War during a South Carolina Republican debate.177


    During that debate, Trump launched into a series of condemnations against neocons and the legacy of George W. Bush. Trump called the Iraq War a big, fat mistake and said Bush lied to launch the invasion.178 Although establishment figures in the GOP circled the wagons to support Bush and the war, even veterans, who make up a huge portion of the South Carolina Republican voting bloc, were beginning to think that the war was a mistake.179


    According to one poll on the 2016 primary election, veterans favored the two most anti-war candidates running for office—Senator Bernie Sanders and Trump in their respected parties.180


    In their endless pursuit of liberal hegemony, the war party of Bush, Clinton, Bush, and Obama helped create the political movement that nominated and then elected Trump. For more than two decades, voters cast ballots for the candidate who promised to forge a new normal and focus on domestic policy instead of foreign intervention. The entrenched bureaucracy and military-industrial complex refused to allow voters’ wishes, so in the end, they just decided to go with the man who would blow up the entire system if it meant ending the wars for liberalism.


    Gaddafi’s Revenge


    National populism in Europe also experience a surge because of the Western countries’ military adventurism, but it was much different than the one experienced in America.


    Because of its geographical position, it’s generous welfare states, and a political class that sought to remake the continent, Europe was the prime location for refugees. To wealthy Europeans living in gated communities and detached from the middle and working classes, the influx of these refugees was an opportunity to show compassion, and in some cases, it allowed them to prove to the world that Europe had evolved past its history of wars and prejudice. Middle and working-class Europeans didn’t feel the same, as they had to deal with the economic and social burden of taking waves of poor people from vastly different cultures, some of whom had criminal intentions.


    After experiencing the cost of neoliberal compassion, European voters in country after country turned to national populist candidates.


    The tiny country of Switzerland experienced this during the late ’90s as it had to grapple with hundreds of thousands of refugees fleeing Yugoslavia and Kosovo. A series of ethnic wars produced a massive wave of refugees into Central Europe. Between 1992 to 1995, Switzerland took over 24,000 Bosnian refugees.181 When the Kosovo War began in 1998 between Yugoslavia and Kosovo separatists backed by NATO, over 850,000 Kosovo Albanians were displaced. 182 Switzerland took in over 53,000 Kosovar refugees in response, the highest of any country per capita in Western Europe.183


    The flood of refugees came at a large financial and social cost to Switzerland. At the time, the Swiss economy was not in great shape: they had a record-level 7 percent unemployment rate184 and the thousands of people settling into the country every month did not make the situation easier.


    Economics aside, there was also a cultural and criminal aspect to the wave of refugees that put Swiss voters on edge. Immigrants from Yugoslavia were not new to Switzerland; they had been coming over for decades as low-skilled workers. Culturally, however, many of them were Muslim and very difficult to integrate into Swiss society. The addition of tens of thousands more through the refugee program furthered cultural anxiety. Yugoslavians remain one of the least popular immigrant groups in Switzerland—along with Turks, Arabs, and Germans.185


    Part of the reason that the Swiss people had such a negative opinion of immigrants and refugees from Yugoslavia, especially from Albania, is because they had much higher levels of criminality than native Swiss. A 2010 study conducted by the Federal Statistical Office found that young men who immigrated from Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, and Macedonia had a crime rate about 230 percent higher than native Swiss, while young men from Serbia and Montenegro were about 310 percent higher.186


    In the 1999 federal election, the national populist Swiss People’s Party (SVP) led by Christoph Blocher campaigned on reforming the asylum laws that had flooded Switzerland with refugees. He also rallied around a message of protecting the Swiss identity, opposing its membership into the United Nations and the EU, reducing the number of foreign residents, protecting jobs for the Swiss people, and rejecting multiculturalism.187


    This message of nationalism resonated throughout the country; not only did Blocher do well in the SVP’s strongholds in the suburbs of Zürich, but also among voters who had typically opposed the SVP, including white-collar voters, self-employed professionals, and those living in the French-speaking parts of the country.188


    After all the votes were counted, the SVP won the largest number of votes in Switzerland with 22.6 percent. In the following election in 2003, the SVP became the largest political party in Switzerland for the first time in history and continues to hold a plurality of seats in the National Council to this day.


    Swiss voters’ demands for tighter asylum laws didn’t end with those two elections; they voted in favor of amendments to their constitution in 2006 by a margin of 68 to 32 percent and again in 2013 by an even larger margin of 79 to 21 percent.189


    Swiss citizens also voted for a referendum during the height of the refugee crisis to streamline the process, cut down on wait time, and offer free legal advice from those fleeing Syria.190 They also voted less than a month later to give the SVP the largest proportion of the vote that any single party has obtained since Switzerland’s creation of proportional representation in 1919.191


    With an even greater share of the vote, the SVP passed further restrictions for asylum seekers in December of 2018.192


    The Swiss experience with a massive wave of refugees should have been a warning sign to leaders around Europe. Despite compassionate Europeans desire to help those in a less fortunate situation than themselves, too many refugees created a national populist backlash. The largest party in Switzerland swung from the pro-European and anti-capitalist Social Democratic Party to the national populist SVP in a matter of eight years.


    It also should have warned against destabilizing poor countries in the surrounding areas. The civil war led by separatists in Yugoslavia and Kosovo led to the destabilization and a mass exodus of refugees to wealthier countries, thus causing the rise of national populism in Central Europe. It seems like a simple enough understanding of the way of the world to the average person.


    Yet it came as a total surprise to the political elite that NATO allies intervening in the Libyan Civil War and America funding rebel groups in Syria could create another refugee crisis and national populist uprising like in Switzerland. Only this time, the European refugee crisis would lead to a national populist revolution on steroids.


    The chain of events that would lead to the 2015 European refugee crisis started with the Arab Spring in the winter of 2010 when a man named Mohamed Bouazizi set himself on fire to protest the government of Tunisia. Protests hit nearly every country in the Middle East and North Africa. They ranged from minor demonstrations and concessions by the government, as was the case in Saudi Arabia to full out civil wars and coups d’état in Egypt, Yemen, Algeria, Tunisia, Iraq and, most importantly, Syria and Libya.


    Libya’s civil war began to unfold on February 15, 2011, when protestors demanded that the nation’s long-reigning dictator Muammar Gaddafi step down from power. Two days later, protestors held a Day of Revolt and Gaddafi responded by having his military and police murder more than a dozen of them.193


    As the days passed, protests continued and turned increasingly violent as Gaddafi ordered his artillery, helicopter gunships, and security forces to kill protestors.194 By February 20, protestors started capturing military barracks as members of Gaddafi’s army began turning on the dictator. The civilian death toll continued to climb by the end of the first week as Gaddafi ordered airstrikes on funeral processions.


    Gaddafi began giving speeches on state television vowing to fight to the death195 as he desperately clung to power. Rebels began taking control of eastern Libya and in the suburbs of Tripoli.


    With the body count rising and Gaddafi vowing to fight to the bitter end, the EU called for an investigation by the UN Security Council over human rights violations. Just two days later, the UN Security Council unanimously passed Resolution 1970 on February 26, condemning Gaddafi’s use of lethal force and imposing sanctions on the country.196


    On February 27, US Secretary of State Hillary Clinton announced that the US would offer any kind of assistance to help the rebels overthrow Gaddafi.197 The following day, British Prime Minister David Cameron proposed a no-fly zone over Libya to prevent Gaddafi’s air force from killing civilians.198 By March 1, Australian Minister of Defense Stephen Smith also weighed in that Australia was considering a military option against Gaddafi.199


    Gaddafi’s forces-built momentum over the next two weeks, regaining rebel-controlled towns in eastern Libya. By March 17th Libyan forces began to close in on Benghazi, one of the rebels’ strongholds.


    Fearing that a massacre was imminent, a coalition of NATO allies led initially by France200 began attacking Gaddafi’s forces around Benghazi. On March 23, NATO allies including the US, UK, Canada, Italy, Denmark, and Norway launched Operation Unified Protector, creating a no-fly zone and arms embargo on Libya.


    The series of attacks on Gaddafi’s forces were able to cripple them and gave the rebels an upper hand. The attacks continued even after Gaddafi’s forces no longer posed a threat to civilians in Benghazi. Though they insisted the mission was about saving the lives of civilians, it was very clear that they would stop short at nothing but regime change.


    A 2016 examination conducted by the House of Commons’ bipartisan Foreign Affairs Committee found that the NATO allies’ premise for the military intervention was based on faulty information and no one in the government carried a proper inquiry to look at the claims that Gaddafi was preparing to genocide his own people. “We have seen no evidence that the UK Government carried out a proper analysis of the nature of the rebellion in Libya,” the report stated. “UK strategy was founded on erroneous assumptions and an incomplete understanding of the evidence.”201


    The report found that although Gaddafi did kill some civilians, the threat of a massacre was overstated by Western governments and rebel groups and had little intelligence backing up their claims. It also stated that the governments ignored information coming through that these rebel groups had become infiltrated with Islamic extremists and the bombing campaign gave them the opportunity to build an operation in Libya.


    While Muammar Gaddafi certainly threatened violence against those who took up arms against his rule, this did not necessarily translate into a threat to everyone in Benghazi, the report stated. In short, the scale of the threat to civilians was presented with unjustified certainty.


    It pointed out that in the towns Gaddafi reclaimed from the rebels he hadn’t massacred civilians; for example, when Gaddafi forces retook the city of Misrata, just 1 percent of people killed in the battle were women and children.


    The report also stated that the allies’ mission was clearly to topple Gaddafi and not to just protect civilians. When the French began to attack Gaddafi’s troops outside of Benghazi, they retreated forty miles from the city, yet that was the beginning of coalition bombings. If the primary object of the coalition intervention was the urgent need to protect civilians in Benghazi, then this objective was achieved in less than 24 hours, the reported noted.


    Certain political figures including US Secretary of State Hillary Clinton, UN Ambassador Samantha Powers, British Prime Minister David Cameron, British Foreign Secretary William Hague, British Defense Minister Liam Fox, French President Nicolas Sarkozy, as well as several others used the opportunity to advance their ultimate goal of regime change. France, in particular, saw it as an opportunity to increase its influence in North Africa and gain a greater share of Libyan oil production.


    None of these allied nations had learned any lessons from the War in Iraq or had any thoughts about who would replace Gaddafi. The then US permanent representative to NATO Ivo Daalder and the then supreme allied commander of Europe James Stavridis stated, “NATO’s operation in Libya has rightly been hailed as a model intervention.”202


    In August of 2011, rebel forces took control of Tripoli. In October 2011, Gaddafi was found hiding in a drainage pipe and was killed by his captors, who beat, sodomized, and then shot him to death as he begged for his life.203


    After Gaddafi, Libya became a war-torn nightmare. The nation’s GDP dropped from $75 billion in 2010 to just over $41 billion in 2014, and according to the report by the House of Commons, nearly 50 percent of Libya’s 6.3 million people had been impacted by the civil war and political instability and 2.4 million required some form of humanitarian assistance.204 Post-Gaddafi Libya became a safe haven for slavery, ISIS, human smuggling, and arms trading.


    The NATO allies turned Libya into a failed state. In 2016, President Obama described the situation in Libya as a shit show.205


    Yet Libya wasn’t the only nation the Western governments were actively pushing for regime change.


    The Arab Spring also impacted the Syrian government led by Bashar al-Assad. From the very beginning, Western leaders including Obama, Sarkozy, German Chancellor Angela Merkel, and Cameron called on Assad to resign, but of course, he resisted.


    A civil war broke out and by the summer of 2012, Obama at the request of Israeli President Benjamin Netanyahu and Jordanian King Abdullah II began a multibillion-dollar covert program to arm and train the Syrian rebels.206 The operation was given the name Timber Sycamore and it served as the centerpiece for President Obama’s strategy for regime change in the country.207


    The operation was run by the Military Operations Command (MOC) in Jordan, where Americans would train Syrian rebels and the Saudis would supply them with weapons, although that quickly changed and the US started also supplying them with arms.


    At first, this was a highly effective operation; the Syrian rebels won a series of battles in Northern Syria, which allowed them to advance deep into the nation’s interior. According to one report, rebels trained and armed by Timber Sycamore were responsible for killing or wounding about one hundred thousand soldiers in Assad’s military.208


    Problems quickly arose however, as some of the Syria-backed members were allied with the al- Qaeda-linked al-Nusra Front. As the American-backed militants gained ground in Northern Syria, so did the al-Qaeda-backed Islamists. The advancement of al-Nusra became the justification for Putin to begin bombing rebels in Syria.209


    There were further complications as Jordanians began selling the American weapons that were flooding into their country on the black market.210 Some of those weapons made it to arms dealers, who sold them to ISIS militants, who then used them to kill American-backed rebels.211 To say it was a disaster is an understatement.


    Syria’s civil war became a proxy war for the United States, Russia, and Iran. All sides had vested interest in winning the war, which meant keeping it going and propping up various militias throughout the country, including radical Islamic extremists. The creation of ISIS and its series of military successes only worsened the situation and the war dragged on for over eight years, killing an estimated 470,000 people212 and turning 5.6 million more into refugees.213


    Caught in the mix of the Arab Spring, the proxy war in Syria and the failed state in Libya were the millions upon millions of young, poor, and desperate Muslims who saw Europe as an opportunity to start a new life.


    Before the Arab Spring, Europeans had been accepting between two and three hundred thousand asylum seekers annually between 2008 and 2012. 214 Illegal border crossing into Europe had been relatively minimal at about 78,000 in the year 2012,215 in part because of an agreement reached by the Libyan government with Italy to act as a buffer between millions of African refugees and Europe.216 Italy struck a deal with the dictator in 2004 to accept Africans deported from Italian territories217 and the EU made an arrangement with Gaddafi in 2008 to offer him $500 million in exchange for keeping migrants out of Europe. All in all, for more than twenty years, Gaddafi received over $5 billion to prevent a migrant crisis and for the most part, he kept his end of the deal.


    When Gaddafi was deposed in 2011, the migrants had no one left to stop them and the number of people crossing illegally through Central Mediterranean routes went from forty-five thousand in 2013 to over 170,000 in 2014.


    The main port of entry, however, was in Greece. From 2014 to 2015, the number of Syrians displaced by the civil war more than doubled from 1.55 million to 3.9 million218 and when refugees discovered the fastest way to Europe was through the Eastern Mediterranean route, they began crossing into the country with the aid of human smugglers.


    According to the EU, human smugglers made at least five billion dollars in 2015 alone219 bringing asylum seekers into Europe. Greece’s neighbor Turkey turned a blind eye to the whole thing but was very well aware of the billion-dollar human trafficking operation in their country.220


    Europeans were completely unprepared for the humanitarian and national security crisis at their feet and worked to simply manage rather than curtail the millions of people making their way to Europe.


    Then on September 2, pictures of Alan Kurdi, a three-year-old Syrian boy who drowned when he was being illegally transported to Greece, emerged. The picture of the lifeless boy on the beaches of Turkey went worldwide and gave an innocent face to all peoples attempting to cross into Europe. The boy’s picture went viral and was splashed on the cover of nearly every major newspaper in the EU. It became a rallying cry that something had to be done to deal with the humanitarian crisis in Syria.


    So, in response, politicians did what they do best and overreacted.


    On September 5, three days after Kurdi’s body was discovered, German Chancellor Angela Merkel announced she was opening her nation’s floodgates. The German government would not stop anyone from seeking asylum in their borders. “The right to political asylum has no limits on the number of asylum seekers,” Merkel said, “As a strong, economically healthy country we have the strength to do what is necessary.”221


    The Austrian chancellor also announced that same day that Austria would assist the migrants, including those that had been held in Hungary, by busing them into Germany.222 Croatia, which up to that point had refused to build a border wall to protect itself from the waves of migrants,223 announced that they were ready to help people fleeing violence.224 Macedonia allowed migrants to have three-day asylum permits to allow them to travel to Germany or Sweden.225


    Germany’s decision to have open borders, however compassionate it seemed at the time, created a crisis of epic proportion. More than 5 million people from the Middle East and Africa made their way to Europe in 2015 and 2016, using both legal asylum applications as well as illegally crossing the border.226 A poll taken in October of 2015 of seven EU countries found that while most Europeans felt the EU had a duty to help refugees fleeing war, a majority of citizens in France, Italy, Netherlands, UK, and Denmark believed there were already too many immigrants in their country.227 Even one-third of Germans agreed with that opinion.


    In the aftermath of Merkel’s announcement, the borders of Greece and Italy were flooded with desperate people from around the third world attempting to make their way to Europe. More than ten thousand people left Turkey for Greece daily.


    Some European leaders immediately regretted Merkel’s decision and put in place barriers to stop the flow of migrants through their country, threatening the EU’s Schengen Agreement. By October 2015, Austria started erecting a border fence with Slovenia228 and in January began slashing the number of asylum claims, much to the outrage of the EU.229 Hungary closed its border with Croatia230 and sealed its border with Serbia with razor wire.231 In January 2016, Denmark introduced border controls with Germany.232 The UK built a mile-long border fence across from the French migrant camp in Calais.233


    European governments were left attempting to play catch-up, trying to figure out how to process and handle the millions of people arriving at their shore and the millions more who were planning on coming.


    NATO allies’ decision to intervene in Libya and Syria helped manifest a humanitarian and national security crisis. Add this to the fact that the number of Islamic terrorist attacks attempted or successfully carried out in Europe between 2014 and 2015 increased from two to seventeen and the number of victims killed by Islamic terrorist attacks skyrocketed by more than 350 percent between those two years.234


    This created an electoral backlash against establishment parties throughout Europe as voters flocked to national populist parties that promised a reduction in immigrants, tighter borders, and a more aggressive stance against terrorism.


    In 2016 and 2017, national populist parties made electoral gains in Austria, Germany, Hungary, the Netherlands, France, and most importantly in Italy, where Matteo Salvini turned a separatist party into the largest right-wing party in the nation.


    “Italians first,” Salvini declared in a television interview just six weeks before the 2018 election.235 At a campaign stop, he declared that the refugee crisis brought criminals to Italy, “Guys, we have imported a few good people, but there has also been a tide of delinquents and I want to send them home, from the first to the last. We are packed with drug dealers, rapists, burglars—and the League is the solution.”236 Salvini’s nearly singular focus on immigration and the migrant crisis forced more moderate right-wing parties to also embrace his position.237


    On March 4, 2018, Salvini’s party Lega received 17.35 percent of the vote, quadruple the number from the 2013 election, making it the largest conservative party in Italy.238 Exit polls showed that unlike other nationalist parties, Lega did better among female voters than male and among voters under thirty than over sixty-five years old.239


    Italian voters no longer believed that the center-right party Forza Italia that governed Italy from 2006 to 2013 could secure their borders and stop the flood of refugees reaching their shore. A whopping 41 percent of voters who supported Forza Italia in 2013 switched to Lega in 2018, while just 33 percent decided to stick with Forza. Lega became the new center of the political right in Italy.


    Salvini has gone on to be one of the biggest headaches for European leaders like France’s Emmanuel Macron and presents another challenge to the EU.


    What their politicians failed to realize is that they created the opportunity for Salvini to rise in the polls. It’s arguable that the migrant crisis that led Salvini to political relevancy was created by the same people who despise him. American and European elites who pushed for foreign policy adventurism in Libya, Syria, and Iraq helped fuel the migrant crisis240 which helped elevate national populist politicians across Europe.

  


  
    Chapter 4


    Illegal Immigration


    Illegal immigration affects nations on every continent on the globe, from the Congolese living illegally in Angola to the Bangladeshis living without documents in India to the Mexican population living in the United States. It is an innate human characteristic for people to move to a place where they perceive they’ll be better off. Likewise, humans of all races, creeds, and nationalities expect their governments to protect their interests from noncitizens and foreign governments.


    The major difference with illegal immigration across the world is some nations are very proactive in restricting illegal immigration and enforcing the rule of law, while others aren’t.


    As mentioned above, the African nation of Angola has had a huge illegal alien population mostly coming from the Republic of Congo. Over the years, Angola’s government has launched controversial but effective measures that deported hundreds of thousands of illegal aliens in a matter of weeks. Most recently in 2018, when 380,000 Congolese were deported in less than a month.241 In 2019, they continued their campaign and expelled over 1,400 foreign nationals in a week.242


    Though Angola has far fewer available resources than most Western nations that have large populations of illegal aliens, they have something most other countries don’t: political willpower. Where there’s political willpower, illegal immigration can be curbed. Where there’s no political resolve, it becomes a crisis as is the case in many Western countries.


    One example is America, where illegal immigration has become a multigenerational crisis. America spent about the same amount of money on immigration enforcement since the creation of the Department of Homeland Security in 2003243 as Angola’s entire GDP in 2018 and 2017 combined.244 Yet America’s illegal immigration crisis has only gotten worse.


    The American government estimates that there are about 12 million illegal aliens living in the United States,245 but multiple studies, including ones from Yale and MIT,246 Bear Stearns247, and Pulitzer Prize-winning journalists Donald Barlett and James Steele248 have all estimated that the official number is far too low. They all estimate that the number is probably between the 20 to 30 million range.


    Decade after decade, both Democrats and Republicans offered platitudes to voters as promised to fix this problem. The situation continued to get worse until a billionaire from New York offering up some of the most extreme rhetoric on illegal immigration became president because he made his hawkish immigration stance the cornerstone of his campaign.249 Americans just had enough, and they’re not alone.


    Illegal immigration brings together a large cross-section of voters because it ignites certain feelings of unfairness and is easy to understand when it comes to the rule of law. Voters are also worried that illegal immigrants are less likely to assimilate and more likely to commit crimes, bring in terrorism, and be dependent on government assistance.


    This animosity toward illegal immigration can occur regardless of the population of illegal immigrants living in a country. For example, voters in Chile saw a drastic rise in immigration throughout the 1990s and 2000s.250 Still, the overall number of foreign-born residents accounted for just 3 percent of the population. Despite the number being relatively low especially in comparison to countries in Europe and America, voters demanded that their government take action against illegal immigrants.251


    A poll taken in June 2017 found the Chileans soured on President Michelle Bachelet’s open borders policy with 57 percent of citizens saying the country should take drastic measures to exclude all illegal immigrants. 252 Chileans’ opinion of legal immigrants wasn’t much higher, with 40 percent believing that immigrants were taking jobs from natives, 41 percent believing they increased the level of crime, 34 percent believing that immigrants were good for the economy, and only 35 percent of Chileans believed that immigrants improved Chile by bringing new ideas and cultures.


    President Bachelet, a member of the Socialist Party, refused to do much on illegal immigration, which led to voters rejecting her party in the 2017 election. Her successor was the more conservative Sebastián Piñera, who campaigned on deporting illegal aliens. Once elected Piñera began deporting more than one thousand Haitians back to their native country on humanitarian flights253 and began tightening the laws around legal immigration.254


    Chile’s backlash against illegal immigration and their lack of acceptance of legal immigrants underscores the immense conflict immigration presents around the world. Most immigrants both legal and illegal were South American, they spoke the same language, had many similar customs, in some cases, shared a border and still received a political pushback once the population reached a certain threshold.


    So, it should come to no surprise that other nations facing illegal immigration from more diverse nations than their host countries experienced a more severe political pushback. This is the case in Australia, Italy, and Israel.


    Australia


    Australia, which has a skills-based legal immigration policy, has experienced waves of asylum seekers and illegal immigrants traveling to the country by boat since the end of the Vietnam War. By the time Middle Easterners started arriving in the early 2000s, Australians tolerance for boat people crumbled. A majority of Australians wanted all boats carrying asylum seekers turned back.255


    John Howard, a conservative politician leading the right-wing Liberal Party, campaigned on regaining control of Australia’s borders and immigration system. This campaign against illegal immigration was credited as the main reason why his party won in November 2001 election.256 “We will decide who comes to this country and the circumstances in which they come,” was his rallying cry at his campaign launch on October 28, 2001.257


    Under Howard, the Liberal Party passed a bill called the Pacific Solution that made it illegal to enter the country by sea. Boats were stopped at sea and forced to either head back to the ports which they came from, which most of them did, or to go to an offshore camp which would house them while their asylum claims were being processed. Australia sent more than 1,500 asylum seekers to these camps in Papa New Guinea and Naru in 2002 and 2003. The policy was so successful that it deterred a countless number of people from attempting to illegally make their way into the country. Only 140 asylum seekers reached Australia from 2002 to 2006.258


    That all changed when Australians voted for the left-wing Labor Party, led by Kevin Rudd, in 2007 and abandoned the Pacific Solution.


    The number of boat people landing on Australia doubled in a single year. By 2009 the number crossing into Australia was 400 percent higher than it had been in 2006 and that number tripled to 6,555 the year after, the highest number ever recorded.


    Even left-wing members of the Labor Party revolted against their leadership, who had abandoned the offshore camps. The media and voters turned hostile toward the Labor Party, who were blamed for enriching human smugglers. Labor’s poll numbers shrunk from 60 percent in December 2009 to just 46 percent in June 2010. 259 At that point, Labor voters had it and Rudd lost his party’s leadership to Julia Gillard, who became the nation’s new prime minister.


    Gillard changed gears, promising to take a more hardline approach to illegal immigration, especially when it came to human smugglers, whom she promised to smash.260 She tried hard to strike a careful balance between demonizing the smugglers and having sympathy for asylum seekers. It took years before she created one major reform making mainland Australia a migration zone, meaning that even if migrants landed in Australia, they would still be forced into detention facilities.261 By that point in 2013, more than twenty thousand migrants were arriving by boat to Australia’s shore in a single year.


    The new leader of the Liberal Party, Tony Abbott, used Gillard’s inability to handle the crisis as well as her new policy known as People’s Swap against her in the 2013 election. The People’s Swap deal was an agreement between Australia and Malaysia where over a four-year period, Australia would send over eight hundred unprocessed asylum seekers to Malaysia and in return, they would accept four thousand processed refugees.262 Abbott argued that Gillard had struck terrible deals and that no self-respecting country would allow itself to be a dumping ground for other countries’ problems.263


    Like so many populists, Abbott was able to convey to voters that Australia was being disrespected, taken advantage of and that their leaders had crafted a terrible five-for-one deal.


    Voters began to think that for the first time in Australia’s history, it was not in control of its own borders and the populist backlash was too much for the Labor Party. Their poll numbers sank and the far-left of their party were dissatisfied with Gillard’s handling of the situation. On June 26, 2013, she lost the leadership vote of her party to Rudd, who once again became prime minister.


    On September 7, Abbott’s Liberal Party and their National Coalition gained eighteen seats in Parliament, becoming the governing majority and polls showed that a majority of Australians wanted those arriving by boat to be treated more harshly.264


    Just eleven days after the election, Abbott’s government launched Operation Sovereign Borders (OSB) with the sole goal of stopping the boats. Under OSB, the Abbott government took a zero-tolerance position toward illegal boat arrivals and any asylum seekers who landed on Australia’s shore or were caught in Australian waters would have mandatory detention in one of their offshore facilities. Abbott’s government also worked with other countries like Indonesia to stop the mass migration of people.


    By November 2013, there was a 90 percent reduction in the number of people illegally crossing into Australia by boat.265 The number of boats that landed in Australia declined from three hundred in 2013 to just one in 2014, and zero arrived in 2015 and 2016.266


    OMB was a huge success for Abbott’s government and increased confidence that the Australian government could control its borders. With illegal immigration wiped out, Australians became more welcoming toward legal immigrants. A study by the Scanlon Foundation found that Australians became more accepting of foreigners, had greater trust in the government, and an increased sense of patriotism and social cohesion among both the native-born and recent immigrants.267 The poll also found that more than 35 percent of Australians still wanted the legal levels of immigration reduced.


    What most critics of Abbott’s OMB policy couldn’t understand was that the need to curb illegal immigration has nothing to do with xenophobia or racism and everything to do with trust in their government’s ability to protect their sovereignty. A world without borders or with just loose border control is a world with heightened tension and an increased lack of trust.


    Abbott’s ability to stop boatloads of migrants from coming into his country provided a huge boost to his party. Though he was personally a controversial figure and lost his party’s leadership in 2016, his National Coalition would go on to win federal elections in 2016 and 2019. Since OMB was successfully launched, illegal immigration in Australia has held steady at about 60,000 people who entered the country legally and then overstayed their visas.268269 The National Coalition has taken up steps to start curbing these illegals as well by pushing landlords, real estate agents, banks, employers, and daycare operators to verify visas and report illegals to the government.


    Italy


    The former Australian prime minister isn’t the only one who saw political success by stopping boats from entering their country. As mentioned in the chapter about foreign policy, Matteo Salvini rose to prominence after Western governments including the United State destabilized North Africa and the Middle East, creating one of the worst refugee crises in history. Salvini was able to make his party, which was formally a secessionist group located only in Northern Italy, the most popular nationwide in less than three years by tackling the issue of illegal immigration.


    During the 2018 election, Salvini and his Lega Party were almost laser-focused on the issues of migrants arriving in Italy by boat and deporting half a million illegal immigrants.270 His national populist rhetoric about putting Italy First and securing their borders resonated with parts of Italy where Lega had traditionally performed very badly.


    The migrant situation, however, had turned people against the EU, traditional parties, and establishment politicians.


    In 2016, Italy was the leading destination for migrants trying to come to Europe and by 2017, Italy received 67 percent of all the EU’s migrants.271 From 2014 to 2016, more than six hundred thousand migrants washed up on Italy’s shore from Africa with most attempting to make their way to Germany.


    It overwhelmed tiny towns in Sicily and Southern Italy that were already the most economically depressed areas of the country. Compounding the issue was several refugees committed a series of high-profile killings that rocked the country including the murders of Ashley Olsen,272 Vincenzo Solano, and Mercedes Ibáñez,273 Pamela Mastropietro,274 Desirée Mariottini,275 as well as the attempted killing of fifty-one children on board their school bus.276 There were also a number of high-profile rapes, robberies, and physical assaults that got the attention of the Italian newspapers and social media.


    An opinion poll taken by the newspaper la Repubblica found that in September 2017, 46 percent of Italians believed migrants represented a threat to their personal security, up from just 26 percent in 2012.277 A poll in 2018 found that 58 percent of Italians were fearful of migrants278 and 61 percent of Italians did not feel safe in their city.279


    A study commissioned by the Confcommercio-Imprese Per l’Italia, in December 2016 found that foreigners committed more crimes than native Italians, especially in wealthier regions in Northern Italy with illegal immigrants committing more crimes than legal immigrants. The study also found that the difference in crime rates between native Italians and foreigners leveled off once immigrants successfully assimilated into Italian society.280


    Salvini was one of the only politicians addressing these issues on the campaign trail with his promise to reinstate law and order won over thousands of new supporters. At an early rally in Rome in 2015, Salvini led an all-out assault against the establishment who were more concerned over what they deemed as a rise of fascism instead of the migrant crisis. “For tender-hearted journalists and leftists, the problem is 10 rightwing kids reading a pamphlet,” he said. “For me, the problem is the thousands of illegal immigrants stealing, raping and dealing drugs.”281


    Throughout the campaign, Salvini repeatedly promised voters that he would end the migrant crisis and deport illegal aliens who were making Italy unsafe. “Open doors in Italy for good people and a one-way ticket for those who come to Italy to create commotion and think they will be taken care of. “Send them home” will be one of our top priorities,” he said.282


    Part of his charm was his willingness to go against the grain, speaking to voters with an anti-elitist and politically incorrect vernacular that they understood. “(I’ll be eating) six kilos of polenta with ossobuco (tonight)…I won’t say salami or pork because some may get offended. Long live sausage! Long live salami! Long live pork, coppa and pancetta,” Salvini said to a cheering crowd in the northeastern city of Padua.283 Though this may seem unimportant, it was a slight against elitists who claimed Italy must change its culture in order to be sensitive to Muslim migrants who, among other things, do not eat pork.


    Refusing to be politically correct was an important characteristic of Salvini. He mastered social media, posting on Facebook an average of ten times per day about how the elites were refusing to address mass immigration and the refugee crisis.


    “A 25-year-old girl was attacked in the Milan train station, saving herself from RAPE only through use of pepper spray, Salvini wrote on his Facebook. The rapist was arrested today, let’s hope this time he finds a judge who keeps him in prison for years. P.S. I am not allowed to tell you that the rapist is Nigerian, an illegal immigrant with a criminal record, or I will be accused of RACISM.”


    At the same time, Salvini was willing to be as bombastic as possible, Italy’s left-wing parties were eating each other alive. The ruling Democratic Party (PD) struck a deal to fund migrant camps in Italy and train members of the Libyan coast guard to stop migrant vessels. The move slightly reduced the number of boats leaving Libya, but not enough to calm Italians’ general panic over the situation. At the same time, progressives in Italy’s government slammed the move stating it was opposed to their humanitarian values.284


    Italy’s progressive politicians’ infighting allowed for Salvini to gain the support of some of their voters who thought their party’s leadership was being too weak on the migration issue. What Salvini understood was that while newspaper editors, academics, and elitists in Rome hated him, the people agreed with his positions on immigration, even if they weren’t willing to say so out loud.


    Italians had concerns over the direction of the country and where it was going culturally, politically, and economically. Everyday Italians felt that they were becoming divorced from the nation they grew up in. A study released directly after the 2018 Italian national election found that 73 percent of Italians believed that traditional parties and politicians did not care about people like them, 53 percent thought Italy had become weak, and 59 percent said they felt Italian culture was disappearing.285


    And while most Italians believed in the principles of asylum and a plurality felt warm toward migrants themselves, 57 percent of Italians believed immigration had a negative impact on their country. An additional 42 percent believed that refugees posed a major security threat and 44 percent believed that immigrants were not making-an-attempt to integrate into Italian society. A whopping 40 percent believed that most of the migrants could never integrate because Italian identity was incompatible with Islam.


    On election day, Salvini’s Lega Party overperformed what pollsters had estimated and received 17.4 percent of the vote becoming the largest right-wing party in Italy. As mentioned in chapter one, Italy’s right-wing coalition created a government with the left-wing populist Five Star Movement and Salvini was named Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of the Interior, which put him in charge of displaced persons and internal security.


    Salvini was sworn into his new positions on June 1 and began immediately working to fulfill his campaign promises on immigration. On June 10, Salvini announced that he was closing Italy’s ports to nongovernment organizations (NGOs) carrying migrants on boats attempting to dock in the country.286


    “From today, even Italy is beginning to say no [to migrants],” Salvini tweeted in defiance of the NGOs seeking to bring migrants into his country.287


    A week later, Salvini proposed conducting a census of Roma people (gypsies) living in Italy to see how many of an estimated 180,000 were capable of being deported, but he received pushback from the prime minister and was ultimately forced to abandon the idea.288


    By fall, the Council of Ministers and the Italian Parliament approved several pieces of legislation backed by Salvini to better enforce immigration law and deter illegal immigration. The Salvini decree suspended the refugee application to anyone deemed socially dangerous or anyone who had a prior criminal record.289 That following month, the legislature overwhelmingly passed a bill ending the practice of giving out asylum on humanitarian grounds and increased funding to law enforcement.290 Weeks later, the Italian government handed another victory to Salvini by refusing to ratify the UN’s pact of migration.291


    Salvini’s war against NGOs continued throughout 2019 when the deputy prime minister refused to allow boats filled with migrants to dock in Italy and increased the fine on NGOs that refused to adhere to Italian law to one million Euros.292 When a thirty-one-year-old German NGO ship captain named Carola Rackete decided to ram police boats and dock anyway, she was arrested and became the main target of Salvini’s. When she filed a lawsuit against Salvini for defamation, he stood defiant and tweeted, “She breaks laws and attacks Italian military vessels, and then she sues me. I’m not afraid of the Mafia, let alone a rich and spoiled communist!”293 By August of 2019, German NGOs announced they were no longer challenging Salvini’s policy of closing ports off to migrants, choosing instead to bring them to Malta.294


    His refusal to back down only cemented his support among Italian citizens, who began to flock to Salvini throughout the end of 2018 and the beginning of 2019. A poll taken in January 2019 found that a majority (51 percent) of Italians agreed with Salvini’s approach of preventing any boats from landing on Italian shores.295


    After years of politicians unable to deliver on their campaign pledges, Salvini was a breath of fresh air. He was one of the few Italian politicians who could take credit for delivering on his promise to cut down on migrants entering Italy. Only 964 migrants arrived in Italy during the month of September 2018, the first time less than a thousand migrants arrived in a single month in over four years. A mere 2,755 migrants arrived in Italy from January 1 to July 1, 2019, a monumental reduction from the year prior, when 18,645 arrived between January to August 2018.296, 297


    By the end of July, Salvini’s party was the most popular in Italy, with pollsters stating that nearly 39 percent of Italian voters would support Lega in the next election.


    Italy’s populist coalition government collapsed in August 2019, yet Salvini’s immigration agenda was so popular that the Five Star Movement’s Luigi Di Maio demanded that any new government must maintain Salvini’s security decree.298


    Israel


    It wasn’t all migrants arriving by boat that triggered a national populist backlash; Israel experienced a wave of illegal immigrants coming from Africa in the mid-to-late 2000s and early 2010s that caused Israel to build a wall along their border with Egypt.


    Throughout the early 2000s, Israel experienced a small but steady number of illegal aliens entering their country with the hopes of improving their financial situation. For the most part, the Israeli government turned a blind eye, given that the figures were so low.299 Prime Minister Ariel Sharon floated the idea of building a barrier on part of the border to stop Palestinians from moving between the two countries to bring in contraband, especially weapons.300


    In January 2007, a terrorist crossed over from Egypt and blew himself up at a bakery in the city of Eilat, killing three people and awakening Israeli citizens to the growing threat of their porous border.


    By 2010, the increased threat of terrorism and the rising number of illegal aliens crossing into Israel started a major backlash and pushed politicians to embrace Sharon’s idea of a border wall. Illegal immigration soared during this time period; according to Israel’s Interior and Justice Departments, 26,635 Africans illegally immigrated to the Jewish State by July 2010.301 That number ballooned to sixty thousand by 2012,302 with most being refugees from the war-torn countries of Sudan and Eritrea.303 Although the number was relatively low, making up less than 5 percent of Israel’s population, Netanyahu’s government didn’t allow the numbers to spike further before taking bold action.


    On January 12, 2010, the Israeli government approved the construction of two fences on seventy-five miles of the Egyptian border.304 Construction started that November but given the immense number of Africans moving through the area, the Israeli government upgraded the wall across 245 miles of the Egyptian border with radar and motion detectors. This idea was inconceivable just a few years prior when Sharon was in office.


    While the wall was under construction, Israel had to decide how they would handle the approximately sixty thousand illegal immigrants living in the country. While the Israeli government insisted they were economic migrants looking for work or, as some in Netanyahu’s administration called them, infiltrators, international organizations like the United Nations insisted that 90 percent were genuine refugees Under the United Nations Convention relating to the Status of Refugees, which Israel is a signatory of, Israel could not forcibly remove refugees to a place of persecution.305 Without the ability to deport them, the Israeli government held most of them without a long-term status. Israel has a slow and strict refugee policy, much more stringent than countries in North America and Europe: of the 13,764 Sudanese and Eritreans who applied for refugee status, only ten were formally given that designation.


    With most illegal aliens sitting in limbo, many migrated to South Tel Aviv, which caused a near-instant backlash among residents who saw their arrival in the thousands correlate with a rising crime rate. Israelis began calling South Tel Aviv, where many migrants resided, Soweto which was the site of an uprising in South Africa.306


    Residents of South Tel Aviv’s fear of migrants bringing crime was not unfounded. According to government data, there was a 23 percent increase in crimes committed by foreigners from 2011 to 2012 just as the number of illegal aliens crossing into Israel was hitting its apex.307 The number of cases where crimes were committed by foreigners increased from 1,779 in 2006 to approximately 3,500 in 2015. Half of these new criminal cases opened against African migrants were in Tel Aviv. This rise in crime was evident to voters; a 2015 survey conducted by the Tel Aviv police found that just 38 percent of South Tel Aviv residents felt safe walking outside their homes at night.308


    The rise in crime created a ripple effect throughout Israel for years to come, even in the traditionally liberal areas of the country. Nearly two-thirds of Israelis supported a plan to deport Sudanese and Eritreans to safe third countries like Rwanda. 309 While for some, Israel’s identity as a Jewish state plays a factor in their belief of restricting immigration, even a majority of Israeli Arabs and 25 percent of voters who supported left-wing parties agreed with the plan to deport refugees.


    By 2018, a Pew Research poll found that Israel had become the Western country most opposed to taking in refugees fleeing war and violence, even more so than Japan, Hungary, Russia, Poland, and Italy.310 Furthermore, a whopping 73 percent of Israelis told Pew they preferred if their country took fewer or no new immigrants at all.311


    With the political winds at their back, the Israeli government completed its border wall with Egypt in December of 2013 at a cost of $450 million to taxpayers.312 They even went on to expand the project before it was finished and increased the size of the border fence in particular areas with a high volume of illegal immigrants, increasing the height from about sixteen feet to roughly twenty-six feet high.313


    The border barrier between Israel and Egypt led to almost an immediate reduction of illegal immigration coming from Africa. According to government statistics, the number of refugees coming from Africa decreased by 99 percent in the first year alone, from 9,570 Africans crossing during the first six months of 2012 to just thirty-four crossing in the first six months of 2013.314 That number dropped further to just sixteen border crossings once an upgraded border wall was completed in 2016.


    Israel’s border wall became the idolized by national populists around the world, with leaders like Donald Trump, Viktor Orbán, and Narendra Modi all vying to build their own version of Israel’s border wall. In the case of Orbán, the erection of his border wall led to an even more drastic decrease of migrants flowing into Hungary. After the barrier was completed in October 2015,315 the number of illegal migrants apprehended crossing into his country declined from 138,396 in September 2015 to just 315 in November 2015.316


    With the crisis of illegal border crossing behind them, Netanyahu’s government focused on removing the sixty thousand African refugees living in Israel.


    Unable to send them back to Sudan and Eritrea, Israel began the process of shipping them to safe third countries like Rwanda or Uganda. In order to speed up the process, Netanyahu announced on January 3 that each of the 38,000 remaining illegal aliens still living in Israel would be offered a grant of $3,500 and a plane ticket back to Africa or face imprisonment in an Israeli cell.317


    Every country must guard its borders, Netanyahu said while announcing the plan. The infiltrators have a clear choice—cooperate with us and leave voluntarily, respectably, humanely and legally, or we will have to use other tools at our disposal, which are also according to the law.318


    The United States


    A large wave of illegal immigration creates social distrust between citizens and their government, believing that they have lost control of administering their borders and the ability to enforce their nation’s laws. When long periods go by when illegal immigration is never enforced, it cements those beliefs into the voters’ minds and erodes respect in the nation-state as an institution.


    However, when governments find ways to stop illegal immigration, enforce their laws, and deport aliens who entered their territory without consent, it can lead to a huge boost to governing parties as it did in Italy, Australia, and Israel.


    Lega, Likud, and the Liberal Party of Australia were rewarded politically for being able to do what so few elected officials are able to do in the West: keep their promise and restore a sense of fairness in the system. It gave confidence to voters and won over even some converts who were worried about terrorism, crime, and the slow erosion of their sovereignty.


    Which brings us to America, a nation with all those promises but no Modi, Salvini, Abbott, Netanyahu, or Orbán to fix them.


    As opposed to all the nations mentioned above, America has been dealing with waves of illegal immigration for decades, and it has become a multigenerational crisis that presidents have failed to fix. As each president kicked the can further down the road and vacated their constitutional responsibility to defend the borders of the US, the illegal alien population rose to between 3 and 6 percent of the nation’s population (depending on whose estimates you believe.)


    Illegal aliens in America now have political interest groups fighting for protected status, the erosion of America’s borders, and special protections not even given to foreigners legally residing in the country.


    Somewhere between President’s Eisenhower strict enforcement of illegal immigration and Reagan’s 1986 amnesty, the American government surrendered on enforcing immigration law.


    No single president was responsible for the lawless invasion and open disregard of America’s immigration laws by millions of foreigners and yet none made it a primary goal to seal America’s borders. Had any president from Carter to Obama done just that, there’s a possibility the American public may have never voted for Donald Trump. Rather than looking to enforce the law and stop illegal immigration, most American presidents looked to pass amnesties to reward their illegal behavior.


    In 1986, when Ronald Reagan passed the first large-scale amnesty of its kind, it was supposed to be a one-time fix319 in exchange for increased immigration enforcement.320 The enforcement never came, but several amnesties followed in the years after Reagan’s amnesty, including an amnesty for 578,000 people in 1994, a rolling extension of the 1994 amnesty in 1997, the Nicaraguan Adjustment and Central Americans Relief Act for one million Central Americans also in 1997, the Haitian relief act for 125,000 Haitians, an amnesty in 2000 for 400,000 illegal aliens who missed out on the 1986 amnesty, and the LIFE amnesty for 900,000 illegal aliens also given out in the year 2000.321


    There was never an amnesty large enough to satisfy the cheap labor lobby or open borders advocates. All these amnesties did was encourage more illegal immigration from people across the world who believed they could live in the shadows, have American children through the birthright citizenship, and hold their breath until the next amnesty was drummed up by legislators in Washington. Harvard PhD Karl Eschbach testified to Congress that amnesties, incentivize other ineligible unauthorized immigrants to remain in the United States with the hope that they will be the beneficiaries of a future adjustment of status.322


    Other protections offered by Congress including the Williams Wilberforce Trafficking Victims Protection Reauthorization Act passed in 2008 led to a surge of unaccompanied minors.323 Human smugglers made billions of dollars324 getting minors across the border because Congress passed a bill to grant them special protections.


    While Americans wanted to be compassionate, they did not support policies that rewarded illegal border crossings. President Obama’s executive order to protect illegal aliens who came to the US as children (DACA) as well as their parents (DAPA) were extremely unpopular with Americans at the time they were enacted. An NBC/Wall Street Journal poll taken in 2014 found that just 38 percent of Americans supported Obama’s executive order that shielded millions of illegal immigrants from deportation.325


    By 2014, after decades of failed enforcement measures and several efforts by the political class to enact a series of amnesties, a majority of Americans—including Democrats—supported doubling the number of border agents and building a seven hundred-mile fence along the Mexican-American border.326 Even when pollsters mentioned that those security measures would come at a $46 billion cost, a majority of Americans, including 43 percent of Democrats, still supported it.


    Building a barrier on the border wasn’t unique to Trump; American presidents going back to Jimmy Carter327 have supported some kind of fencing along the heavily trafficked areas of the border. The most successful fence pre-Trump a triple-sided border fence in the San Diego area of California. A government study found that border apprehensions declined by 76 percent from the time it was constructed in 1992 to 2004.328 In 2006, Congress voted to build seven hundred miles of San Diego-like fencing across the border. The Secure Fence Act of 2006 received bipartisan support including one-third of House Democrats329 and nearly 60 percent of Senate Democrats including then senators Hillary Clinton and Barack Obama.330


    An Associated Press/Ipsos poll found that voters supported the border fence by a slim 49 to 48 percent margin, but an NBC News/Wall Street Journal poll from June 2006 found that Americans were more likely to vote for a candidate who supported building a fence than one who didn’t support it by a twenty-four-point margin. Despite having mixed feelings on the fence, a supermajority of Americans wanted more to be done to curb illegal immigration, a Quinnipiac University poll found that 71 percent wanted Congress to do more to stop the flow of illegal aliens.331


    Despite voters’ hopes, more would not be done.


    The following year, Democrats took over Congress and passed a law authored by Republican Senator Kay Bailey Hutchinson that allowed the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) not to build fencing in areas, that the use or placement of such resources is not the most appropriate means to achieve and maintain operational control over the international border at such location.332


    So, of the proposed seven hundred miles of double-layered fencing that was originally proposed by Congress, just fourteen miles had tertiary pedestrian fencing and only thirty-six miles had secondary fencing. Nearly half of all fencing was just vehicle fencing, which migrants could easily hop over on their way to the US.333


    The only time immigration enforcement was discussed after the Secure Fence Act of 2006 was in a context of how it could be part of a comprehensive immigration package that included rewarding illegal aliens. In lieu of understanding Einstein’s definition of insanity, nearly all Republicans and every Democrat who ran for president in 2008, 2012, and 2016 supported some type of amnesty for illegal aliens. Politicians would debate how a mass amnesty would increase national GDP, help corporations find more labor and would be the humanitarian thing to do, all the while leaving out of that conversation how it would affect the American worker.


    A 2012 report in the Cato Journal published by the libertarian Cato Institute, which advocates for mass immigration and amnesty, admitted that amnesty would have a negative effect on the wages of native workers. The report, written by a senior economist at the Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas and a professor from Agnes College, found that low-skilled native workers and new legal immigrants would suffer if an amnesty included newly arrived immigrants. Ultimately, native workers and legal immigrants would possibly be pushed out of the job market and be forced to get a higher-skilled occupation.334


    Finding higher-skilled occupations sounds simple in theory, but in real terms, it would create economic havoc on millions of families across the US.


    If newly legalized immigrants move out of ethnic enclaves or into higher-skilled occupations or better jobs, those movements are likely to affect natives and other immigrants, the report stated. Labor market outcomes may worsen for natives and other immigrants if newly legalized immigrants compete with them for jobs. If the immigrants who adjust status are long-term US residents, they are more substitutable for native workers than newly arriving immigrants, which heightens the labor market effect. Competing native workers and other immigrants may choose to move or switch occupations in response.


    The report also stated that any form of amnesty would also bear a huge financial burden on state and local governments in places with large populations of illegal aliens due to the fact that they would be eligible for more types of welfare programs.


    Most attempts to calculate the net fiscal impact of unauthorized immigrants conclude that they pay less in taxes than they receive in services, on average…legalizing the undocumented population is likely to aggravate the gap between revenues and outlays. The fiscal burden would be particularly heavy for state and local governments, which bear a large share of costs for most means-tested transfer programs, in the medium run. In the long run, the federal government would bear more costs as legalized immigrants age into Social Security and Medicare eligibility.


    Politicians’ concerns weren’t working-poor Americans or the towns and small cities throughout the country that would falter as a consequence of amnesty. Republicans did all they could to cater to big business that wanted an endless supply of cheap labor and Democrats all but gave up on immigration enforcement to win favor from ethnic lobbies and woke white liberals.


    Which is why Trump was able to move through the Republican primary so seamlessly—because he was in a league of his own on national populist issues like immigration. After Trump won the presidency, Democrats became even more hardened on their woke views of race and immigration, completely abandoning almost all forms of immigration enforcement that they endorsed in the past and that most Americans still support. This include:


    • 73 percent of Americans believed it was important to prevent unqualified illegal aliens from receiving welfare benefits; 58 percent of Democrats agreed.


    • 68 percent of Democrats opposed sending previously deported illegal aliens who have re-entered the country to prison; 46 percent of Americans agreed.335


    • 60 percent of Democrats supported free healthcare for illegal immigrants; 33 percent of Americans agreed. 336


    • 58 percent of Democrats opposed adding a citizenship question to the US Census; 33 percent of Americans agreed.


    • 58 percent of Americans believe increasing deportations should an important goal; 41 percent of Democrats agreed. 337


    • 45 percent of Democrats supported decriminalizing the border; 27 percent of Americans agreed.


    • 43 percent of Democrats supported abolishing ICE; 25 percent of Americans agreed.338


    • 42 percent of Americans believed controlling and reducing illegal immigration was a top foreign policy goal; 20 percent of Democrats agreed. 339


    • 37 percent of Americans believed that a large number of immigrants and refugees coming into the US posed a threat; 20 percent of Democrats agreed. 340


    • 36 percent of liberals opposed deporting illegal aliens who had been convicted of committing crimes; 19 percent of Americans agreed.341


    While an evolution toward woke politics was responsible for a great deal of this, partisan politics also played a role in Democrats’ embrace of more open-border immigration policies. Support among Democrats for building a barrier on the border dropped significantly after then-candidate Trump endorsed the idea. Support for a wall dropped from an average of 44 percent in late 2015 to 12 percent by early 2019.342


    The candidates for the 2020 Democratic nomination were so extreme on the issue of immigration that leading figures in the Democratic Party including former Democratic Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid,343 the Center for American Progress,344 former Obama aide David Axelrod,345 and New York Times opinion writers like Tom Friedman346 all warned them they were distancing themselves too much to the average voter and it could cost them the general election against Trump. Despite calls to back down from those positions, the candidates only became more emboldened.


    Without a Democratic Party working toward enforcing immigration law, Americans were stuck with only the Republicans and President Trump’s administration to enforce the laws from 2016 onwards.


    Trump offered strong rhetoric on the campaign trail, promising to enforce the laws, end illegal immigration, and build a wall along the border. It was music to the ears of millions of voters who saw their nation’s laws being openly ignored and politicians advocating for special rules for law-breakers. Unfortunately, his efforts were thwarted for most of his first term as president by the Republicans in Congress, rogue district court judges, and his own staff.


    Congressional Republicans offered no help to Trump when it came to changing immigration laws to close loopholes for illegal immigrants or alter the legal immigration system. Under Speaker Paul Ryan, who like his mentor Jack Kemp, supported mass immigration and amnesty, Congress did not close any loopholes or fund a border wall.347 Despite the fact that voters handed Republicans the Congress and the Presidency, congressional Republicans insisted there was nothing they could do to deliver on immigration for the American public.


    So, for two years, they focused on delivering corporate tax cuts and a rollback of business regulations that helped their donors. It wasn’t like they exactly had a lot of pushback from Trump’s staff inside the White House.


    Trump fired the chairman of his transition team, Governor Chris Christie, soon after he was elected due to a personal grudge between the New Jersey governor and the president’s son-in-law.348349 Without a formal plan of how to hire the most competent staff that would be able to deliver on the president’s campaign promises, staffers like Reince Priebus, Trump’s first Chief of Staff, flooded the administration with personnel who despised Trump and worked tirelessly to halt his national populist agenda. So many members of Trump’s staff weren’t on board with the promises he made to voters that it was astounding. Among these rogue staff members was Trump’s first legislative affairs director, Marc Short, who was paid over a million dollars to work against Trump during the election.350 He misled the president on key pieces of immigration legislation351 and didn’t do any arm-twisting to push the president’s immigration agenda through Congress.352 There was also Trump’s personal assistant Madeleine Westerhout, who cried in grief the night Trump was elected.353 There were even low-level staffers including members of his office personnel like Courtney Mullen, who threw an End of the World party the night after Trump clinched the GOP nomination.354


    Without help from Congress or a functioning White House, many of Trump’s key immigration promises went unfulfilled, border apprehensions spiked to over one hundred thousand per month by March 2019,355 and some of Trump’s earliest supporters began abandoning him.


    Realizing his avenues to institute change through Congress were limited, especially since Democrats won the House in 2018, the Trump administration forced rule changes out of existing regulations. Unbeknownst to most voters, there are a plethora of tough immigration laws already on the books that just haven’t been properly enforced by past presidents. Though Congress could help the president by passing new laws, there’s plenty at the executive branch’s disposal to enforce immigration laws. Toward the third year of Trump’s presidency, he began to cracking down on illegal immigration and pushing immigration enforcement through rule changes rather than working with Congress.


    In 2019 alone, the Trump administration moved to end the Flores Settlement Agreement,356 created a safe third country agreement with Guatemala,357 ended in-person interpreters at immigration hearings,358 instituted a policy that forced asylum seekers to remain in Mexico during their immigration proceedings which helped weed out phony asylum claims,359, 360 expedited removal of illegal aliens who couldn’t prove that they had been in the US continuously for two years,361 limited asylum claims based on family relations,362 and changed the public charge rule that barred legal immigrants from obtaining green cards if they used specific types of welfare programs over a certain period of time.363


    These rule changes increased enforcement, caused border apprehensions to plummet, and moved the ball forward on long-term solutions to America’s broken borders. As Trump began to incrementally make changes and enforce the law, federal judges issued a series of nationwide injunctions to stop him. Using the power of the judiciary, they acted as the last line of obstruction against Trump’s agenda. Judges, mostly appointed by Democrat presidents, issued more nationwide injunctions on Trump than had been placed on the first forty US presidents combined.364


    So, momentum continues to go in the right direction so long as Trump is president, but he’s still a long way from achieving the victories he promised his voters. Illegal border crossings are still higher than they were under most of Obama’s presidency, and illegal aliens continue to ignore federal immigration law, with the number of illegal aliens skipping their court date doubling from 2013 to 2017.365 Most horrifying of all is the fact that the next Democrat president will almost surely be forced into a position of not enforcing immigration law at all.


    Although Democrats continue to embrace the ideology of open borders and fret over what will happen to illegal aliens who are forced to respect the US’ immigration laws, they should be more concerned over what the American people will do if Trump fails to deliver like Abbott, Salvini, and Netanyahu. It’s very much possible that the next person the American people turn to will be more hawkish on controlling the border and have the political wherewithal to actually get it done.

  


  
    Chapter 5


    Legal Immigration


    Immigration is the single biggest motivating factor leading to the national populist revolution across the world. While it is not the only issue, it is the universal unifying element that has been rousing the masses on every continent against globalism. Immigration is the single most important issue facing democracies across the world because it affects all other foreign and domestic policy.


    If immigration is done correctly, it can enrich a society’s culture, stimulate its economy, and better the lives of its citizens. If it’s done haphazardly, it can increase economic frustrations, fuel cultural anxiety, drastically change a nation’s politics, and eat away at social capital. It is uniquely complicated because it can never be fully reversed and is entirely tied to the character of anthropological features of both the host nation and the newly received immigrants.


    A nation can come back from many failed policies: a lost war, an economic recession, and a devaluation of currency. Yet a country can never come back from an immigration policy that exacerbates human beings’ tribal instincts and erodes their cultural and national character.


    A nation’s choice of what kind of immigration policy it’s pursuing today is undeniably linked to that country’s political, cultural, and economic destiny. Harvard Professor Nathan Nunn said, “The primary thing that migrants brought with them is themselves…along with the settlers (and migrants) also came their beliefs and values regarding freedom, liberty, equality, and the appropriate role of government.”366


    It’s understandable that for millions of people, dialogue centered around immigration policy is tethered to their emotions. A majority of people who are reading our book are either immigrants or the descendants of immigrants. That is especially true of people living in the Americas, all of whom are either the descendants of indigenous tribes, settlers, slaves, or immigrants, with the latter making up the largest portion of the population.


    For Americans especially, immigration has been romanticized with the images of 19th and early 20th-century European immigrants looking at the Statue of Liberty as they enter the new world in search of freedom. More recently, it’s been portrayed by stories of Asian or Hispanic immigrants waiting decades to enter the US only to take a menial labor job just with the hopes of creating a better life for their families. Europeans have also been barraged with stories of refugees fleeing oppressive regimes that threaten their lives and those of their loved ones.


    Lost in these narratives is the question of how a nation’s immigration policy is beneficial to citizens already living in that country. The governing elite treats the effects of immigration on the native population of most Western societies as inconsequential, yet they are—in many respects—what’s driving the current rebellion against neoliberalism across the world.


    In most countries, people very clearly want lower levels of immigration and some type of assimilation by their new citizens. Voters in Western democracies have been signaling to this message to their governing class for decades.


    The demand for reforming immigration in Western countries is stronger now than it has been in over a century. An unlikely reason for this is because the internet and social media have increased the visibility of the effects of mass immigration across the West. Incidents like the Muslim grooming gangs in the UK, terrorist attacks in France, the New Year’s Eve rapes committed by migrants in Germany, MS-13 gangs in the US, and the tens of thousands of migrant boats in Australia are no longer isolated incidents, the West is very aware that on every continent, their culture is being changed by mass immigration. People living thousands of miles from each other all feel mutually under attack as the descendants of the European continent and Western civilization. This global declining demographic awareness has lent itself to increasing racial anxieties even where racial diversity isn’t very strong. We’re going coin this phenomenon as Western degeneration awareness, the fact that Western people are becoming alert to the fact that the elites of their country are supporting policies that are irrevocably altering their societies without their consent and their only course of action is to support national populist parties.


    That’s why national populist parties are succeeding in countries like Hungary, Finland, and Poland which have a very small foreign-born population and have been basically immune from the wave of Islamic terrorist attacks that have swept through Europe. Westerners across the world are aware that their demographic future may look nothing like their past and it is causing warranted concerns, anger, anxiety, and fear.


    This trend of demanding lower levels of immigration started long before the creation of the internet, the European refugee crisis, or any other recent events. Polls have shown that people across the globe have demanded lower levels of immigration for quite some time, but politicians in the governing elite have refused to comply.


    Standing in the way of a more restrictive immigration policy is the destructive forces of corporate giants and the dueling ideologies of neoliberalism and woke progressivism. The ruling class is married to these ideas and special interest groups either because they believe in the ideology of open borders and racial justice or because they financially benefit from mass immigration.


    Neoliberalism, which is the ideology practiced by a majority of the elites especially in center-right and center-left parties, holds that the world should be more interconnected and interdependent. Neoliberals have benefited from globalization more than any other segment of society, so they overly value the merits of international organizations like the UN and NATO, trade deals, and the cheap labor that comes from mass immigration. Neoliberals believe that without their ideology and its adherents, the world is a dark and dangerous place. Although they benefit from living in stable Western nations, they don’t value Western culture, and they believe that people are interchangeable as long as they hold the same values.


    To neoliberals, any debate on immigration must be on their terms, regardless of the fact that many of their chief points are clichés and straw man arguments. Those include the views that diversity is a strength, America is a nation of immigrants, immigrants do the jobs citizens won’t do, those who question mass immigration have racist motives, Hispanics are natural Republicans, parties and politicians who want to restrict immigration are far-right, a moderate approach to immigration is amnesty for illegals and increasing legal immigration, and
    so forth.


    American neoliberals hold that any immigration policy must conform to Emma Lazarus’s poem that’s featured on the Statue of Liberty.


    Beside neoliberals are indoctrinated progressives, who have become radicalized on the issue of race and, by proxy, immigration. The new left centered in major cosmopolitan areas have experienced what Vox writer Matthew Yglesias defined as a great awokening367 where white liberals have moved so far to the left on questions of race and racism that they are now, on these issues, to the left of even the typical black voter.


    An overwhelming 87 percent of white liberals in America believe that increasing the number of people from different races, ethnic groups, and nationalities make the country a better place—more than any other racial identity group, including blacks and Hispanics. The ANES 2018 Pilot Survey found that white liberals were the only racial group in America to have a negative feeling of warmth toward their own racial and ethnic in-group members. In other words, while blacks will have positive feelings toward other blacks, Asians to Asians, Hispanics to Hispanics, white liberals have a negative reaction toward fellow white people.


    [image: ]368


    Believing that diversity is always good and having warm feelings toward out-groups over in-groups obviously affects the way white liberals feel about immigration policy. Polling data from 1965 showed that less than 10 percent of white liberals supported increasing legal immigration; that number doubled in the late 2000s and early 2010s and rapidly increased to over 50 percent by 2018.369


    Studies showed that white liberal Democrats are more concerned with issues of race, immigration, and identity even more than nonwhites, who were more interested in issues like jobs and taxes.370 These opinions weren’t just for highly educated Democrats living in urban areas. Even working-class white Democrats’ opinions on race and immigration were far to the left of Independents and Republicans who shared their economic interests.371 These factors have made the Democrat Party radicalized on the subject.


    Any attempt to reform immigration in a way that would reduce the number of nonwhites coming into the US would clearly not be a desirable outcome because they have higher feelings of empathy for nonwhites over whites. Such thinking is why liberals in America have such a negative reaction to Trump whenever he even attempted to alter the nation’s immigration laws: to them, it’s a matter of orthodoxy and not policy. It’s not a question of how many immigrants a country takes in per year and how they affect the native population, but instead a question of whether or not they’re a secularly moral person. The Democratic Party’s position on immigration has become centered on the ideology of white saviors and their woke orthodoxy, which is as sacrosanct to them as the Holy Trinity is to Catholics.


    Left-wing parties were also motivated politically to embrace mass immigration due to the fact that immigrants and their descendants vote heavily for left-wing parties like Labour in the UK and the Democrats in the US.


    For example, in the 2016 election, Hillary Clinton beat Trump in the popular vote by 2.87 million votes. This became a regular talking point on the left to justify that Clinton should have been president instead of Trump; however, according to exit polls, Trump beat Clinton by a margin of 49 to 45 percent among native-born Americans. Clinton made up for this loss by winning naturalized immigrants by a margin of thirty-
    three points.372


    While talking heads have blamed Trump for the growing shift among immigrants toward the Democrat Party, those trends predate his presidency. Analysis conducted by these authors found that Democrats steadily increased their share of the vote in eighty of the 109 counties373 that transformed from majority white in 2000 to majority minority in 2018.


    Counties in Georgia were especially affected as they went from majority white and supporting former President George W. Bush by over 60 percent of the vote in 2000 to becoming minority-majority and supporting Obama and Clinton in 2012 and 2016. The only areas that became significantly more Republican were rural ones where a majority of the immigrant population were noncitizens and came to work in agriculture or the food industry. Places like Titus and Calhoun, Texas; Eddy, New Mexico; Telfair, Georgia, and Cherokee, Oklahoma voted more for Trump as a protest to mass immigration that changed their communities.
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    Democrats almost willingly abandoned these communities as they saw their future in the urban diversity of megacities, not in the working-class Rust Belt of their past. Democrats were not alone in this belief.


    The same is true for the UK’s Labour Party, which in 2018 found itself losing its hold on working-class parliamentary seats but for the first time ever won every seat in hub cities like Bristol, Cardiff, Leeds, Sheffield, and Manchester as young voters and ethnic minorities flocked to Jeremy Corbyn’s party.374


    Neoliberals and woke progressives have made immigration restriction a taboo subject to most centrist parties, with few exceptions like the Social Democrats in Denmark and the Labour Party of New Zealand, all of whom took hawkish immigration policies either during their campaign or after they were elected in 2019.


    Elite institutions that pride themselves on not being associated with their fellow working-class citizens have equally become engulfed in the great awokening. For example, the phrase melting pot is considered a microaggression by the administrators in the University of California system375 and the term illegal immigrant has been banned from major news outlets like USA Today, The Los Angeles Times, and The Associated Press since 2013.376 This divide on immigration has only steepened the divide between coastal anywheres and rooted somewheres.


    Politically, the left-wing parties’ ambition to get diversity at all costs and the right-wing parties’ need to deliver their vision of globalism that benefited their economic class fueled much-needed energy behind national populist parties.


    It’s arguable that had the traditional center-right and center-left neoliberal parties not been so rigid in their need to defend of globalism, politicians like Salvini, Trump, and Le Pen wouldn’t have catapulted toward the top of the polls. Their refusal to negotiate on this issue allowed national populists to argue that their nation was ruled by a distant governing class that didn’t care about people like them.


    Immigration: Safe, Legal, and Rare


    Voters inclined to support national populists on the subject of illegal immigration believe that the ruling elite have abdicated their responsibility to defend their nation’s sovereignty, enforce their laws, and control their borders. Illegal immigration has been responsible for national populist uprisings across the world.


    Legal immigration, however, is a much more important issue when it comes to the rise of national populism. It is the defining issue that separates most national populist parties from other center-right alternatives. National populists across the globe desire an immigration policy that mirrors the way Democrats in America felt about abortion in the mid-’90s when President Bill Clinton said it should safe, legal, and rare.377


    Immigration is one of the issues that is both politically and socially divisive, where the anywheres and the somewheres have drastically different opinions over the effects immigration is having on their country and the appropriate levels their nation should be absorbing.


    A 2017 survey by Chatham House on ten EU countries (Austria, Belgium, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Italy, Poland, Spain, and the UK) found that 57 percent of elites believed immigration had been good for the country, but only 25 percent of the public felt the same way. While 58 percent of the elites felt that immigration enhanced their nation’s cultural life, only 32 percent of the public felt this way. The elites are also less likely to believe that mass immigration has brought crime or put a strain on social services.378


    That’s really where the divide over immigration lies: the elite and the people differ on how immigration benefits their nation’s culture, strains social services, has negative economic repercussions on workers, and if they bring crime. College-educated cosmopolitans live in a far different reality than that of those without college educations living in the suburbs and small towns, and this trend has been going on for decades.


    In the United States, polls consistently showed for over forty years, Americans wanted their politicians to decrease legal immigration levels. The Gallup survey, for example, showed that a majority or plurality of Americans has supported reducing immigration levels nearly every year from 1971 to 2015. 379 During that entire time, politicians in both parties increased legal immigration; the US foreign population ballooned from 9.6 million to 42.4 million over that period.380


    The tricky thing about polls when it comes to immigration is that most Americans don’t know how many legal immigrants come into the country every year. So, when a Harvard/Harris poll in 2018 asked people what their ideal number of immigrants annually would be, only 19 percent said that the US should import one million immigrants or more annually, which about the current number. A majority, 54 percent, said they prefer 500,000 or less, which would be about a 50 percent reduction in overall numbers.381 Another poll from 2018 conducted by the Public Religion Research Institute has similar findings, with 51 percent of Americans supporting restricting the level of legal immigration.382


    One thing above all others is clear: Americans have believed for a long time that the immigration system is broken, and they’ve known that it didn’t need a couple of quick fixes but a complete overhaul. A 2007 New York Times poll found that 89 percent of Americans believed the US immigration system needed to be completely rebuilt or fundamentally changed.383 The poll also found that 72 percent of Americans wanted either some restrictions on who could enter the US or a full immigration moratorium. Just 24 percent wanted no restrictions at all on immigration.


    This desire of voters to reduce legal levels of immigration wasn’t confined to the US; countries with fairly low foreign-born populations like Brazil wanted to see the numbers decrease as well. A 2018 poll of Brazilians found that 67 percent wanted to reduce legal immigration despite the fact that just 4 percent of people living in Brazil were foreign-born. An Ipsos study found that 35 percent of Brazilians believed there were too many immigrants in their country.384


    In most countries, a majority or plurality of voters with large national populist parties or leaders believe the population of immigrants is far too high, including 66 percent of Italians, 61 percent of Belgians, 53 percent of French, 53 percent of Indians, 50 percent of Germans, 48 percent of Americans, 48 percent of Swedes, 46 percent of Hungarians, and 44 percent of New Zealanders.


    The political elite in Europe and the US saw the rising tide of opposition to mass immigration and paid lip service to voters’ concerns with promises that they would fight multiculturalism, reduce immigration levels, and end illegal immigration. Yet these proved to be empty promises as time and time again, voters went to the polls hoping that their government would lower immigration levels and despite their wishes, neoliberals continued to flood their countries with foreigners.


    This gave openings to candidates like Pat Buchanan, Jean-Marie Le Pen, Pauline Hanson, Jörg Haider, and Pim Fortuyn to make an impact in their respected countries. Some won and some lost, but they moved the needle and showed that the establishment parties were vulnerable on the subject of immigration.


    In succession, three things happened that would move national populists from the fringe of the political arena to their current place at the center. First, the establishment in most countries failed to do anything meaningful on the subject of immigration, which eroded trust in democratic institutions because the governing class was too attached to ideology and special interests; secondly, social media and the internet brought attention to Western degeneration awareness; and lastly, national populist parties started to moderate their tone and image.


    It was much easier for French citizens to vote for a Marine Le Pen who embraced gays and moved away from topics like the Holocaust and the Algerian War than it was for them to vote for her father who seemed set on being portrayed as a national villain. The same is true with Donald Trump, who held an LGBTQ+ flag at a rally and talked about protecting gays and lesbians from Islamic extremists. Matteo Salvini saw the same phenomenon in Italy as he moved Lega away from being a separatist movement in the north to being a national party.


    Even a nation like Sweden, which has a long and rich tradition of being tolerant and open to diversity, saw a major backlash by voters who tired of mass immigration. By the 2010s, these voters moved their support from both the center-right Moderate Party and the center-left Social Democrat Party toward the national populists Swedish Democrats, a party that decades in the past had been considered the home of white nationalists until four Gen-Xers led by Jimmie Åkesson385 cleaned house and moved the party away from the extremists.386


    These events allowed voters in country after country to cast their fears of being affiliated with far-right organizations and support outsiders advocating for their interests on immigration and against globalization. For a long time, the media and the establishment pushed the voters those to the side as fringe, racist, or insignificant until their numbers were too large that they could no longer be ignored.


    As mentioned above, the entire debate on immigration is centered around the subjects of culture, economics, and crime. They are what’s fueling almost the entire national populist movement.


    Culture, Identity, and Social Cohesion


    Of all the changes brought on by mass immigration, the transformation of a nation-state’s culture seems to have the most profound political effect in moving voters toward national populist parties.


    Human beings, regardless of color or creed, are naturally tribal and cling to a common culture as part of their identity. Institutions use a common culture as a way to form social cohesion and build social capital that allows societies to engage with one another, build trust, and it is the bedrock of most democratic systems. If people feel like their shared culture and beliefs are under assault and that their institutions have either failed or abandoned them, they can revert back to being tribal.


    This is the state of many Western societies as demographic changes brought on by mass immigration are vastly altering nations’ ethnic composition, straining the foundation of many institutions and eroding social cohesion.


    Too often, analysts, politicians, and economists speak of immigrants and immigration as merely a numbers game of how to increase GDP or alter the labor pool. Culture, identity, and national borders are secondary thoughts to neoliberals and the consequences of altering them have gone without proper analysis. As the Catholic Cardinal Robert Sarah put it, neoliberalism promotes a mixing that is designed to erode the natural borders of homelands and cultures and leads to a post-national and one-dimensional world where the only things that matter are consumption and production.387 Social science and learned experience tell us that human beings, however, are not just units of the economy and changes because of mass immigration come at huge social costs.


    The increased diversity brought on by mass immigration has changed the fabric of many societies in multidimensional ways. Some of those have been welcomed by most people; for example, the increased options in areas of food, art, and architecture are generally appreciated. However, while diversity is the spice of life, in excess it can also breed social isolation. Professor at Harvard Robert Putnam wrote in his 2006 essay E Pluribus Unum: Diversity and Community in the Twenty-First Century that over generations, diversity is a good thing, but in the short-term, it could be extremely detrimental for social cohesion and erodes social capital. People are less likely to engage with each other, trust each other, and maintain community institutions.388


    The Social Capital Community Benchmark Survey conducted in 2000 found that greater diversity not only caused a lack of trust among people of different races, nationalities, and ethnicities, it also created a lack of trust in homogeneous groups. Other international studies have also found that greater ethnic diversity not only reduces social capital but also decreases the amount people want to invest both personally and financially in public goods.389, 390, 391, 392, 393


    American Millennials and Generation Z are the most diverse and progressive generations in their country’s history, and yet according to a Pew Research study from 2019, they are the least trusting of society and each other, with 60 percent of those under thirty years old stating most people can’t be trusted and 71 percent believing most people would take advantage of you if they got a chance.394 This is a much different opinion than older and less diverse generations, who are far more trusting of people.


    The feeling of widespread social isolation has become commonplace across Western societies and while immigration is not the only factor for this growing alienation, other societal and technological changes are also to blame, it certainly plays a part.


    A 2016 PRRI/The Atlantic survey found that 48 percent of white working-class voters felt like things have changed so much that I often feel like a stranger in my own country. A smaller but sizable 26 percent of white college-educated voters felt the same.395 When asked if the American way of life needed to be protected from foreign influence, 68 percent of the white working class and 44 percent of college-educated whites agreed. Among black Americans, the number was identical to working-class whites: 48 percent felt like they were strangers in their own country.396 A plurality of Americans believed that new immigrants were a threat to traditional American customs and values, with 62 percent of white working-class voters agreeing with that opinion.


    Which is why they gravitated to Trump’s message of Make America Great Again and his campaign promises to Build That Wall, ban Muslims from immigrating to America, demand immigrants obtain an ideological certificate to ensure they share a mutual love for the county, end birthright citizenship, create a merit-based immigration system, and reduce the overall number of legal immigrants brought to the US every year.397 This hawkish position on immigration and defending American culture allowed Trump to have his own path to the Republican nomination, with 60 percent of primary voters who said immigration was their most important issue casting their ballots for him.398


    This feeling of estrangement and anger over mass immigration played into Trump’s favor and brought an impressive loyalty to Trump among his base. Nearly two-thirds of Trump voters and half of all working-class white voters and 27 percent of college-educated whites believed that the 2016 election was the last chance to save America.399


    A study by the International Organization for Migration found that the year prior to the election, a plurality of Americans demanded that their leaders reduce immigration levels. Over 40 percent of Americans wanted to immigration numbers reduced, while only 23 percent wanted them increased, which was much higher than the global average.400


    The feeling of social isolation due to mass immigration wasn’t unique to Americans. A 2016 YouGov poll found that citizens of Western Europe were also increasingly feeling that the high level of foreigners living in their country after the refugee crisis was making them feel like strangers in their homeland.401 The poll found that 52 percent of Italians, 47 percent of French, 44 percent of Germans, 38 percent of Spanish, 37 percent of Brits, 36 percent of Dutch, and 33 percent of Swedes felt they were a stranger in their own country. Countries with more controlled levels of immigration including Denmark and Poland had lower levels of citizens feeling estranged.


    A study of five democracies found that workers who voted for national populist parties and candidates like Marine Le Pen in France or Geert Wilders in the Netherlands were driven by the desire to reduce the influence of immigration on their culture and voice their disapproval of the political establishment. Workers who were anxious about immigration were seven times more likely than those who were not to vote for national populists.402


    An Ipsos-MORI global survey showed that citizens in every country that experienced a surge of national populism over the last few years had a negative opinion about the impact of immigrants on their nation.403 The countries with the most amount of people willing to say immigrants had a very positive or fairly positive impact on their societies were Indians (44 percent) and Brits (40 percent) and the countries where they were least likely to say that were Hungary (5 percent) and Italy (10 percent).


    Furthermore, a large majority or plurality of citizens agreed with the statement, “Immigration is causing my country to change in ways that I don’t like” including 63 percent of Italians, 49 percent of French and Indians, 46 percent of people living in Spain and the US, 45 percent of Germans and Australians, 44 percent of Swedes, and 43 percent of Brits.


    Anyone who understood the sociological effects of mass immigration could see that coming. While Westerners feel responsible to take in foreigners fleeing from violence and war, they desire an immigration policy that brings in people from similar backgrounds to their own who can assimilate into society.


    A university study from 2008, about a decade before the largest wave of national populist parties, examined dozens of immigration surveys in twenty-five countries in Europe, Canada, Australia and America found that most people in countries like Poland, Italy, Denmark, Australia, Sweden, and Germany believed immigrants should be religiously homogenous to their host country. Meaning that they should share basic Christian values. Furthermore, in nearly every country that was examined, citizens felt that immigrants should have a cultural homogeneity. America stood as the most accepting of diversity, but still, about 40 percent agreed that immigrants should share similar traditions and cultures and nearly 80 percent believed immigrants should speak English.404


    Citizens of host nations demanding more cultural and religious homogeneity should not be confused with them having a racial preference. Every nation sampled in that study found that only a minority of people wanted their immigrants to be exclusively white. Meaning that people didn’t care about an immigrant’s race as much as they did about their ability to assimilate culturally into society.


    This desire on the part of European countries to only take in people with similar backgrounds especially affected their opinions of their countries taking in large populations of Muslims. A study by the Chatham House in 2017 found that a plurality or majority of people in ten European countries believed that all immigration from mainly Muslim countries should be stopped, including 64 percent of Belgians, 53 percent of Germans, 58 percent of Greeks, 41 percent of Spanish, 61 percent of French, 51 percent of Italians, 65 percent of Austrians, 47 percent of Brits, 64 percent of Hungarians, and 71 percent of Poles.405


    The keyword in that survey was stopped, not reduced or slowed down. Large majorities of Europeans across the continent wanted no more Muslim immigration.


    Americans, though more favorable to immigrants than Europeans, also said that the US was taking in too many immigrants from certain places like Latin America and Arab countries.406


    All of these trends were well before the wave of nationalist victories that followed Brexit and politicians in the West began reading the tea leaves. National populists saw a series of small victories, like when the Danish People’s Party became part of a coalition government in 2001 by promising voters they’d reduce immigration numbers when Geert Wilders’s Party for Freedom entered the Dutch Parliament in 2006 on a platform of stopping the influence of Islam in the Netherlands, and when the Swedish Democrats entered the Riksdag in 2010 on a platform of stopping immigrants from raiding the welfare state. There was no denying that a movement was happening on the right.


    As the governing class began understanding that voters were lashing out at mass immigration, some of them began changing their rhetoric on immigration. Senator John McCain, who had a long track record of supporting mass immigration and amnesty, campaigned for president on a platform that included build the dang fence, a promise he never prioritized in the Senate.407 In the early part of the 2010s, German Chancellor Angela Merkel, French President Nicolas Sarkozy, and British Prime Minister David Cameron all declared that multiculturalism had failed.408


    To show they were serious, Sarkozy would go on to introduce a burqa ban409 and Cameron promised, though never delivered on, reducing net immigration into the UK.410 Merkel continued her rhetoric against multiculturalism even as she opened the doors to over a million refugees, saying it was a grand delusion and demanding that Syrians assimilate.411


    Aside from the change in rhetoric, policy stayed much the same and mass immigration continued with little reason or support among Europeans. One of the biggest advocates behind this rapid demographic change was Cameron’s predecessor.


    Former prime minister, Tony Blair vastly increased the number of migrants immigrating to the UK from 326,100 in 1997 to 582,100 in 2004412 and framed it around the need for his country to make macroeconomic gains. Despite the narrative created by the government at the time, former Blair advisor Andrew Neather admitted in 2009 that the reason the former prime minister increased immigration was mostly politically motivated. Blair wanted to alter the ethnic character of the UK and rub the Right’s nose in diversity.413


    Blair got both his wishes. British cities like Birmingham, Leicester, Luton, and Slough all become minority-majority, and white Britons became a minority for the first time ever in London. These new immigrants ended up being solid voters for Blair’s party, with about 77 percent voting Labour in 2015 and 2017.414


    Even famed British comedian John Cleese noticed the change, tweeting in 2019, “Some years ago I opined that London was not really an English city any more. Since then, virtually all my friends from abroad have confirmed my observation, so there must be some truth to it…I note also that London was the UK city that voted most strongly to remain in the EU.”415


    Yet this vast ethnic change due to mass immigration did not come without a political blowback for the political elite and liberals. According to Professor Matt Goodwin, support for Brexit was stronger in areas that during the preceding decade had experienced rapid inward migration, such as the coastal town of Boston in Lincolnshire. Between 2001 and 2011, the percentage of people in Boston who had been born outside Britain increased fivefold, to over 15 percent…Three-quarters of people in Boston voted for Brexit.416 In addition to native Brits fueling a backlash against mass immigration, about one-third of ethnic minorities ended up supporting the Leave campaign during Brexit, far more than had ever voted for the Tories.


    Brexit owes a large part of its success to neoliberals like Blair who turned immigration into a focal point over the decision of whether or not to stay in the European Union. A study by the International Organization for Migration found that nearly 70 percent of Brits wanted immigration reduced prior to the vote for Brexit. About three in four voters in Britain who worried about how immigration was changing their country voted for Brexit.417


    While the demographic and cultural shifts in Europe seem severe, they pale in comparison to the change undergone in the US since the mid-1960s, when Congress voted to change America’s longstanding immigration policy.


    The current immigration system in the US has caused a more significant ethnic change than any other country because a majority of immigrants (60 percent) receive family-based visas. This means these immigrants are not required to have any special skill or unique talents before receiving a visa to the US; they just needed to be related to someone already here. Aside from chain migration, America’s policy of birthright citizenship incentivizes people to illegally enter the US and give birth, making the child an automatic citizen. The whole family can then anchor themselves to that child and eventually make their way to the US legally; that’s where the term anchor baby comes from.


    Different nationalities tend to bring more family members through chain migration than others; the average legal Mexican immigrant brings in the highest amount on average, generally sponsoring about 6.38 members of his family.418 Immigrants from Mexico, China, India, and the Philippines account for 66 percent of all family-based immigration into the US as of 2017.419


    This policy has led to the largest peacetime demographic change in world history. Europeans and Canadians went from 84 percent of the immigrant population in 1960 to 14 percent in 2013 while the number of Latin American and Mexican immigrants expanded from 10 percent to 52 percent during that same time. During that period, the number of immigrants also quadrupled.420


    The American people never consented to this massive demographic transformation of their country. It was brought about as a result of the 1965 Immigration Act that abolished the national origins quota system that had been in effect for generations and reduced the overall number of immigrants coming to the US after the great wave of German, Italian, and Jewish immigrants of the late 19th and early 20th century.


    At the time, opponents of the bill were mocked for raising a concern about how the legislation would affect immigration patterns over the long-term. Their worries were scoffed out by the bill’s supporters like Senator Ted Kennedy, who told them there was no way this would alter the ethnic makeup or vastly increase the population of the US.


    “First, our cities will not be flooded with a million immigrants annually. Under the proposed bill, the present level of immigration remains substantially the same. (sic) Secondly, the ethnic mix of this country will not be upset. Contrary to the charges in some quarters, [the bill] will not inundate America with immigrants from any one country or area, or the most populated and deprived nations of Africa and Asia. In the final analysis, the ethnic pattern of immigration under the proposed measure is not expected to change as sharply as the critics seem to think.”421


    Other supporters of the bill like Senator Daniel Inouye said the total number of potential immigrants would not change very much and Republican Senator Hiram Fong predicted that the people from (Asia) will never reach one percent of the US population.


    Of course, all of those things happened in those senators’ lifetimes. Not to be outdone in the bad predictions department, Teddy’s brother, Senator Robert Kennedy, predicted a total of five thousand immigrants from India would arrive in the US after the bill’s passing. He was only off by 100,000 percent. He also predicted that immigration would be limited to 10 percent of the total population in any given year, yet Mexican immigration regularly reached over 20 percent in the following decades.422, 423


    The American people were neither prepared for nor wanted an influx of the world’s poor who had a radically different culture. At the time the 1965 Immigration Act was passed, Americans said they preferred immigrants from Canada, the UK, Scandinavia, Germany, and Ireland and would not like to see immigrants from Russia, Asia, the Middle East, Mexico, and Latin America.424 The results of the 1965 Immigration Act were contrary to the wishes and wants of the American people.


    Each president after the passing of the 1965 bill only continued to increase the flow of immigrants—primarily from Latin America—into the US because they viewed it as good for the economy and believed diversity was a strength. The sheer volume of people put severe strains on local communities across the country, and some underwent extreme demographic changes. For example, the town of Hazelton, Pennsylvania was almost completely non-Hispanic white for its entire history; in 2000 the Hispanic population had grown to 2.15 percent according to Census records, but after nearly a decade of Bush’s immigration policy, the city became 37.3 percent Latino by 2010.425 President Obama continued those policies, and by 2017, Hazelton was a majority Hispanic community.426


    This type of rapid ethnic change where the Hispanic population was ballooning in relative proportions to the rest of America created a hostile reaction by white Americans427 who were not prepared for this type of cultural change. It broke down trust, ended societal norms, and created a deep-seated desire for change that culminated in the election of Donald Trump.


    It also led to a political change in America as Hispanics tended to be more liberal and register Democrat, support a bigger government with more social services, favor gun control, support raising the minimum wage, support the government curbing free speech, and favor government-run healthcare.428, 429, 430, 431, 432


    A majority of foreign-born Hispanics viewed themselves as separate from typical Americans which is understandable, but even a third of second-generation and a quarter of third-generation Hispanics still felt the same.433 That means it could take nearly a century for most current Hispanics to feel assimilated as typical Americans.


    The US Census predicts that white Americans will be a minority for the first time in their country’s history, which excites woke progressives and the neoliberals. But is America’s transition toward Brazil really a good thing? Harvard scholars Steven Levitsky and Daniel Ziblatt argued in their book How Democracies Die that there has never been an example in history of a successful multiracial democracy where the once-majority group has become a minority.


    So, America is hurtling toward a future that has been disastrous for every other nation that has ever ended up with a similar fate, but why? Because Congress lied while passing an immigration bill and future politicians were either drunk on their own ideology or indebted to special interests who paid for their seats in Congress in exchange for cheap labor? Who knows, maybe America just has special dirt that will ensure it doesn’t end up like Lebanon, which endured a civil war when Muslims began outnumbering Christians, but it’s a gamble most Americans never wanted to bet.


    As these demographic changes have become more profound in the US and Europe, Western degeneration awareness is now expanding to countries like Australia434 and Canada435 who already have a merit-based immigration policy and to this point have been fairly immune to national populism. As of the writing of this book, those respected countries are taking vastly different approaches to immigration.


    In March 2019, Australia’s Liberal Coalition (a center-right governing coalition) voted to reduce legal immigration from 190,000 to 160,000.436 It also tied immigration to several more work requirements and barred new arrivals from moving into cities to ease congestion and reduce housing prices for middle-class families.437 It was a drop in the bucket, but it signaled to Australians that the government understood their frustrations and was trying to respond to them.


    Canada was a whole different story. Under Prime Minister Justin Trudeau, immigration increased from 310,000 annually to 340,000438 in 2017, despite the fact that 63 percent of Canadians opposed the plan.439 In response to Trudeau’s willingness to ignore the will of the voter, citizens of Quebec voted in 2018 for a national populist party who promised, among other things, to reduce immigration into the province.


    The Coalition Avenir Québec (CAQ) won an astounding 75 seats in the Quebec National Assembly, allowing them to form a government without any coalition partners. Among the promises made by the CAQ’s leader François Legault was to reduce legal immigration by 20 percent and pass a values and language test to anyone seeking a Quebec selection certificate. It passed most of those promises into law the following year, along with a burqa ban in government buildings.440,441


    The rise of national populism in Canada and Australia shows that no nation is immune to it and the battles of culture and identity are in every nation’s future unless the establishment parties start making immediate concessions.


    Welfare


    Cultural issues aside, the other fear held by voters is that migrants drain social services and depress wages for native-born workers and recent immigrants, especially those without an advanced degree. This is a belief is broadly held across the world, but especially in places with generous welfare policies like Europe, the US, and Canada.


    The most important fact about immigrants that often goes unnoticed is that they’re not all the same. Pundits and politicians will often lump them in together as if it’s a bag of fruit at a wholesale store; even if you only need one, you have to take buy several dozen.


    Some immigrants have enormously economically successful stories, while others prove to be a drain on the welfare state and stagnate wages in certain industries.


    Well-respected macroeconomist Garett Jones has noted that wealthy, democratic, and free-market-oriented countries would benefit in the long-term economically by absorbing immigrants who come from countries with high SAT scores. SAT is an acronym for countries that have a long history as nontribal states, worked in agriculture for several thousand years, and have developed most of the world’s past technological progress. Nations with high SAT scores are usually more economically successful, have more successful societies, and, in most cases, are demographically made up of the descendants of East Asia and Europe.


    This is an important caveat because when media outlets talk about immigrants, they usually don’t differentiate nation of origin and there is a big difference. Americans will see stories with headlines like “Majority of America’s Billion-Dollar Startups Have an Immigrant Founder”442 and readers are left to their own devices to imagine which immigrants they’re talking about. Readers are free to imagine that refugees from Central America are working to create the next Google or Apple, but in fact, nearly all of the immigrants mentioned in the article are the descendants of East Asians, Europeans, or Sephardic Jews.443


    Low-skill immigrants from typically low SAT scoring countries present different issues. Natives and other recent immigrants without advanced degrees view them as economic competitors that keep their wages stagnant while those in the middle class and even upper-middle-class believe they absorb a significant amount of social services.


    For decades, pundits and politicians have said those beliefs are unwarranted in most cases despite a plethora of news stories where immigrants commit welfare fraud,444 take public benefits,445 and occupy jobs that would have otherwise gone to native workers.446 Yet the governing class has refused to take these concerns seriously and pushed voters in countries throughout North America and Europe into the arms of national populist parties.


    The United States


    Americans have a romantic notion of immigrants as hard workers who come to the country for a better life and assimilate in the ways their ancestors did. Right or wrong, this is the feelings many Americans have when it comes to immigration. Two areas where they have the greatest negative reactions toward immigrants is in the subjects of immigrants competing with low-skilled Americans for jobs and using welfare benefits.


    Polling in the US is a little dated, but at the time former President George W. Bush was pushing comprehensive immigration reform, that included an amnesty for over 10 million immigrants as well as an expansion of legal immigration, voters believed immigrants were a net negative economically. A majority of Americans believed that immigrants were a burden to the welfare state, competed for jobs, and didn’t contribute as much in taxes as they took in public services.447


    Voters had even stronger negative feelings toward illegal aliens. A 2010 CBS/New York Times poll found that 74 percent of Americans, including 64 percent of Democrats, 86 percent of Republicans, and 76 percent of Independents, believed that illegal immigrants weakened public services.448 As of 2013, a majority of Americans wanted an immigration policy that altered the number of low-skilled immigrants that came into the US depending on the health of the nation’s economy.449


    As is basically always the case, voters didn’t get the reforms they wanted. Politicians, especially Republicans, spent the better part of four decades keeping the flow of low-skilled immigrants steady because it helped their corporate donors who benefited from cheap labor. Republicans manufactured the narrative that immigrants were just doing the jobs that Americans wouldn’t do. This was their excuse decade after decade for cheap labor and the slogan doing the jobs Americans won’t do stuck. A majority of Americans believed that there simply wasn’t an American who would work in certain select fields like housekeeping, taxi driving, and agriculture work.


    Foreign labor has become part of the lifeblood for certain industries like big tech, agriculture, and construction.


    Despite the slogan that immigrants do the jobs Americans won’t do and decades of mass low-skilled immigration, as of 2018, the majority of the labor force in nearly every low-skilled industry is American born. Immigrants, both legal and illegal, only make a majority of six civilian occupations according to Census Data. A majority of maids, meat processors, ground workers, construction labor, and janitors are not native-born Americans.450


    Before Democrats decided to become the party of woke white cosmopolitan liberals, they spent generations as the party of the American worker. Politicians like Barbara Jordan and activists like Cesar Chavez advocated for greater restrictions on immigration in order to protect the wages of union workers, recent immigrants, and minorities, especially blacks.


    In the mid-’90s, President Bill Clinton endorsed recommendations outlined in Representative Barbara Jordan’s commission on immigration, which would among other things reduce legal immigration from 830,000 to 550,000 annually.451 The biggest opponent to this modest reduction didn’t come on the left, but instead on the right.


    It was self-described conservatives who were usually on the side of mass immigration because it favored the business lobby. Republican commentators like William Bennett and Bill Kristol and Congressmen like Jack Kemp, Sam Brownback, Dick Chrysler, and House Majority Leader Dick Armey452 all worked to sabotage any meaningful immigration reform that would have reduced legal numbers. In the end, all they managed to pass was enforcement measures against illegal immigration; legal immigration ended up increasing over the next decade.


    The only other time the United States was even close to passing meaningful immigration reform that would have reduced the number of legal immigrants coming into the country was blocked by Speaker Paul Ryan,453, 454 a Republican who worked for and admired Jack Kemp, the man who help stop immigration reform in the ’90s.


    When it comes to how mass immigration affects the wages of native-born Americans and recent immigrants, there have been many studies by economists that have produced a wide array of results. Studying the flow of people in and out of the labor market is very complex and difficult to measure, given there are multiple variables affecting the results of different studies. Still, a consensus exists by many economists that immigration affects Americans differently based on their level of skill, with recent immigrants and high school dropouts being the most vulnerable populations to an influx of low-skilled immigrants.


    Harvard Professor George Borjas who has been studying immigration for over thirty years wrote in 2016, “Wage trends over the past half century suggest that a 10 percent increase in the number of workers with a particular set of skills probably lowers the wage of that group by at least 3 percent. Even after the economy has fully adjusted, those skill groups that received the most immigrants will still offer lower pay relative to those that received fewer immigrants.”455


    That means the laws of supply and demand also affect labor. Too much labor in any given sector of the economy or any one location depresses wages. For instance, a study by Borjas showed that when Miami received an influx of over a hundred thousand mostly non-high school-educated Cubans over a short period of time in 1980, wages for non-Hispanic men without a high school degree dropped by between 10 and 30 percent.456, 457 Overall, Borjas insists that the effects of mass low-skilled immigration reduce the wages of native-born high school dropouts by 2 to 5 percent.458


    Borjas’s studies have come under criticism by many economists who insist there is no data to prove that mass immigration effectively lowers the wages of Americans. Other studies have found that increasing the labor supply by 1 percent negatively affects the wages of black high school dropouts by 1.7 percent and all high school dropouts by between .3 percent and 1 percent.459 Other studies have found that mass immigration of low-skilled workers reduces the number of hours native-born teenagers worked by 3 percent and the hours of low-skilled adults by 1 percent.460 Economists insist that low-skilled Americans have advantages with union memberships, a better understanding of English and that younger low-skilled Americans develop advanced skills that protect their wages from being crippled by mass immigration.461


    Yet a survey of over forty economists at major universities from MIT, Harvard, Yale, Berkeley, Princeton, the University of Chicago, Stanford, Colombia, and Northwestern in 2013 found a majority agreed to the question that many low-skilled American workers would be substantially worse off if a larger number of low-skilled foreign workers were legally allowed to enter the US each year.462


    “There can be winners and losers. Similarly, skilled workers will face greater competition for jobs and their wages may fall,” said Harvard Professor Oliver Hart, who participated in the survey.


    More important than what economists’ working papers said was how Americans, especially those in low-skilled sectors of the economy, felt. In 2018, a Gallup poll showed 12 percent of Americans worried they would lose their jobs to immigrants, which doesn’t seem like much on face value but in real terms, it represents over 15 million people.


    Although this includes low-skilled workers who have seen wages in certain fields like meat processing not only stagnate but decline over several decades as employers flooded the industry with non-union foreign labor,463 it also includes college-educated workers who had to compete with foreign H1-b workers. This is what happened to 250 high-skilled Disney World employees who worked managing the company’s data system and were not only fired in the summer of 2015, but were also forced to train their foreign replacements, and to the 350 tech workers who were laid off from their jobs at Northeast Utilities in 2013 and were also forced to train their foreign replacements.464


    Foreign-educated immigrants pose a unique threat to middle-class workers, especially those who are older and would have a difficult time finding employment in the same field and learning new skills. American companies are more than willing to hire college-educated foreign labor despite the fact that they’re less skilled than college-educated Americans465 because their visa status is tied to their employment. Meaning if they leave their job, they’d have to leave the country. The narrative employers give to the public about why they constantly need foreign tech workers is much different; they insist that there is a shortage of Americans in the STEM (Science, Technology, Engineering, and Math) field. This is a fallacy; barely half of Americans with a STEM-degrees are currently employed in the field.466


    The anxiety felt by over 15 million Americans is not understood in Washington. Even the Trump administration, who campaigned on the issue, has broken promises to voters and regularly increased visas for both low- and high-skilled workers.467, 468 Trump’s promise of ending chain migration, which would have reduced the number of immigrants without a high school degree by 71 percent and the number of immigrants without a college degree by 41 percent,469 never came close to becoming law. And so, his working-class base has to wait longer for any reforms on legal immigration.


    Nonetheless, a majority of Americans as of 2018 still prefer Trump’s plan to move immigration to a merit-based system. The survey by Public Religion Research Institute found that 63 percent of Americans wanted to implement a merit-based immigration system that favored immigrants based on their skills, education, and ability to speak English including a majority of whites (66 percent), blacks (59 percent), and Hispanics (54 percent).470


    Aside from taking jobs from native-born workers, Americans are opposed to immigrants using welfare programs and being a net drain on society. This is another area of concern when it comes to immigration that elites brush aside as xenophobic fears with no basis in reality.


    The fact is that America’s archaic immigration system does not prioritize immigrants by their potential to contribute economically or otherwise to the US. A majority of immigrants earn their privilege of coming into the US based on familial relations which means sometimes the US imports the very rich, but most of the time, the very poor.


    As of 2010, 20 percent of all immigrants living in the US were in poverty and about 57 percent were living in or near poverty according to a study by the National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine. The poverty rate among immigrants is significantly higher than native-born Americans, which stood at 13.5 percent with 31 percent living in or near poverty in 2010. For absolutely no rhyme or reason, the US immigration policy is importing poverty, adding to the population of people dependent on government assistance and increasing the economic inequality within the country.471


    As mentioned previously, immigrants perform differently depending on their native country’s SAT score, their personal level of education, and a few other variables. Overall, the divide based upon regions of the world shows that immigrants from Europe, East Asia, and South Asia are less likely than Americans to be in poverty while immigrants from the Middle East, Central America, Mexico, Sub-Saharan Africa, and the Caribbean are more likely to be in poverty.


    We can break this down even further because not all immigrants from the same region have an equal level of economic potential. For example, immigrants from the Dominican Republic have one of the highest levels of poverty among any immigrant group in the US, with nearly half living in or near poverty. That doesn’t mean all immigrants from the Caribbean have equal rates of poverty; immigrants from Jamaica have a poverty rate that’s lower than native-born Americans. By nationality, immigrants from countries like the Philippines, India, Germany, the UK, and Poland have half the poverty rate of native-born Americans. Immigrants from countries like Japan, Canada, South Korea, Pakistan, Russia, and as mentioned previously Jamaica also all have poverty rates below Americans.


    While immigrants from those countries are less likely to be in poverty and need government assistance, migrants from Mexico, Honduras, and Guatemala all have a poverty rate that is more than twice as high as the average American. Over 25 percent of immigrants from said countries are in poverty and more than 60 percent are in or near poverty.472 Other immigrant populations from countries like Haiti, Cuba, Ecuador, El Salvador, Vietnam, and Iran also have poverty rates higher than native-born Americans.


    This increased flow of low-skilled immigration puts a strain especially on state and local governments who were forced by law to feed, hospitalize, educate, and in some cases imprison them.


    Immigrant households with children are more likely to be enrolled in a welfare program than native-born households with children in nearly every state, with the only exceptions being Mississippi, Montana, North Dakota, and West Virginia. In some states like Colorado, Nebraska, and Wisconsin, immigrant households were twice as likely to be enrolled in a welfare program as native-born households.473 This is unsurprising given that immigrant children are about twice as likely to be in poverty as American-born children.


    A study by the Center for Immigration Studies found that 63 percent of noncitizen households in 2014 accessed at least one welfare program, compared with just 35 percent of native households. Some of the program’s noncitizens used at a higher frequency than native households included food programs, Medicaid, and cash payments from Earned Income Tax Credits.474


    Supporters of open borders and mass immigration are quick to point out that while immigrants, both legal and illegal, use welfare, they also pay taxes.


    According to the Institute on Taxation and Economic Policy, illegal aliens paid about $11.7 billion in state and local taxes in 2014.475 That seems like a lot, but it’s s nothing compared with illegal immigrants’ financial costs, which are imposed mostly on state and local governments. A study by The Heritage Foundation estimated costs of illegal immigrants’ public education, welfare, and other benefits amounts to be a net fiscal burden of $54.5 billion annually.476


    Legal immigrants fare better, which should be expected given that they have more access to the job market and are better educated in general. According to a study by the New American Economy, the US’s foreign-born population earned $1.3 trillion in 2014, contributed $328.2 billion in taxes, and had $927 billion in disposable income.


    Like American citizens, legal immigrants’ welfare burden depends on their level of education, with those with a college education having a tax surplus and those without having a fiscal deficit. As of 2010, legal immigrants with a college degree give $24,529 more in taxes than they absorb in welfare, whereas those without a high school degree receive $36,993 more in welfare than they pay in taxes. Overall, legal immigrants have a net fiscal deficit of $4,344 per household, meaning they take more in welfare than they give in taxes.


    Part of this tax deficit could be closed by taxing remittances, which is the money both legal and illegal immigrants send back to their nation of origin. According to the World Bank Group, remittances from the US added up to $123 billion477 in 2014, and that number ballooned to nearly $150 billion in 2017.478 That is to say that the US’s foreign-born population sends between 13 to 16 percent of their disposable income outside of the US.


    Individual states have tried several times to stop illegal immigrants from receiving welfare. In 1975, Texas adopted a law that restricted universal junior high and high school to just American citizens and legal immigrants. This bill was struck down by the Supreme Court as unconstitutional in the 1982 case Plyler v. Doe. In 1994, California voters overwhelmingly passed Proposition 187, which would have prohibited illegal aliens from receiving nonemergency services like healthcare and public education. It passed by a margin of 59 to 41 percent and won the support of a majority of whites, blacks, and Asians as well as nearly one-third of all Hispanics.479 The law was immediately challenged and then appealed, but in 1999 the Democrats took over the state and they withdrew the appeal, essentially killing the law.480


    So, with inaction at best and amnesty at worst coming from most politicians, it is not hard to see how voters seeking to stop foreigners from taking their tax dollars would flock to Trump. During the 2016 presidential campaign, Trump lumped in illegal immigrants that abuse welfare with criminal aliens and visa overstayers, and it was music to the ears of voters who felt that Americans were being taken advantage of by people who broke the law to get into the US.


    “Our enforcement priorities will include removing criminals, gang members, security threats, visa overstays, public charges—that is, those relying on public welfare or straining the safety net, along with millions of recent illegal arrivals and overstays who’ve come here under the current Administration,” Trump said in the speech. “Immigration law doesn’t exist just for the purpose of keeping out criminals. It exists to protect all aspects of American life—the worksite, the welfare office, the education system and much else. That is why immigration limits are established in the first place.”481


    For nearly fifty years before the 1965 Immigration Act, the idea of a majority of immigrants being fiscal deficits would have been unthinkable. Immigration between 1924 to 1965 was based on a national origins quota system, meaning that visas were distributed to countries based upon the number of people of each nationality in the US at the time of the 1890 Census. The law completely excluded Asian immigrants, though that was revised in 1952.482


    One benefit of that policy, however, was that most immigrants entering the US had comparable educations to American citizens and were actually earning more than native-born Americans. In 1970, native-born men earned about $62,398 annually and foreign-born men earned $62,443 in 2012 dollars.


    After the 1965 Immigration Act, that all changed as most immigrants came from less developed countries with fewer freedoms and lower SAT scores than America. By 2012, the average native-born man earned far more than immigrants, with natives taking in $65,674 and foreign-born men earning $55,824. Foreign-born men’s wages were weighted down by immigrants from places like Vietnam, the Philippines, Latin America, and Mexico.483


    Congress’s decision to change immigration was followed by a drastic widening of economic inequality, especially between Americans of different races. The racial gap between black and white Americans narrowed from 1970 to 2016.484 This is due to two factors: black Americans who were the descendants of slaves no longer receive the level of discrimination as they once did, which has allowed them to advance economically, although the advancement has been very slow. Secondly, many groups of black immigrants have higher rates of income than native black Americans, especially those from countries like South Africa, Ghana, Nigeria, West Indian, and Jamaica.485 The only group with substantially lower income than native blacks are Somalian immigrants.


    Yet the inverse is happening among Hispanics and Asians as the US continues to bring in immigrants who are less likely to do as well as native-born Americans—including native-born Hispanics and Asians.


    Hispanics earned about 65 percent as much as whites in 2016, which is down substantially since 1970 when Hispanics earned 74 percent as much as whites. Asian immigration is much more complex given that for centuries, many Asian countries have had a caste system where citizens are either very wealthy and highly educated or have very little.486 Although this situation is changing in Asia, the US has continued to absorb many impoverished Asian immigrants like Burmese and Bhutanese people, who have respective poverty rates of 35 and 33 percent. The gap in income distribution between the top 10 percent of Asians and the bottom 10 percent is growing at a faster rate than any other racial group in America.


    To a rational thinker, that’s to be expected because all Asians, like all immigrants, are not the same. Congress crafted an immigration policy that doesn’t prioritize immigrants based upon merit, so we’re getting the best with the worst. We’re basically throwing everything the world has to offer at our country and seeing what sticks, which sometimes produces fabulous results—but a lot of times, it doesn’t.


    As America continues to grow more racially and ethnically diverse, people become more individualistic and less inclined to support the public good both personally and financially. Those feelings are only compounded when native-born workers feel that their tax dollars are being used to subsidize recent immigrants and their children, driving them further and further into the arms of national populists.


    The United Kingdom


    Immigration was a key motivating factor for Brits leading up to the vote on whether to remain in or leave the EU. For many working-class voters, their reason for supporting Nigel Farage’s campaign to Brexit from the rest of Europe was the fear that the EU’s free movement of people, known as the Schengen Agreement, would hurt them economically.


    National populist economics was something that Farage, a former commodities trader and like Trump, not a member of the working class, had been campaigning on for years before Brexit. During the EU parliamentary election in 2014, Farage said the UK should change anti-discrimination laws to allow businesses to hire only British citizens487 and warned about the free movement of people from Eastern Europe coming into the UK to work.


    “We must be completely mad, as a country, to be giving people from Eastern Europe in-work benefits…. Even if I thought, which I don’t, there was an economic benefit to mass immigration some things are more important than money, namely the shape of our society and giving our own youngsters a chance to work,” Farage said in January 2014.


    In that election, Farage’s UKIP party won the largest share of the vote with 26.6 percent because it addressed the concerns that Labour and the Tories simply wouldn’t touch, including how the free movement of people could hurt the working class. By that point, the UK had seen a wave of migration from Eastern Europe, especially since Poland entered the EU in 2004. In the preceding decade, more than eight hundred thousand Poles moved to the UK for employment opportunities; the influx of Polish immigrants was so large that they replaced Indians as the most common non-UK country of birth among the nation’s residents.488


    Adding to the anxiety among workers was the fact that Bulgaria and Romania nationals had gained the right to work in the UK at the beginning of that 2004 as well.489


    Farage used the Schengen Agreement to campaign against the EU, warning Brits that hundreds of millions of people living in economically unstable countries like Greece and Italy or low-income former communist nations like Romania and Bulgaria could flood into the UK.


    “I think you know the difference. We want an immigration policy that is not just based on controlling not just quantity but quality,” Farage said during a radio interview in May 2014. “I am making one very simple point in this election. We cannot have any form of managed migration into Britain and remain a member of the European Union because we have an open door to nearly half a billion people…We would be far better off if the policy that did not discriminate against doctors from New Zealand or engineers from India in favor of anybody regardless of background and skills coming from southern and eastern Europe and that is the great debate.”


    Farage focused on immigration from within the EU and the cost to the nation-state economically rather than changes that were happening culturally because of high levels of immigration from Muslim countries. It was something that many working-class Brits were concerned with, given the fact that the UK had not enacted any major labor laws to protect working-poor Brits from the onslaught of Eastern Europeans. By the time Brexit rolled around two years later, voters were citing their opposition to mass immigration from Eastern Europe as part of their decision to leave.490


    It’s not like their concerns were unwarranted. The number of immigrants from EU countries living in the UK tripled from 1995 to 2015491 with the biggest group being Eastern Europeans; it was having a direct effect on the wages of the poorest members of British society. A report by the Migration Advisory Committee found that EU immigration was having a negative effect on the wages of the bottom 25 percent of UK-born workers from 1992 to 2017. Their wages decline by about 5 percent, while the earnings of the top 10 percent increased by 3.5 percent during that same period.492


    There were also concerns with non-EU migrants who had lower employment rates than Brits, carried a fiscal deficit in terms of the amount welfare they used, and contributed £840 less in taxes than citizens of the UK.493


    Yet the main focus on the Brexit campaign, especially where Farage was concerned, was centered around avoiding mass uncontrollable immigration from within the EU.


    Europe


    Europe’s welfare state is the most generous in the world and allows its citizens to have more favorable living conditions than most other countries. This is especially true in Scandinavia, where the welfare state is a cherished public commodity that every political party supports.


    Yet waves of mass immigration, especially from Muslim-majority countries, started invoking fear in some Scandinavian people that the millions of new, mostly poor immigrants, were absorbing the welfare state without properly contributing. This led to the rise of national populist parties in some of the most tolerant societies on the planet, especially in Sweden, which experienced a rapid ethnic change due to mass immigration and a rapid increase in the number of asylum seekers from 2005 to 2018.


    Before the 1970s, almost all of Sweden’s immigration came from its neighboring Nordic countries like Finland and Denmark. During the ’80s, Sweden began importing refugees from nations like Iraq and Iran. The number of refugees they accepted was considered large for the time but pales in comparison to the numbers taken in during the refugee crisis. Luckily for the Swedes, many of these refugees were part of their country’s educated upper-middle-class494 and the Swedish government worked very hard and successfully on assimilating both groups.495


    The ’90s marked the beginning of a radical transformation as the number of refugees and immigrants from majority-Muslim countries and former states within the Soviet Union began flocking to Sweden in unprecedented numbers. The population of some migrant groups grew by more than 1,000 percent in a span of a quarter of a century from 1980 to 2004: the Turkish population grew from 14,357 to 34,965; Somalians went from 146 to 15,294; Iraqis from 631 to 70,117; Iranians from 3,348 to 53,982; Ethiopians from 1,797 to 11,213; and former Yugoslavians from 37,982 to 134,940.496


    Overall, the foreign-born population swelled by nearly 60 percent from 1990 to 2010 when it hit 1.33 million.497 Aside from the sheer population increase, the demographics were radically altered and the population of non-EU immigrants in Sweden hit over 9 percent for the first time ever.


    The situation became increasingly unmanageable as refugees became a burden on Swedish society. Refugees had higher levels of unemployment, greater dependency on the welfare state, higher crime rates and school dropout rates, and lower participation in civic society.498 A government study on crime from 1997 to 2001 showed how immense the problem had gotten. The study found that immigrants including refugees were three times more likely to be investigated for assault and five times more likely to be investigated for a sex crime.499


    It became an untenable situation that increasingly worried and annoyed Swedes and opened the door for the Swedish Democrats (SD) under the leadership of Jimmie Åkesson.


    The SD had been around for decades on the fringe of the political right, a bastion of white supremacists and neo-Nazis until Åkesson and three fellow Gen-Xers, Björn Söder, Mattias Karlsson, and Richard Jomshof cleansed the party of its extremists in 2005. Together, they purged the party of its more sinister members and attempted to make it mainstream.


    During the 2010 election, the SD made the issue of protecting Sweden’s welfare from mass immigration the main part of their party’s platform. The party released a controversial ad featuring an old woman hobbling to collect her pension when she is surrounded and bypassed by women wearing burqas and pushing strollers. The voiceover said, “All politics are about priorities; now you have a choice. The ad was incredibly controversial, Swedish TV refused to broadcast it, but it went viral on the internet and help the SD breakthrough.”500


    On September 19, 2010, the SD won nearly 6 percent of the national vote which awarded them twenty seats in the Riksdag, the first time the party had held legislative seats.


    It was a model that Åkesson copied again and again and was rewarded by voters over the course of the last decade. During the 2014 election, even before the refugee crisis, Åkesson told Swedes that they must make a choice between Sweden’s welfare state or mass immigration.


    “The Prime Minister has confirmed it—the election is a choice between mass immigration and welfare. You choose on Sept. 14,” Åkesson said in the run-up to the 2014 election.501 In that election, the SD won nearly 13 percent of the votes and gained twenty-nine more seats in the Riksdag, which put them as the third-largest party in Sweden.


    Åkesson’s ascension in Swedish politics all came before the 2015 refugee crisis, which brought more than one hundred fifty thousand immigrants and refugees to Sweden in a single year, causing crime, political unrest, and social decay.


    Crime


    The subject of immigration and crime is a murky one, especially because of hesitance on the part of both victims and authorities to report a criminal’s nation of origin. Some countries, provinces, states, and municipalities do not demand to know where a criminal was born and report if they are a citizen or a noncitizen.


    A study conducted by the University of Illinois at Chicago found that in the US, 70 percent of illegal aliens, 49 percent of legal immigrants, and even 28 percent of American-born Hispanics are not likely to call to police even if they were a victim of a crime because they fear being asked about their immigration status.502 This number was lower in sanctuary cities than non-sanctuary cities, but the number was still substantial, with 39 percent of Hispanics in Cook County, Illinois and 40 percent in Los Angeles County, California saying they wouldn’t report crimes committed against them.


    In 2018, noncitizens made up 64 percent of all federal arrests, but that was mostly due to immigration offenses. Among nonimmigrant crimes, noncitizens (13.7 percent of the US population as of 2018)503 are overrepresented in some crimes, but not all of them. Among violent crimes prosecuted at a federal level, noncitizens were just 6.4 percent, and among weapons charges, they were only 4 percent. The crimes where noncitizens were overrepresented include property crimes (they make up 19 percent), fraud (22 percent), drugs (20 percent), and regulatory crimes (42 percent).504


    Those statistics don’t include foreign-born criminals, who were naturalized and became American citizens.


    The US isn’t the best country when it comes to reports of immigration and crime; other nations like Denmark, for example, give exceptional details on not only the immigration status of criminals but also how many generations they’ve been in the country.


    A 2016 Danish report found that immigrants from some countries like the US, Sweden, Germany, China, and Thailand were less likely to commit crimes, while immigrants from Lebanon (who are mostly Palestinian), Somalia, Turkey, Iraq, and Pakistan have the highest crime indexes of any foreign-born groups. The report also found that the children of immigrants were much more likely to commit crimes than their immigrant parents in nearly every case. The children of Syrians, Lebanese, Moroccans, and Indians have especially higher crime indexes.505


    Young men who come from a non-Western background had an especially high number of criminal convictions. A study in 2018 found that in the course of a year, 13 percent of all non-Western men ages 17–24 are convicted of a criminal code violation. This is three times higher than Danish men of the same age.506


    The refugee crisis of 2015 brought hundreds of thousands of those young, non-Western men to Europe, especially to Sweden and Germany.


    There have been multiple studies in both countries and results have been conflicting, but there’s certainly data that finds many of these refugees would go on to commit crimes throughout both countries. Soon after Germany began admitting more refugees than any other nation in Europe, news broke that over twelve hundred German girls were sexually assaulted, raped, and robbed in cities all over the country on New Year’s Eve.507


    Leaked documents showed that more than two thousand men, mostly of North African descent, were responsible.508,509 The story went viral almost instantly and created more concerns of Western degeneration awareness.


    Studies on how much the refugees contributed to crime in Germany are conflicting, with some insisting the effects were negligible,510 and others claiming that they were pretty significant. A 2018 report by the Interior Minister found that asylum seekers, which make up just 2 percent of the German population, were responsible for 8.5 percent of all crimes other than immigration violations.511 The report found that refugees from countries like Syria committed fewer crimes while those from North Africa, Afghanistan, and Pakistan committed more crimes.


    Another study by The Wall Street Journal found that all foreign nationals were vastly overrepresented in crime statistics. While foreigners only made up 12.8 percent of the population, they accounted for 34.7 percent of crime suspects. The study found that foreign nationals were especially overrepresented in several types of crimes, making up the suspects in about 70 percent of organized crimes, 75 percent of pickpocketing, 55 percent of forged official documents, 41 percent of burglaries, 37 percent of rapes and sexual assaults, 34 percent of social benefit fraud, and 29 percent of murders and manslaughters.512 Another report from 2019 found that Germans were significantly more likely to be the victims of a crime committed by an immigrant rather than visa-versa.513


    Sweden, like Germany, also took in a massive number of refugees—the most refugees per capita of any other nation on the globe.514 The political class celebrated their arrival as a success story515 celebrating Swedish tolerance, but some studies doubt the level of success.


    Like many other countries, Sweden does not keep official crime data on immigration and crime. The last time they held an official government-sponsored report was in 2005, and it showed that those born abroad were 2.5 times as likely to be registered as a suspect in a crime as native Swedes.516, 517 Immigrants from different areas produce different levels of crime; those from North Africa and the Middle East are more likely to commit crimes than those from places like Finland. The government has yet to commission another official report on the subject.


    One area in Sweden where migrants are far overrepresented is in gang-related crimes. A study done in 2012 by Amir Rostami, a researcher from the University of Stockholm, found that 76 percent of gang members in Sweden were either immigrants or the children of immigrants.518 The 2015 refugee crisis made the situation worse as gangs recruited new members from the hundreds of thousands of migrants coming from the Middle East and North Africa.519


    Gangs in Sweden contribute heavily to gun violence in the country. A report by the newspaper Dagens Nyheter in 2017 found that about 90 percent of all murders or attempted murders in the country were carried out by immigrants or the children of immigrants.520 Gun murders increased from an average of four per year in the early ’90s to seventeen in 2011, to forty-three in 2017.521,522


    Gang-related violence has caused a dramatic uptick in the number of shootings, arson attacks, and bombings;523 yes, Sweden now has a problem with bombings. In 2017, there were 211 reported incidents of explosions throughout Sweden. That number dropped to a still outrageously high 162 bombings in 2018. It spiked again during the first six months of 2019 when Sweden endured 120 bombings, an increase of 45 percent from the same time the prior year. Most of these were centered in Stockholm or the city of Malmö, which has a very heavy foreign-born population.524, 525, 526, 527, 528


    Some of the suburbs of Malmö and Stockholm and have become so gang-riddled that it has created a hazardous situation for policing and emergency services, creating dozens of vulnerable areas or as they’re popularly referred to, no go zones. As of 2019, the Swedish police have identified sixty areas as vulnerable, with twenty-two being especially vulnerable.529 This is not unique to Sweden: the UK, Germany, France, Brazil, and South Africa all have high-crime areas where gangs, whether they are made up of foreign-born residents or not, make it extremely difficult to police.


    In both Germany and Sweden, national populist parties like the Alternative for Deutschland (AfD) and SD were able to use these crime statistics to their benefits and attract new voters who were not just members of the working poor, but also white-collar workers who feared for their safety.


    Unlike in the 2010 and 2014 Swedish elections where the SD focused on protecting the welfare state, the 2018 election message was that crime has become out of control. The SD campaigned on a tough-on-crime platform and promised to stop the flow of mass immigration into Sweden that was bringing these foreign criminals. The SD’s messaging worked; on September 9, they won 17.5 percent of the national vote, nearly a 4.7 percent increase from four years prior. They were especially victorious in the southern part of the country that was heavily populated with foreign-born residents and won their first mayorship and twenty-one out of thirty-three municipalities in Skåne.530, 531, 532 They were so successful that they, along with the center-right Moderate Party, defeated the center-left SD from power in the suburbs of Malmö for the first time since 1911.533


    A study in 2019 found that the concerns over immigration including the criminality of immigrants was the number one issue that drove voters to the SD and the ruling elite chose to ignore these concerns at their own peril.534

  


  
    Chapter 6


    Terrorism


    The Islamic terrorist attacks on September 11, 2001, was arguably the first singular event of the 21st century that reshaped global politics. The reaction to the attacks by citizens around the world and the response by Western government changed the fabric of society, launching decades-long wars and caused a cultural backlash against Islam.


    In an effort to save neoliberalism, many Western governments like the US adopted a neoconservative worldview that justified nation-building and increasing their military presence around the world. At the same time, absorbing millions of people from the Islamic majority countries, some of whom had negative opinions of Western societies and had no intentions of assimilating and others who outright wanted to destroy them. “We fight them over there, so we don’t need to fight them over here” became a rallying cry for Americans justifying former President George W. Bush’s wars.


    As the US and its allies sought to remake the world, Bush told Americans that their patriotic duty was to go shopping and visit Disney World, proving that we were resilient consumers and that the terrorists really hadn’t won.535 At the same time, the neoliberal agenda marched on. Mass immigration continued a near-record pace, the opioid epidemic that would claim half a million American lives grew, and globalization rapidly displaced manufacturing workers across the Rust Belt. All the conditions that led to the rise of Donald Trump blossomed in the aftermath of the 9/11 attacks.


    Western governments’ answer to the growing threat of Islamic terrorism was to continue on their neoliberal project toward more open borders, mass consumerism, and military adventurism without questioning the foundation of their philosophy and its long-term ramifications.


    This is not to say that terrorism in itself pushes a majority of voters toward national populist parties; a study by the European Journal of Political Research found the inverse was true and that the citizens of Germany became more favorable toward the EU after experiencing an Islamic terrorist attack.536 Yet, it is the overall reaction by governments and their refusal to implement longstanding reforms in the wake of terrorism that creates a condition that drives people toward national populism.


    A perfect example can be found in the difference between the US’ reaction to the 9/11 attacks and Denmark’s.


    Post-9/11


    The September 11 attacks were a rallying moment for the US, then-President George W. Bush’s approval ratings shot up to 90 percent.537 There was almost nothing he couldn’t have received bipartisan support on in an effort to combat terrorism and keep the homeland safe. The 9/11 Commission Report made several important recommendations on how to accomplish that goal including a biometric exit-entry system, a US border screening system, a secure identification system, a layered security system, an interagency center to target illegal aliens and human traffickers, tighter controls on student visas, more immigration agents for the FBI Joint Terrorism Task Force, increased global standards for travel documents, 24/7 staffing on the border, a physical barrier at the border, and addressing the problem of migrants who destroy their travel documents (immigration fraud).538 Under Bush’s watch, most of those recommendations were delayed, only partially enacted, or completely ignored. Others were temporary fixes: under Bush, the number of visas offered to certain troubled regions of the world like Pakistan was cut significantly only to see huge increases during the Obama administration. 539, 540, 541, 542, 543


    The US continued its neoliberal agenda and Americans rallied around Bush’s war efforts as his administration missed a golden opportunity to secure America’s borders, fully reorganize many areas of the US legal immigration system, and crack down significantly on illegal immigration.


    Bush was careful to thread the needle that the US was not at war with Islam, and he did not make any effort to reduce immigration from Muslim-majority countries.544 Quite the opposite, Bush tripled the number of Muslim refugees entering the US every month from 2001 to 2005.545 From 2001 to 2018, the US imported over 2 million people from Muslim-majority nations, including many from troubled regions of the world.546 This angered a portion of American voters, especially those within the Republican Party, and gave an opening for a candidate like Trump, who campaigned against political correctness and mass immigration, which led to rising poll numbers when he called for a temporary ban on all Muslim immigration in December 2015. Ultimately, when he became president that was narrowed down to a travel ban on eight countries identified as terror-prone; several polls showed that a plurality or majority supported this policy.547,548


    While America’s focus moved toward nation-building abroad, Denmark began looking inward in the face of a rising threat from Islamic fundamentalism.


    The citizens of Denmark had one of the earliest signs of Western degeneration awareness, understanding that an attack on the US would ultimately lead to attacks on European countries. Denmark held its national election exactly ten weeks after the terrorist attacks, and 9/11 was very much in the minds of Danish voters. Pia Kjærsgaard’s Danish People’s Party (DPP) held their national convention only days after 9/11 and made the opposition to Islam the main center of their party’s message in the upcoming election, with one candidate declaring, “[Muslims] are only waiting until they are enough to kill us.”549 At the convention, Kjærsgaard used explicit references to 9/11 and Danish culture.


    “It has been mentioned that 9/11 became the cause for a ‘clash of civilizations.’ I don’t agree. Because a clash of civilizations would require that there were two civilizations, and that is not the case. There is only one civilization, and that is ours,” Kjærsgaard said.


    On November 20, the DPP received 12 percent of the vote, winning twenty-two seats and becoming the third-largest party in Denmark. The party provided parliamentary support for Denmark’s first majority government composed entirely of conservative parties since 1901. In exchange for the DPP’s support in the coalition government, the right-wing governing parties of Denmark implemented some of the policy positions on immigration to reduce the number of new entrants from non-Western countries.550 Including a sweeping measure in 2002 restricting family reunification, The Washington Post characterized this law as one of the first Muslim bans in the West.551


    The DPP and other right-wing governments held together a governing coalition from 2001 till 2011 and then again from 2015 to 2019. Over the fourteen years they governed Denmark, the DPP successfully pushed eighty different immigration restrictions into law552 including a drastic cut to the number of foreigners who became naturalized citizens from 16,662 in 2002 to just 2,836 in 2018, with the largest cuts coming from immigrants from Turkey, Somalia, and Pakistan according to government data.553


    Aside from cuts to legal immigration, the DPP pushed forward new regulations on refugee resettlement and assimilation.


    In 2005, the government required all potential UN resettlement refugees be assessed for their integration potential to ensure that all refugees would assimilate into Danish society. They began to see a shift in the demographics of refugees; for example, most Iranian refugees accepted to Denmark in the coming years were Christian and not Muslim. During the refugee crisis of 2015, Denmark was the only Nordic country to reject a majority of asylum claims, accepting just 29 percent of Iraqis and 35 percent of Afghans who applied.


    During the height of the refugee crisis, the Danish Parliament reduced benefits for new immigrants—including refugees—and adopted a law seizing asylum seekers’ valuables to pay for their resettlement.554, 555


    One of the most conversational laws pushed by the DPP, especially in the eyes of the media, is a policy enacted in 2018 that mandated all children over the age of one who lived in heavily populated Muslim ghettos be placed in Danish cultural classes for twenty-five hours a week. The policy has the intended goal of abolishing the ghettos and fully assimilating all the nation’s Muslims by 2030.556


    The DPP’s focus on terrorism continued throughout the last two decades as Europe gripped with dozens of either attempted or successful terrorist attacks from Islamic extremists; Denmark remained relatively peaceful. In 2015, Denmark experienced its only successful terrorist attack by an Islamic extremist when the son of Jordanian immigrants killed two civilians and wounded five police officers in an attempt to murder cartoonist Lars Vilks over his illustration of Muhammad.557


    In the aftermath of the terror attack, the DPP campaigned even harder over the subject of immigration and Islam, promising to prosecute imams who influenced their adherents to fight for ISIS.558 In their Danish election just four months later, the DPP won their largest share of the vote in their party’s history—21 percent of the vote—making them the nation’s second-largest party.


    Although their immigration policies have been panned by media outlets and neoliberal politicians, the DPP’s restrictive stance on immigration became so popular with voters that both conservative and liberal parties adopted many of their plans. In the 2019 election, the center-left Social Democrats won the election campaigning on capping the number of immigrants from non-Western countries, expelling certain refugees, and mandating work requirements in exchange for public benefits.559


    The Social Democrats’ leader and current Prime Minister of Denmark, Mette Frederiksen, dismissed the open-border ideology that has engulfed most left-wing parties around the world, saying during one of the debates, “You are not a bad person just because you are worried about immigration.”560


    It’s plausible that had center-left parties moved toward the DPP’s position before 9/11, the national populist party would have never risen to power in the first place.


    Terrorism in the Tropics


    Islamic terrorism isn’t the only type of violent extremism that spurred a populist response by voters. In South America, citizens endured a brutal military campaign by Marxist revolutionaries; it was especially bad in Colombia where citizens suffered through a series of assassinations, kidnappings, drug dealing, illegal mining, extortion, murder, and bombings that ultimately led to the election of the national populist Centro Democrático (Democratic Centre) in 2018.


    Colombia, like many other South American governments, had been battling the revolutionary socialist guerilla organization the Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia (FARC) since 1964. The situation became much worse, however, once their neighbor Venezuela democratically elected Hugo Chávez in 1998 and slowly turned his country into a state sponsor of leftist guerilla movements throughout Latin America.


    The Venezuelan government before Chávez was hostile toward Venezuelan guerilla groups like FARC and the National Liberation Army (ELN), though they regularly allowed them to evade Colombian troops by hiding in their country.561 After Chávez was elected, however, the country took a turn to openly supporting FARC.


    The Colombian government attempted to end the violent conflict through peace negotiations from 1999 through 2002 during the same time Chávez met with Raúl Reyes, a FARC commander, and offered protection to the group. When the peace process failed on February 20, 2002, the Colombian government under President Álvaro Uribe seized back the safe zone and began an assault on FARC.562


    Seven weeks later, in neighboring Venezuela, a coup against Chávez unfolded and the nation’s military detained the president and transported him off the mainland. The United States and several European nations quickly recognized a new interim government.


    Chávez immediately reached out to FARC, ELN, and Fidel Castro and his loyalist in the Venezuelan presidential guard, the latter of whom returned Chávez to power when they reoccupied the presidential palace at Miraflores.563


    After that, Chávez dramatically changed his approach to FARC and other socialist guerillas. Believing that another coupe was around the corner and the military wasn’t loyal to him, Chávez began training FARC’s terrorists in guerrilla and urban warfare in case there was a full-on invasion of Venezuela and they would need to defend him.


    In late 2002, Chávez developed a Contingency Plan that authorized terrorists trained by Chávez’s government to attack, neutralize, or liquidate opposition supporters, political leaders, and resources through sabotage and targeted assassination.564


    FARC set up drug trafficking operations in Venezuela that helped to fund them after Uribe’s aggressive tactics to dismantle the organization destroyed many of their cocaine trafficking routes. The terrorist organization also funneled US$400,000 to Chávez’s ally Ecuadorian President Rafael Correa’s campaign, helping secure his victory.


    With the help of Chávez, FARC set up narco-states in Venezuela, Colombia, and Bolivia. As Colombia moved closer to the United States, Chávez created an alliance with Marxist governments in Cuba, Bolivia, Ecuador, and Nicaragua as part of his Bolivian revolution to fight against American imperialism.


    Chávez created the Bolivarian Continental Movement (MCB), which integrated various revolutionary groups as a way to fight against imperial powers—namely, the United States. FARC was named as one of the earliest members of this new umbrella organization. Upon its founding, MCB decided to establish cells in every Latin American country.


    FARC became a political, military, and social tool for Chávez to expand his Bolivian revolution throughout South and Central America, especially against America’s ally Colombia.


    Between 2002 through 2008, Chávez and FARC continued significant cooperation and Chávez even stated that FARC was the real army that occupies territory in Colombia rather than a terrorist group. Chávez went so far as to provide FARC a safe haven in Venezuela as the terrorist organization was being beaten down by the Colombian military. A 2008 raid of a FARC camp in Ecuador revealed that Chávez even subsidized a FARC office in Caracas.565


    FARC and Chávez’s relationship declined significantly though in the latter half of 2008 as FARC became unable to accomplish Chávez’s goals, and there was mounting international pressure on Chávez to distance himself from the terrorist organization.


    Colombian politics also helped move Chávez away from FARC. In 2010, Colombia elected President Juan Manuel Santos, who vowed to pursue a less aggressive stance against Chávez and FARC. Chávez began working closely with Santos and the two countries even conducted intelligence operations against FARC together. Chávez passed an anti-terrorism funding law as FARC’s leadership suffered a series of deaths and imprisonments. Their membership sunk from twenty thousand members in 2002 to just nine thousand in 2011.


    With its back against the wall, FARC lashed out in a wave of attacks—notably, mortar bombings in the town of San Miguel, Putumayo and at the Colombian military base in La Macarena.566 Under Santos’s leadership, the number of terrorists killed or captured declined while the number of attacks rose.


    Uribe was furious at the rise of terrorism in Colombia and his successor’s soft approach on FARC; he created a new political party, the Democratic Center, in 2014. The party ran former Treasury minister Óscar Iván Zuluaga for president in that year’s election on a platform of ending negotiations with FARC.567


    In their first time at the ballot box, the Democratic Center won nineteen seats in the House and Senate and made it to the second round of the presidential election, narrowly losing to Santos by only six points.568 Four years later, the Democratic Center nominated Urbine’s protégé, forty-one-year-old Iván Duque Márquez, who won the presidency against a former guerrilla.569 The party also won a majority of seats in the Colombian Congress.

  


  
    Chapter 7


    Sovereignty


    The belief in national sovereignty is a clear dividing line in Western nations. The term globalist has become both a slur and a badge of honor depending on who you ask.


    At the very heart of the issue is a question of values: do you value international cooperation and the dream of a more unified future, or do you value regionalism, self-determination, and democracy. Both worldviews have their own advantages as well as drawbacks. Globalists can spur international agreements promising mutual protection and cooperation, while nationalists can offer their citizens democratic representation. Those likely to benefit from globalization, like the highly educated, connected, and wealthy, are genuinely more in favor of a system where they’re not in full control because it doesn’t matter given that they’re not likely to lose their economic or social standing.


    They don’t have the fear of seeing their coal mine closing or their factory job laying off workers because their government has complied with international environmental benchmarks set in the Paris Agreement or Kyoto Protocol. Mutual protection compacts between countries are also less likely to affect wealthy families given that their children are less likely to serve in the military.570 They’ll never know the fear of having a relative dying in defense of another nation’s borders. So, while they won’t have to bear the burdens of globalism, they have all the social benefits of knowing their tax dollars are being used to promote beliefs they agree with like a more environmentally friendly future and spurring female entrepreneurship in third world countries. They can feel like they are contributing to a progressive global community that makes the world a better place without having to actually sacrifice very much to make that happen.


    Those who don’t find themselves with the same level of privilege tend to oppose globalism because it takes decision-making out of the hands of local and national governments that protect their economic and cultural interests. The loss of their nation’s sovereignty may lead to many more repercussions in their day-to-day lives that could rob them of the financial stability, cultural or regional hegemony, and basic dignity.


    One group of people view nationalism as a set of values that belong in the dust bin of history, while the other looks at it as their only hope to protect their way of life. This conflict is what has changed the political dynamics of nearly every Western country. Before the rise of national populism, the range of acceptable political discourse (known as the Overton window) was confined to right-wing or left-wing neoliberalism. Bush, Obama, Clinton, McCain, Romney…all different variations of the same political discussion.


    That changed with the rise of national populism challenged the notion that voters were powerless to stop nation-states’ subjugation to international organizations. National populists told those on the losing end of globalism that they didn’t have to surrender their heritage, culture, democracy, and the remaining institutions that protect their interests. The ruling elite’s willingness to surrender their nation’s sovereignty has caused a widespread voter backlash among voters who began to support national populists.


    This fight to protect the nation-state sprawls across the globe, from the US exiting the Paris Climate Agreement to Brazil leaving the UN Compact on Migration to Salvini warring with the EU over international agreements involving refugees. Yet there is no better example in recent history of the issue of sovereignty moving voters away from the ruling elite than the British vote to exit the EU.


    Brexit


    When the UK joined the European Economic Community (EEC) in 1973571 the decision to join was overwhelmingly supported by the British people. When the UK held a national referendum on the decision to join the EEC in 1975, 67 percent of Brits voted in favor of their country’s membership. Still, the Brits decided to opt-out of the European Monetary System, which led to the creation of the Euro; Margaret Thatcher, who would become prime minister in 1979, had deep reservations about further tying the UK to the EU.


    On September 8, 1988, Thatcher delivered a speech known as the Bruges Speech at the College of Europe where she warned about the growing dominance of the EU outside of what was originally intended.


    “I want to see us work more closely on the things we can do better together than alone. Europe is stronger when we do so, whether it be in trade, in defense or in our relations with the rest of the world,” Thatcher said in her speech. “But working more closely together does not require power to be centralized in Brussels or decisions to be taken by an appointed bureaucracy. Indeed, it is ironic that just when those countries such as the Soviet Union, which have tried to run everything from the center, are learning that success depends on dispersing power and decisions away from the center, there are some in the Community who seem to want to move in the opposite direction.”


    “We have not successfully rolled back the frontiers of the state in Britain, only to see them re-imposed at a European level with a European super-state exercising a new dominance from Brussels,” Thatcher continued. “Certainly, we want to see Europe more united and with a greater sense of common purpose. But it must be in a way which preserves the different traditions, parliamentary powers and sense of national pride in one’s own country; for these have been the source of Europe’s vitality through the centuries.” 572


    Thatcher foresaw that the EU, which was created to establish an area of free trade and a common customs union between member states was turning into a European project. Politicians in Brussels hoped to transform the EU into something at resembled the United States, where a central state with a large bureaucracy would govern across all formally independent nations.


    In 1992, Prime Minister John Major signed the Maastricht Treaty, which turned the EEC into the EU and forfeited even more of the UK’s sovereignty over the issues of inflation, public debt, and deficit. Opinion polls at the time found that only 31 percent of the British public approved of the Treaty,573 but there was no national referendum on the issue despite the concerns of many politicians and the public at large. The UK would go on to introduce over 52,000 laws from 1990 through 2017 as a result of EU legislation. These laws especially affected the UK on issues as varied as trade, agriculture, financial services, employment, and the environment.574 In addition to the series of laws, the EU issued hundreds of thousands of directives and regulations dealing with everything from labor relations to home appliances like vacuum cleaners and electric ovens.575, 576


    Less than a decade later, in 1997, the British lost control of their immigration system when they signed the Treaty of Amsterdam which included the Schengen Agreement, allowing the free movement of people throughout the EU member states.


    At the time of the agreement, most members of the EU were Western countries including France, Germany, Sweden, the Netherlands, Austria, Italy, Spain, and Greece with fairly equivalent levels of income, education, and welfare. Joining the Schengen Agreement was not going to cause a massive increase in the number of low-skilled immigrants.


    Like most of the principles that originally guided the EU, that all changed as poorer Eastern European nations like Poland, Hungary, Romania, and Bulgaria joined the EU and the UK was swamped with more than a million low-skilled workers and had no say in the matter.


    In 2002, Thatcher started the genesis that led to Brexit. In her book Statecraft: Strategies for a Changing World, Thatcher said the EU was fundamentally unreformable and the UK should consider leaving, becoming the first former prime minister to raise the possibility.577


    “We trade globally,” she wrote, “and we must think globally—not confined within the bounds of a narrow Europe…That such an unnecessary and irrational project as building a European superstate was ever embarked upon will seem in future years to be perhaps the greatest folly of the modern era…And that Britain, with her traditional strengths and global destiny, should ever have been part of it will appear a political error of historic magnitude.”578


    Thatcher voiced her concerns about the growth of the EU throughout her retirement, believing that the EU was moving from its intended purpose as an economic agreement into a political project that the British people had not endorsed. 579 During one speech, she warned that the idea of a European superstate to rival the US would never work because the continent had no common language or culture.580


    Most Conservative Party politicians stayed silent on Thatcher’s warning while Prime Minister Tony Blair used it to attack Tories as being prone to isolationism. How can anyone seriously argue for withdrawal from Europe? Blair said. The policy to talk about withdrawal, to end up ruling out a single currency forever, whatever the economic circumstances, is not an act of patriotism. It is an act of folly. The vice president of the European Commission at the time, Neil Kinnock, went a step further and referred to Thatcher’s words as pub bore politics.581


    Thatcher’s words weren’t lost on everyone, however; an emerging politician named Nigel Farage became the leader of the small, Eurosceptic, UKIP promising to make the former prime minister’s proposal a reality.


    From the beginning, Farage laid out a vision that the UK needed to leave the EU. At one event in 1997, he told a room of UKIP voters, What started as a murmur in the pubs and clubs and wherever people congregate in this country is now beginning to reach a crescendo raw and what people are saying is ‘Get Britain Out.’582 Farage had been elected as chairman of the UKIP in 1998 and was one of their first three members elected to the European Parliament the following year.


    UKIP with its Eurosceptic vision was considered a fringe party extremely far out of the mainstream. David Cameron famously referred to them in 2006 as fruitcakes, loonies, and closet racists.583 Farage took over the party in 2006 hoping to transform it but stepped down from leadership in 2009 to run for Parliament only to retake control the following year.


    After his return to leadership in 2010, Farage began using his platform as an MEP to increase his visibility as well as UKIP’s. During one session of the EU Parliament, Farage berated President of the European Council Herman Van Rompuy as having the charisma of a damp rag, and the appearance of a low-grade bank clerk and accused him of being the quiet assassin of European democracy.584 The video went viral around the UK and Europe and UKIP began growing in membership with every new social media post of Farage attacking leaders within the EU. From 2010 to 2013, UKIP’s membership more than doubled from 15,535 to 32,447.


    As Europe suffered through Greece’s debt crisis and the UK underwent austerity measures to curb spending, Farage’s public image and support among British citizens grew exponentially.


    He appealed to working-class Labour voters over the drastic cuts in education, welfare, and healthcare585 as well as to Tory voters over issues like sovereignty and immigration. The idea that the political elite both in London and Brussels were out of touch with mainstream British society took hold.


    In the run-up to the 2014 EU parliamentary election, Farage attacked the political class for lying to the British public about the EU’s control of British sovereignty and mass immigration from Eastern European countries like Poland, which he claimed hurt working-class Brits. The Liberal Democrat leader Nick Clegg accused Farage of not being a serious politician and being a dangerous con, which only emboldened his supporters.


    Farage campaigned across the UK as an everyman, telling fellow patriots that they were made powerless due to the elite who sold out their country to global forces like the EU that threatened the very basis of British democracy. The UKIP campaign poster featured the British flag being burned from its center with the EU Flag underneath featuring the slogan Who really runs this country? 75 percent of our laws are now made in Brussels.586


    In several speeches, Farage compared the EU to the dystopian book 1984 as well as the authoritarian regime in North Korea that had reduced (the British Parliament) to the level of a large council.587


    The electorate was offered a clear and opposing dichotomy: they could either vote for UKIP and fight to regain the sovereignty that was their birthright or vote for the status quo. On May 22, 2014, UKIP won 27 percent of the vote, becoming the largest party from the UK in the EU Parliament.588 Experts derided UKIP’s victory as nothing more than a protest vote that would ultimately end up as meaningless;589 they couldn’t understand that a massive uprising was occurring across the country against the EU.


    One person who did notice Farage’s rise was Prime Minister David Cameron—even before UKIP’s election victory in 2014. Under pressure from members of the Conservative Party, Cameron announced on January 23, 2013, that if the British voters chose to re-elect the Conservative Party in the 2015 election, the party would put a referendum on EU membership on the ballot before the end of 2017.590 The campaign tactic worked, the Tories won a majority in the 2015 election and even forced Farage to resign from UKIP after he lost the election for Parliament.591


    Cameron’s Foreign Secretary Philip Hammond made good on Cameron’s promise and introduced the European Union Referendum Act of 2015, allowing the Secretary of State to appoint the date for the referendum on membership in the EU, which took place on June 23, 2016.592


    The referendum thrust Farage back into the spotlight; he along with a few high-profile British politicians like former London Mayor Boris Johnson and Chair of the Parliamentary Labour Party John Cryer backed the Leave campaign. Opposition to the referendum included the government of the United Kingdom, Scotland, and Wales; the Labour, Liberal Democrat, and Scottish National Parties; and Prime Minister David Cameron and most of his cabinet members, including future Prime Minister Theresa May.


    Although there were many different factions of the Leave Campaign, they focused on two main issues: sovereignty and immigration. Johnson’s effective slogan Take Back Control593 emphasized that Britain’s membership in the EU had forced them to send £350 million per week to Brussels that could otherwise have gone to funding the UK’s healthcare system.594 Justice Minister Michael Gove, who co-convened Vote Leave, also argued that EU regulations cost the British economy £600 million every week.595 Our membership of the EU stops us being able to choose who makes critical decisions which affect all our lives, Gove said about the referendum.596


    Johnson also emphasized that the UK has lost control of its borders; one month before the election, the Office of National Statistics published information stating that net migration to the UK had increased by 81 percent since 2012 and an astonishing 333,000 people immigrated to the country in 2015 alone.597


    “(There is) no public consent for the scale of immigration we are seeing,” Johnson said to the BBC. “(immigration has become) completely out of control…I think that they (the figures) show the scandal of the promise made by politicians repeatedly that they could cut immigration to the tens of thousands and then to throw their hands up in the air and say there’s nothing we can do because Brussels has taken away our control of immigration.”598


    Leavers also insisted that if nations like Turkey, Montenegro, Serbia, and Albania joined the EU, more than 5 million more mostly Muslim immigrants would be added to this number.599


    Farage, who campaigned with a separate organization to Johnson, also focused on the same points. In one of his most controversial campaign events, Farage unveiled a poster featuring thousands of migrants crossing into Europe with the words Breaking Point The EU has failed us all splashed against the image.


    “Frankly, as you can see from this picture, most of the people coming are young males and, yes, they may be coming from countries that are not in a very happy state, they may be coming from places that are poorer than us, but the EU has made a fundamental error that risks the security of everybody.”600


    Although many accused Leavers of being racist or anti-immigrant, it was the question of sovereignty that was at the heart of their campaign, as well as the question of who gets to decide the laws that govern the people of Britain, including their economy and immigration system.


    Remainers like Cameron promised to make reforms within the EU system, including allowing the UK to opt-out of further political integration, housing and welfare requirements for migrants, prevent the UK from contributing to further eurozone bailouts and lower administrative burdens.601 They also insisted that leaving the EU would bring the UK to the brink of an economic collapse, inflict an immediate recession, and cause the loss of 820,000 jobs.602


    Johnson told voters in a BBC interview that every concession that Cameron had received and would receive from the EU was not enough to protect British sovereignty. “We were told were going to get wholesale changes. Anybody looking at the agreement that we have before us now would be in no doubt that this is not fundamental reform,” Johnson said in the interview. “The government lawyers just blew up. They said this basically voids our obligations under the 1972 European Communities Act. It doesn’t work. You cannot express the sovereignty of Parliament and accept the 1972 European Communities Act.”603


    What Remainers didn’t understand was that the Leave Vote, being executed by Johnson, Farage, and Gove, was delving into the zeitgeist of millions of Brits. An Ipsos poll taken right before the vote found that the most important issues facing the British people were immigration, healthcare, and the EU604 all the major points the Brexiteers campaigned on.


    On election day, 17.41 million Brits voted to Brexit from the EU, the largest democratic mandate in British political history. The Leave campaign succeeded by a margin of 52 to 48 percent.


    After seeing the results, Farage exclaimed that it was a victory for the sovereignty of the UK and the end of the EU, “The EU is failing, the EU is dying. I hope we’ve knocked the first brick out of the wall. I hope this is the first step toward a Europe of sovereign nation states.”605


    Brexiteers’ strategy of focusing on the issues of sovereignty and immigration worked. A survey by Lord Ashcroft found that British voters were motivated to leave the EU because they wanted to reclaim their democracy and regain control of their borders. The issue of sovereignty and living under laws created by politicians they voted for was cited as the most important reason voters chose to leave the EU, followed in second place by their desire to have complete control of their immigration system.606


    The entire British political system was turned on its head; Cameron resigned and Theresa May, who also supported the UK remaining in the EU, became the second female prime minister after Thatcher. In her first speech as prime minister, May declared, “As we leave the European Union, we will forge a new, bold, positive role for ourselves in the world, and we will make Britain a country that works, not for the privileged few, but for every one of us.”607


    When laying out the terms of Brexit, May laid out a twelve-point plan to negotiate the terms of leaving the EU, including the UK’s ability to control their own laws including immigration, set up new trade agreements, and forge an agreement for British nationals who lived in Europe. She emphasized that her Brexit agreement would not (be a) partial membership of the European Union, associate membership of the European Union, or anything that leaves us half-in, half-out.


    May promised to deliver on what the majority of Brits voted for: a clean break from the EU. Unfortunately, that’s not what she delivered.


    On July 12, 2018, May’s government released The Future Relationship between the UK and the EU, otherwise known as the Chequers agreement. Unlike her proposal for a true Brexit, the Chequers agreement allowed the UK to have access to the European Single Market preventing the UK from subsidizing any of their nation’s industries and keeping beholden to EU regulations on the environment, climate change, and consumer protection. It also forced the UK to continue to make appropriate (financial) contributions.608


    In addition to being under Brussels’ control economically, May’s deal forced UK courts to adhere to rulings made by European judges in cases related to EU-set rules. This makes the EU courts supreme to the UK’s. Not exactly the idea of an independent nation.609


    Lastly, on the issue of immigration, while May promised to end the free movement of people in the plan, she did not create a border between the Republic of Ireland and Northern Ireland, meaning that someone from the EU could simply go to Ireland and then walk over to Northern Ireland and enter the UK.610


    To say the plan was not received well by Brexiteers would be an extreme understatement; one British MEP said to these authors that it was a deal you’d only sign on to if you lost a war.


    Within days of the release of the Chequers agreement, May’s Brexit Secretary David Davis and Foreign Secretary Boris Johnson resigned in opposition.611, 612


    In his resignation speech, Johnson hit on all of the major points where May had failed the UK in Brexit negotiations, “We burned through negotiating capital. We agreed to hand over a £40 billion exit fee, with no discussion of our future economic relationship. We accepted the jurisdiction of the European Court over key aspects of the withdrawal agreement. And, worst of all, we allowed the question of the Northern Irish border, which had hitherto been assumed on all sides to be readily soluble, to become so politically charged as to dominate the debate…it is not too late to save Brexit. We have time in these negotiations. We have changed tack once and we can change again.”613


    Parliament would reject every proposal that May offered. She inevitably was forced to resign from office for her inability to secure a proper Brexit that gave the British people what they wanted: a return to national sovereignty.


    On July 24, 2019, May stepped down as Prime Minister and was replaced with Johnson.614 After several failed attempts to move the ball on Brexit, Johnson purged Conservative Party members opposing his deal. 615 With Brexit stalled, new elections were called in October and held in December.616


    The election held on December 12th, 2019, was one of the most consequential in British history. The Tories under Johnson campaigned on a united pledge to get Brexit done while both Labour and the Liberal Democrats promised to hold a second referendum. It was a clear and concise difference between what a right-wing government would offer voters as opposed to a left-wing.


    Johnson’s party won nearly 44 percent of the vote, the highest percentage of any party since 1979 and the Tories netted a total of 365 seats, the largest Conservative-led government since 1987. The Liberal Democrat leader Jo Swinson was defeated in her district and it was the worst results for the Labour Party since 1935.617


    The Tories election victory came even as Johnson had a disapproval rating 20 points higher than their approval.618 Voters were willing to turn a blind eye to their distaste for Johnson to achieve Brexit, even in areas that had historically voted Labour.


    Just eight days after the election, the new Parliament passed Johnson’s Withdrawal Agreement, and Queen Elizabeth ratified the bill on January 23, 2020, allowing the UK to officially split with the EU on January 31st.619,620

  


  
    Chapter 8


    Economic Inequality and Anxiety


    Issues like immigration, sovereignty, and corruption are the largest motivating factors for national populists, but economic anxiety and fears of globalism also play a critical factor in explaining the rise and ideology of national populism.


    Free trade, globalism, and laissez-faire economics have become orthodoxy to most center parties on both the left and right. Although this has been fairly standard for most right-wing parties over the last half century, the evolution among liberals has created an opportunity for national populists to broaden their appeal to voters who typically vote for left-wing parties.


    In the later part of the 20th century and the first two decades of the current century, leaders of left-wing parties like Clinton, Obama, Blair, and Hollande oversaw their parties’ transformation. Those left-wing parties abandoned the key constituency of working-class voters in favor of a cosmopolitan, multicultural, educated, and woke future.


    Left-wing parties who had been advocates for laborers, union workers, and low-skilled natives for over a century now began viewing them as backwards culturally and worthy of being left behind by globalism. Working-class people found it increasingly difficult to find work, start a family, and create a life that provided them with a level of dignity they expected from living in a Western society. Many became victims of despair, depression, and drug overdoses.


    Workers found themselves on the losing end of globalism, abandoned by traditional center-left parties, but were still unwilling to trust traditional right-wing parties that had a long history of opposing labor unions and protections for workers. Left with few other options, a portion of former left-wing voters found themselves voting for national populists like Le Pen, Trump, and the Law and Justice Party (PiS) in Poland.


    Unlike most traditional right-wing parties, national populists are centrists on economic issues; they’re supportive of protecting industries like manufacturing, mining, and logging, support a welfare state that helps young families and seniors and are skeptical of free trade and globalism. 621,622


    Trump won the Rust Belt, which including the states of Ohio, Pennsylvania, Wisconsin, and Michigan, by appealing to voters who had been on the losing end of globalism for decades. The billionaire reality TV star campaigned on renegotiating NAFTA, attacking free trade agreements, and ending global trade deals. It paid off substantially; in 2012, union voters supported former president Obama by eighteen points over pro-free trade Republican Mitt Romney; in 2016 they supported Clinton over Trump by only eight points.623,624


    Likewise, Le Pen, who was trounced in the second round of the 2017 French presidential election, winning only 34 percent of the general election vote, received the majority of the vote of blue-collar workers.625 In the legislative elections later on that year, Le Pen’s party won a third of the legislative seats in the department of Pas-de-Calais, a working-class area.626


    The PiS took control of the Polish government in 2015 and implemented a series of socially conservative but fiscally centrist economic proposals to support families. Some of the policies they put forth included a $125 monthly stipend for every child in a family, increased pension payments, and the elimination of income taxes for everyone under the age of twenty-six.627 Despite all these new tax cuts and social programs, the Polish government still managed to cut deficit spending.628


    Defending his economic populism, the PiS leader Jaroslaw Kaczynski declared at one rally, “A person whose pockets are empty is not really free…(this is the end of the) post-colonial concept of Poland as a source of cheap labor.”


    In another interview with a Catholic radio host, Kacynski insisted these policies weren’t socialist. “I’ve been even called upon to confess, so to speak, that I am a Socialist. Well, I’m not a Socialist, I’m a supporter of social solidarity…(the PiS) want to support the development of small, medium and smallest entrepreneurship. The economy should benefit the whole society, instead of just one group and leaving the rest of the society in God’s good grace.” 629


    PiS managed all of these economic moderate positions while remaining fervently against mass immigration and refugee resettlement and supportive of Poland’s ties to the Catholic Church. On October 13, 2019, Polish voters rewarded the PiS with the highest share of the vote that any party had received since Poland returned to democracy after the fall of the Soviet Union.630 Exit polls showed that a majority or plurality of voters of every age voted for the PiS.631


    Economic populism appeals to both left and right-wing voters, there’s an overlap in the issues that appeal to Trump supporters and Bernie voters, between the Leave campaign and Brits who want Jeremy Corbyn to be the next prime minister. Yet the reason they support populist economics comes from different ideological sources. Those that find themselves supporting left-wing candidates seek an egalitarian society based on social justice, while those voting for national populists seek a fair economic model that prioritizes communities, workers, and families. It’s not that national populists don’t believe that business owners have the right to be successful; they do, it’s just they owe some loyalty to the communities, civic institutions, and people that create the stable and successful environment that allows those companies to thrive.


    Libertarians incorporated their economic policies into several generations of right-wing parties. Center-right parties told those on the losing end of globalism to embrace the chaos of market forces because ultimately, it would allow them to purchase cheap goods and download new apps, even as it robbed them the dignity of a well-paying job and poisoned the health of communities and families across the working-class areas of the country. The concerns for how these policies were detrimental to workers and what would happen to them if they were forced to compete with the cheapest labor on Earth were seemingly unheard. This purely globalist approach to the economy became a secular religion to the political class, especially in the US.


    The push for globalism went without the consent of the American people. Since 1988, a consistent majority of Americans have told pollsters at The New York Times they prefer restrictions over unbridled free trade.632 But as has been the case on other issues like sovereignty and immigration, the public’s opinion mattered very little.


    Over the past few decades, there have been two defining moments that led millions of people to skepticism toward globalism and the current economic system: the Great Recession, which led to the billion-dollar bailouts of companies and countries that were too big, to fail, and the hollowing out of Middle America after NAFTA and the normalization of trade deals with China.


    Those events culminated in the rise of national populism in Europe, the UK, and America.


    The Great Recession


    The Great Recession occurred throughout most of Europe and North America in late 2007 when the financial crisis and subprime mortgage crisis devastated the American economy and rippled throughout most of the West, destroying millions of jobs and trillions of dollars in wealth.


    It came at a particularly difficult time, especially in an America that was suffering through two Middle Eastern wars, the hollowing out of manufacturing jobs in Middle America, and a looming opioid crisis that was beginning to kill more than fifteen thousand people per year.633 According to the Bureau of Labor Statistics, the recession occurred in the US from late 2007 until June 2009, though its effects, including higher unemployment rates, continued to linger for years afterward. In January 2010, unemployment hit double digits in eighteen states.634


    Presidents Bush and Obama turned to Keynesian economics, pouring nearly $500 billion in bailout and stimulus plans into the economy during the recovery.635, 636 The recovery took more than half a decade to reach every geographical corner of the US, but even then, however, it wasn’t equal among race, geography, or education.


    Only one Wall Street banker, Kareem Serageldin, went to jail for handing out risky loans and crashing the world economy.637 Most big financial institutions were saved, but business on Main Street stagnated and Americans across the political spectrum from the Tea Party and Occupy Wall Street protested the elite. Even when Washington spent billions to save America’s car manufacturers, they continued to move production and investment overseas, showing no loyalty to the American taxpayer and worker.638


    By 2016, upper-income Americans had completely recovered from the recession, with their net worth increasing to $810,800 from $740,100 in 2007. They were the only ones to see a return to pre-recession prosperity, while middle- and lower-income Americans’ net worth in 2016 was still 30 to 40 percent lower on average than it had been in 2007. For low-income white Americans, net worth declined from $42,700 in 2007 to just $22,900 in 2016.639


    Millions of Americans who had been on the losing end of globalism for decades found themselves on the losing end of the recovery. Voters who felt the system was designed to work against them moved from Occupy Wall Street to the Bernie Sanders campaign and from the Tea Party to Donald Trump. Rural counties, especially in the South, Appalachia, and the West, had much slower recoveries, with twenty-two counties’ economies not recovering at all since the recession. A majority of midsize counties in Midwestern states like Iowa, Illinois, Michigan, Minnesota, and Wisconsin that swung heavily for Trump in 2016 had reached their pre-recession job peaks by 2016.640


    The recession was arguably even more painful and politically divisive in Europe, where the recession hit in 2007 and 2011. Aside from the recession, Europe was engulfed in a series of crises including over debt, bailouts, and austerity. Unemployment rates, especially for Europeans under twenty-four, climbed to over 20 percent in Belgium, Finland, France, Hungary, Poland, Sweden, the UK, over 40 percent in Italy, and 50 percent in Greece and Spain.641


    Greece’s economy was devastated by the financial crisis, which was followed by a sovereign debt crisis where Greece was incapable of paying back its debt. Other countries like Portugal, Spain, Cyprus, and Ireland also found themselves in a similar financial state and required bailouts from the EU, the International Monetary Fund, and the European Central Banks.642


    Not only did these bailouts and austerity measures not sit well with citizens of their respected countries, but they also did not fare well with voters from more fiscally responsible countries and pushed them toward national populist parties. One of the clearest examples of that was in Finland.


    Finnish voters were enraged over the EU’s response to the debt-ridden countries and their government’s participation in the bailouts. A Think If Laboratories poll conducted in April 2011 found that nearly 60 percent of Finns opposed the bailout.643


    It couldn’t have come a worse time for Finland’s governing class, which supported the bailout. Portugal’s application for an EU bailout occurred on the first day of early voting in the Finnish election, and the national populist True Finn party and their leader Timo Soini used it to their benefit,644 promising that they would block the bailout to Portugal if elected.645


    Soini reminded voters that when Finland was going through an economic crisis in the 1990s, no European country rushed to their aid. The True Finns spoke to both populist conservatives who said bailouts were not responsible as well as progressives who felt banks needed to be held accountable. We are against any new contributions to bailouts. This is not the way to do it, Soini told The Associated Press. Banks have to be made responsible for lending money too freely, and countries in trouble should sell their assets.646


    Although the European bailout of Portugal and Greece was the main driver of the True Finns’ message, Soini also emphasized positions that were popular to both progressives and conservatives, from raising capital gains to hardline stances on immigration, including cutting social welfare for foreigners and lowering refugee quotas.647


    On election night, April 17, 2011, forty-seven incumbents lost their re-election in a Parliament of only two hundred members. The True Finns were the big winners, coming in third and nearly tying the leading center-right and center-left parties. They more than quadrupled their support from the previous election, receiving 560,075 votes or 19.1 percent, just 39,000 votes short of coming in first place.648


    In the face of the protest vote against Brussels, an unnamed representative of the EU told The Wall Street Journal that the result would not affect the bailout for Portugal regardless of what the voters wanted.649 During the negotiation over the new government, the leading Social Democrats and National Coalition Party agreed to continue to fund the bailout of Portugal. The True Finns stuck to their guns and withdrew from government formation talks, accusing Social Democrats who campaigned against the bailout of selling out their voters.650


    While Italy, Spain, Greece, and Ireland all looked to outside help to get their financial houses in order after the fiscal crisis, the UK looked inwards, which ultimately resulted in a vote to leave the EU.


    The UK’s Tory and Liberal Democrat coalition government’s response to an age of irresponsibility was to institute austerity measures to cap spending and reduce the deficit. Tory leadership insisted that it would help fend off a future economic crisis.651 Cameron delivered a speech on April 26, 2009, where he proposed a new age of austerity in which the UK government would become more transparent and would slash government spending.652


    Real spending per capita decreased in education, housing subsidies, and other welfare benefits, and between 2010 and 2019, the UK curbed spending by more than £30 billion.653 Cameron was successful in his efforts as the deficit shrank from £153 billion to just £24.7 billion in 2019.654 Aside from cutting spending, the austerity measures had an unintended consequence of pushing voters to support Farage and the Leave campaign during Brexit.


    During the 2014 EU elections, when Farage’s party won the plurality of votes, over one in four UKIP voters said they supported the nationalist party as a protest vote against the establishment parties.655 A study conducted by economics professor Thiemo Fetzer also found that voters most affected by austerity measures, especially the 2012 Welfare Reform Act, increasingly shifted to UKIP by a margin of 3.5 to 11.9 percent in various districts during the 2014 election as well as the Leave campaign in 2016.656 Fetzer insisted that the referendum would have resulted in a Remain victory had it not been for austerity measures.657


    Additional studies found that austerity measures coupled with the globalist policies pushed voters that had been on the losing end of neoliberal economic policies for decades. Those in areas that lost manufacturing areas and lost jobs due to trade and automation were also more likely to vote to leave the EU, despite the fact that many of them had previously voted for the Labour Party.658 What those voters wanted and still want to this day is not the neoliberal promise of creating a Singapore on the Thames, with low taxes and workers with little protection. They want an economy that looks out for the interests of the workers.


    The Despair of Middle America


    A positive side effect of Trump’s election victory was that for the first time, elites took notice that millions of people throughout Middle America had been on the losing side of globalism and were pissed about it. For decades, those people were nearly invisible to coastal elites, who had long ignored the growing depression among working-class people in former industrial hubs across the US.


    Elites living in high-income zip codes couldn’t relate to Trump’s message of Making America Great Again, because the last three decades had been marked by new technological innovations, high incomes, and longer lives. The neoliberal promise of untold riches would come from globalization and for millions of educated, high-skilled, white-collar workers, they weren’t wrong. As mentioned in chapter one, over the course of time, those more likely to get a college education and a six-figure job slowly moved away from working-class people. They both literally and figurately gated themselves off from the suffering of their countrymen, who were living in cities that were shells of their former selves and dying of despair, depression, and drugs.


    Throughout the 1970s and ’80s, manufacturing began to decline for a number of reasons, including several recessions, inflation, lack of innovation in the Rust Belt, and especially the new rise of foreign competition.659 When Congress voted for free trade deals in the ’90s and normalized trade relations with China in 2000, that number began to plummet.660 From 2000 to 2016, America lost more than 5 million manufacturing jobs and the percentage of workers in manufacturing dipped from 13 percent to just 8 percent.661


    Manufacturing employment remained fairly steady; between August 1984 and August 2000 the number of manufacturing jobs fluctuated from 18 million to a low of 16.7 million before rising again to 17.3 million.662


    The culprit for most of those job losses was growing trade deficits, especially those under President George W. Bush, which cost manufacturing workers more than 3.6 million jobs and an additional 1.4 million were lost during the Great Recession. This devastation was followed by the slowest recovery in domestic manufacturing output in over sixty years.


    During the ’90s, when economists, business leaders, and politicians were pushing Presidents George H. W. Bush and Bill Clinton to embrace free trade, the manufacturing deficit remained fairly stable, reaching about $110 billion in 1996. That number exploded to over $300 billion by 2000 and $558.5 billion in 2006.663


    Nobel Prizewinning economist Paul Krugman admitted in a 2019 article that he and his fellow economists who championed free trade during that time period miscalculated how it would impact manufacturing jobs. In his op-ed, Krugman wrote that the surge in the trade deficit caused a fall in employment. A reasonable estimate is that the deficit surge reduced the share of manufacturing in GDP by around 1.5 percentage points, or more than 10 percent, according to Krugman. Which means that it explains more than half the roughly 20 percent decline in manufacturing employment between 1997 and 2005.664


    Trade deals like NAFTA and normalizing trade deals with China cost the US economy millions of jobs across the country, but especially in the Rust Belt, Appalachia, and other parts of rural America.


    The think tank Public Citizen, founded by Ralph Nader, estimated that one million jobs were lost because of NAFTA.665 The free trade deal between the US and its neighbors Mexico and Canada had a detrimental effect on certain industries, and normalizing trade relations worsened the pain being felt by workers across the country.


    A 2013 paper by economists David Autor, David Dorn, and Gordon Hanson found that exposure to Chinese imports experienced trade shocks in multiple industries, including manufacturing. Local labor markets in the US saw a reduction in employment, labor force participation, and wages. They also saw an increased need for state and federal welfare assistance, including unemployment, disability, retirement, and Medicaid.666


    Experts sold NAFTA and normalizing trade with China on the promise that it would lead to a growth in the Mexican economy that would reduce the number of migrants coming to the US667 and would push the communist country to embrace economic liberalism.668 Those promises never came to fruition.


    American men were especially hurt by the manufacturing jobs being shipped overseas and plants across the country closing. Without the opportunity to earn a living wage, those that chose to look for work were forced into low-skilled jobs and lost out on the opportunity to buy a house, get married, or have children. A study by economists from MIT, UC San Diego, and the University of Zürich found that the decline in fertility, marriage, and stable homes throughout this region of the country was all related to the loss of economic stability that came after the free trade deals wiped out millions of manufacturing jobs.669


    White men without a college education were left to compete in industries that were radically being altered by automation and mass immigration. Low-skilled Americans who could find decent-paying jobs in industries like drywalling or meatpacking plants were forced to compete with non-unionized foreign labor, and wages collapsed as a result.670


    Of course, many didn’t look for new jobs. Around the same time Middle America was suffering through massive demographic changes that eroded social capital and job-killing trade deals, they were dealt with another blow: the opioid epidemic.


    The opioid epidemic started with pill mills began in the former industrial town of Portsmouth, Ohio, where a doctor named David Procter created a cash-only business that peddled highly addictive drugs for the depressed region of Southern Ohio and Northern Kentucky.671 Procter built up his pill mill business by building additional clinics throughout the country, preying on low-skilled workers who suffered from chronic pain that eventually turned them into addicts. He was also known to extort sex from women who found themselves addicted to opioids.672


    In 1996, Purdue Pharma released a new drug OxyContin, which they claimed had low risks of being addictive.673 Los Angeles Times reporter Sam Quinones reported that Oxy prescriptions for chronic pain increased from 670,000 in 1997 to 6.2 million in 2002.674


    Procter’s model was recreated in town after town across the country. Once the availability of prescription drugs became harder to come by, Mexican drug cartels flooded cities throughout the country with black tar heroin and eventually, Chinese-produced fentanyl and other synthetic drugs.


    From 1999 to 2017, the opioid epidemic killed more than two hundred thousand Americans across the country, but the crisis was concentrated in states that voted for Bush in 2004 like Ohio, Kentucky, West Virginia, and New Mexico. Bush was more focused on remaking the world in the neoconservative image than he was at protecting his fellow Americans that had just voted to re-elect him.


    Aside from not cracking down on Mexican drug cartels that were killing Americans, the Bush administration also let Purdue Pharma get away with a sweetheart deal. After it was exposed that Purdue executives knowingly lied to the public about the risks of addiction with the drug, prosecutors recommended that top Purdue Pharma executives be indicted on felony charges and face potential jail time. Officials at Bush’s Justice Department chose to ignore the recommendation and instead settled for a $634 million fine.675 Terrance Woodworth, a former Drug Enforcement administration official who was involved with the investigation into Purdue Pharma, said it was a missed opportunity to slow the trajectory of the opioid crisis. It would have been a turning point, Woodworth said to The New York Times and it would have sent a message to the entire drug industry.


    From 2006 to 2012, three of America’s largest drug companies manufactured over 65 billion oxycodone and hydrocodone pain pills.676


    Starting in the year 2000, middle-aged mortality rates for non-Hispanic white men began rising. America became the only developed nation in the world to have this distinction.677


    This situation only continued to worsen, nearly unnoticed by politicians in Washington, D.C. for another decade and a half.678 For the first time since the World Wars and the 1918 influenza pandemic, life expectancy in the US declined from 78.9 years to 78.6 from 2014 to 2017.679 Preventable deaths were especially high for people aged twenty-five to forty-four, who were increasingly dying from diseases related to poor lifestyle habits, drug overdoses, and suicide. In 2016, about 20 percent of all deaths among Americans aged twenty-four to thirty-five were due to opioids.680


    Even before life expectancy began to fall on a national level, the difference in life expectancy between areas of the country varied by as much as twenty years. Americans living in the elite suburbs outside Denver, Colorado had a life expectancy of nearly eighty-seven years old in 2014, while those living in the Mississippi Delta, Native American reservations of South Dakota, and in parts of Appalachia were dying in their mid-sixties681 Deaths by despair hit states in the Midwest and Rust Belt especially hard; Missourians born in 2012 had a life expectancy about a year shorter than those born in 2018.682 After decades of globalism, black men in Harlem, who in 1980 had a lower life expectancy than citizens of Bangladesh, were living longer lives than white men in Appalachia.683


    What was the response from Washington to this growing crisis in America’s rural communities? Elitist conservatives writing in National Review said those communities deserved to die,684, 685 while liberals like President Obama said voters in those areas were bitter, they cling to guns or religion or antipathy to people who aren’t like them or anti-immigrant sentiment or anti-trade sentiment as a way to explain their frustrations.686


    Despair and desperation had been killing their communities and their loved ones for decades, and the best elitists could do was say move on. It wasn’t an answer that voters were willing to accept. So, when a candidate emerged in 2016 and offered to stand up for those beaten down by globalism, challenge the orthodoxy of neoliberalism, and blow up the system that robbed so many people of their dignity, just enough forgotten working- and middle-class voters elected him president.

  


  
    Chapter 9


    The National Populist Future


    As we have covered in this book, the world is witnessing an unprecedented backlash against the political establishment. Voters have turned to national populism as a rebellion against the elites who have been completely unresponsive to their cultural, political and economic concerns. In this chapter, we will explore the longevity of national populism, what national populists must do to achieve their goals, what elites must do to relieve the growing populist tensions across the globe, and what happens if they don’t.


    National Populists Must Learn to Govern.


    Although national populists are winning elections and finally getting a seat at the table, most have not proven that they can bring about the change they promise voters. It’s clear that these fledgling movements are not equipped with the institutional structures required to govern effectively.


    As with any fledgling political movement, this will change over time. Think tanks, media outlets, and political organizations will adapt or be born out of these movements and help to galvanize the principles of the movement in each country. This type of organization doesn’t happen overnight and may not occur in time to address the grievances of national populists. This is especially true in places like the US and the UK, where center-right parties like the Tories and the Republicans still insist on pushing forward on a neoliberal agenda.


    In lieu of starting a new nationalist party, the best bet for national populists in countries like that is to try and reform these parties from within, the way Åkesson did with the Swedish Democrats. It’s something that national populists in the US should have been doing since Trump was first elected president: running candidates for both state and legislative office who have a national populist worldview.


    Once national populists gain a foothold in office, they must begin the process of delivering for the people even if it means working with the political establishment. Working with the political establishment is important; it could show that the point of national populists isn’t to act merely as disruptors but as reformers. It also may be the only way national populists deliver on any of their promises unless they’re in full control of the government, as is the case in Hungary, Poland, and India.


    National populists need to move forward on their own agenda based on the premise of raising the living standards of the working and middle class, promoting a pro-family agenda, protecting sovereignty, combating terrorism, reducing immigration levels, and promoting social cohesion. There isn’t an easy one size fits all remedy to these problems. Every country, state, and region undergoing a national populist revolution requires different answers to these very complex issues.


    Past Politics


    Although the neoliberal agenda has created the national populist revolution with their policies, the answer to combating the series of crises they created isn’t only political. It would help if governments around the globe elected leaders that better reflected the interests of their citizens, who have been on the losing end of globalism and mass immigration, but it doesn’t mean winning a few elections will reverse every issue.


    Poland and Hungary, for example, have both elected national populist parties to run their countries; despite instituting legislation to promote natality, their birthrates remain under replacement levels. Every future generation of Poles and Hungarians will be smaller than the generation before them.


    Likewise, local states and municipalities across the US have spent billions of dollars combating the opioid epidemic, and yet it continues to ravage communities across the country.


    Yes, there’s more that governments can do to help the people, but there’s also a lot national populists can do to help themselves.


    If national populists really believe that nations are families rather than the neoliberal premise that they’re marketplaces, then they’re going to have to start acting like it. Communicating on the internet is not going to produce the goals they want. They’re going to have to create physical communities centered around local institutions, faith-based organizations, and small businesses. Entrepreneurs are going to have to create businesses that value workers; boomers will need to help millennials and generation Z as they attempt to build a family and reinvest in their nation’s culture.


    It’s not going to be easy and could seem overly idealistic, but it is the model that many small religious communities in the US have used to create stability and organize for both political and economic influence, even if it’s just locally.


    The Elites Must Learn to Listen


    The rise of national populism is the most significant political development of the last hundred years, and yet most liberals still don’t understand it. Since World War II, the differences between the center-right and center-left have merged into a de facto super party with very little daylight between both sides. In the process, a very large portion of the electorate has had no voice.


    In the aftermath of Brexit and President Donald Trump’s election, one would have reasonably expected an amount of circumspection. But the national populist revolution has been challenging for the political establishment to come to grips with.


    To their core, the elites believe the national populist revolution is the product of a fleeting tantrum of old, white, racist males. Every voter concerned by massive unchecked immigration of low-skilled workers is met with a charge of being a racist. Every voter concerned by the gutting of heartland manufacturing jobs to the East is met with the suggestion to learn to code.


    The disdain elites have for working-class people is nothing new and it is palpable. In 2011, former National Security Advisor Zbigniew Brzezinski said, “We have a large public that is very ignorant about public affairs and very susceptible to simplistic slogans by candidates who appear out of nowhere, have no track record, but mouth appealing slogans.”687


    It’s all so absurd. Liberals must embrace the legitimate concerns voters raise about globalization, trade, and mass migration, especially if they don’t want to continue to fan the flames national populists.


    The essence of this movement is a belief that media doesn’t reflect us, democracy doesn’t represent us, and the economy isn’t working for us. The erosion of faith in the system is undermining the very legitimacy of our democratic institutions. And like the hydra from ancient Greek mythology, every time the establishment tries to cut down both left- and right-wing populists, they grow an additional—oftentimes more extreme—head. They mocked and ignored the concerns of Pat Buchanan’s voters in 1996 only to have Donald Trump win the presidency; they cheated Bernie Sanders voters out of gaining a voice in the 2016 election only to have AOC rise from the ashes in 2018.


    Millions of people across the globe have turned to national populists to fill the void left after elites have them feeling neglected, loathed, and derided. And as the elites continue to bury their heads in the sand, dismissing the concerns of working- and middle-class voters, and rejecting the popular will of the people, it is the elites who are undermining democracy.


    Illiberal globalists who have worked tirelessly over the last few years to thwart the gains made by national populists have stopped democracy from self-regulating, releasing tension under pressure of the electorate. And there are three different ways this could play out in the future.


    What Happens If They Don’t Listen?


    The first is that liberals start listening and give national populists a seat at the table, their ideas are given legitimacy and are debated and discussed without being marginalized, and their politicians and political parties are members of coalition governments over time.


    This is what has happened in places like Australia, Austria, Denmark, New Zealand, and Switzerland. National populist parties and politicians have places inside the government and in larger center-right and even some center-left coalitions. None of those states have fallen into dictatorships or have rolled back democracy. Concerns over immigration and globalism are fairly debated and concessions are made on both sides.


    If national populists don’t rise through normal democratic means, then they will gravitate to strong men who promise to completely dismantle the current economic and political system. Potentially, this leads to an erosion of freedoms and an authoritarian form of populism.


    Ian Bremmer wrote, “Perhaps the most worrying element of the strongman’s rise is the message it sends. The systems that powered the Cold War’s winners now look much less appealing than they did a generation ago. Why emulate the US or European political systems, with all the checks and balances that prevent even the most determined leaders from taking on chronic problems, when one determined leader can offer a credible shortcut to greater security and national pride? As long as that rings true, the greatest threat may be the strongmen yet to come.”688


    This is a symptom of failing democratic institutions often seen in developing countries in Latin America and the Middle East. The president of Egypt, strongman Abdel Fattah al-Sisi, is a classic example: he strips the rights of opposition parties, imprisons opponents, and erodes the freedom of the press.


    If elites still choose to ignore the will of the people, and if government bureaucracies thwart democratically elected leaders, then the future will become much more dystopian.


    A certain portion of the population will fall into the belief that their voices are actively being suppressed and that there is no legitimate to address discontent aside from using violence. Those actions are rightfully condemned by all people wanting to live a civilized society.


    Unfortunately, it happens on both sides of the political aisle, from Robert Bowers, who murdered eleven Jewish worshippers at the Tree of Life synagogue in Pittsburg, Pennsylvania—alleging Jewish support for mass migration—to James Hodgkinson, a radicalized Bernie Sanders volunteer who took to the practice baseball fields of Republican congressmen. Hodgkinson shot and nearly killing numerous members of Congress in the attack. Online, Hodgkinson expressed fury that President Trump had been elected, called for taxing the rich and other far-left rhetoric.


    Domestic terrorism is the latest outlet of people who cannot use democratic means and legitimate forms of protest to resolve their political grievances. Counterterrorism consultant Dr. Marc Sageman said that most people get involved with terrorism because they are disillusioned and have lost the belief in self-efficacy. Sageman also said that one of the best ways to combat the rise in terrorism is by government leaders engaging challengers in the political arena.689


    Of course, none of this has to happen. If the concerns of voters who have turned to national populists are heard, if bureaucrats allow for democratic changes to occur, if politicians start prioritizing their own citizens over that of special interest groups, international corporations, and political orthodoxies, and voters finally feel like their governments care about people like them, then the tides can turn to preserve liberalism.


    If none of those things happen, then we may be witnessing the beginning of the end of liberal democracy as we know it.
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