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Letter from the Chair 

 Dear Delegates, 

         It is with great pleasure that I welcome you to the Democratic Governors Association 

Committee for the America 2024 Integrated Crisis. 

         My name is Ashley Wong, and I’m very excited to be your chair for this committee! For a 

bit of background about myself, I am currently pursuing a specialization in Accounting at the 

Rotman School of Management at the University of Toronto. Having previously worked as a 

Crisis Analyst for a different “future” crisis, I am excited to see how you will utilize your 

knowledge and interpretation of present-day American politics and events and apply them to 

simulated events of the future. It goes without saying that the topics that will be debated in this 

committee are extremely contemporary and relevant to today’s political environment, and I 

hope that by the end of the conference you will also be able to leave with a deeper, more 

nuanced view of issues within American politics. 

         In this committee, you can expect to navigate through the tumultuous landscape of 

America 2024 through the lens of Democratic governors. Many things have changed since 

President Trump’s election in 2016, and it is up to the Democratic governors to debate the 

issues and changes that they want to see put into action in their own states, while finding ways 

to support the Democratic nominee for the upcoming presidential election. 

         With that, I’d like to welcome you again to NAMUN 2019, and I look forward to meeting 

you in February! 

Ashley Wong 
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Letter from the Director of Crisis Committees 
Delegates, staff, and guests,  

 

Welcome to the North American Model United Nations 2019 conference.  

 

As Director for Crisis Committees, it is my distinct pleasure to lead the talented, intelligent, and creative 

team which has built this year’s slate of crisis committees. Over the course of many months, our staff 

have been working hard to bring NAMUN’s signature blend of academic rigor and innovative challenges 

to the fore of each of our committees.  

 

With each successive year, the NAMUN crisis branch has pushed realism in crisis further by asking what 

separates a model UN simulation from the reality, then testing that boundary. By integrating fresh takes 

on everything from mechanics to academic approach, our crises strive to closely emulate real world. In 

the small, controlled setting of a crisis committee, our staff attempts to manipulate the frequently 

chaotic and unpredictable nature of real world politics. The pieces we have chosen to simulate have real 

world corollaries, which we painstakingly study, test, and workshop. As a result, by the week of the 

conference, we execute a highly polished and interactive set of tools which bring delegates as close to 

the action as possible. I can proudly say our 2019 team has gone above and beyond to rise to that 

standard, and I look forward to delegates being able to experience the worlds we have created.  

 

The America 2024 Integrated Crisis responds to outcry from every corner of America following the 2019 

presidential election. As a nation founded as a great experiment, the United States is a uniquely well 

suited environment for delegates to challenge existing convention, compose their solutions with an eye 

for fine detail, and bravely advocate for unconventional solutions to old problems. The crisis is steeped 

in equal parts fear of the future, love of country, and anger at the status quo. At its heart, the crisis 

challenges delegates to redefine the soul of America. I trust delegates are well equipped to rise to that 

challenge. 

 

I eagerly await your voices in debate. Research closely, plan carefully, and let the games begin.   

 

Best of luck,  

 

Stevie Stewart 
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Introduction 

 In the 20th Century, the Democratic Party helped build modern American political 

culture through the creation of international institutions under Woodrow Wilson to the 

establishment of the welfare state under Franklin Delano Roosevelt. Democrats of the 21st 

century are still teeming with ideas about how to improve the lives of American citizens, but 

instead of seeing them enacted, they have been frustratingly obstructed at the federal level 

when in power, and marginalized when out. Indeed, two terms of President Donald Trump’s 

conservatism brought about by an electoral system that disenfranchises the concentrated 

urban supporters of the Democratic Party have left Democrats disillusioned with federal 

politics. Consequently, it falls to the Democratic governors of America to bring about 

progressive political change at the state level, and help rebuild a national political movement 

through the success of progressive policies in their states. The Democratic governors span a 

great diversity of ideology and geography. Some come from large urban states like California, 

and others from small rural states like Vermont. Some are committed centrists with a 

disposition towards more business friendly policies and incremental change, will others 

advocate for a “Political Revolution” to bring about the radical transformation of the American 

economy to the benefit of socioeconomically disadvantaged groups. 

 This background guide will first examine the relevant historical factors that brought 

America to a place of deep division in 2024, before looking at potential issues the committee 

may face in their attempt to reunify the country and restore progressive politics at the national 

level.  

 

Definitions 
Identity Politics: A tendency for people of a particular religion, race, social background, etc., to 

form exclusive political alliances, moving away from traditional broad-based party politics.1 

 

Globalization: The development of any integrated global economy defined by the free 

movement of capital and goods across national borders.2 

 

Intersectionality: An approach to the analysis of social issues grounded in the intersection of 

multiple forms of systematic/institutionalized discrimination.3 

 

                                                 
1 Cressida Heyes, "Identity Politics," Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy, March 23, 2016,  accessed December 

09, 2018, https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/identity-politics/. 
2 "Globalization," Merriam-Webster, , accessed December 10, 2018, https://www.merriam-

webster.com/dictionary/globalization. 
3 "Intersectionality," Merriam-Webster, , accessed December 10, 2018, https://www.merriam-

webster.com/dictionary/intersectionality. 



 

5 

www.namun.org  / info@namun.org / @namun2019 

Political Polarization: The concentration of mainstream political beliefs into non-overlapping 

extremes.4 

 

Historical Background 

Electoral Landscape of the 2016 Election 

In the wake of the 2016 Presidential Election, American citizens seemed all too ready for 

major political change and was characterized by a highly disjunct outlook on their country’s 

future. On one hand, there was positivity and growing optimism about the American economy 

and its recovery from the 2007-2008 financial crisis.5 Certainly, Americans were looking more 

favourably upon the economy before the 2016 Presidential Elections than they had during 

either of the previous two elections with the stock market reaching all-time highs, the 

unemployment rate at under 5%, and real median wages finally beginning to rise.6 Despite this 

however, Americans also possessed a distinctly negative outlook on the direction of the country 

especially in regards to social issues such as race relations, as well as the ability of the current 

governing structure to adequately serve the needs of all people.7 Echoing sentiments from 

social movements such as Occupy Wall Street, an astounding 69% of Americans agreed that 

“the political system [seemed] to only be working for the insiders with money and power, like 

those on Wall Street or in Washington, rather than working to help everyday people get 

ahead”. 
8 

Partisan Divides in the United States 

The electoral landscape at the time of the 2016 elections was characterized by a deep 

partisan divide and strong polarization among the American electorate. Due in part to the 

Democratic and Republican parties’ increasing divergence in terms of their politics and stances 

towards social issues, partisanship became increasingly linked to one’s views towards racism, 

income inequality, and minority rights.9 Because of this, the demographic and social trends 

within the United States at the time of the 2016 presidential election contributed significantly 

to American citizens’ political polarization, and played an important role in the campaign 

rhetoric of both presidential candidates. 

The United States is currently in the midst of a dramatic demographic shift. With large 

numbers of immigrants coming in from Latin America, Asia, and other parts of the world, it is 

                                                 
4 "Polarizaton," Merriam-Webster, , accessed December 10, 2018, https://www.merriam-

webster.com/dictionary/polarization. 
5 John Sides, Michael Tesler and Lynn Vavreck, “The Electoral Landscape of 2016,” The Annals of the American 

Academy of Political and Social Science, 667, no. 1 (2016): 50 
6 “The dividing of America,” The Economist, last modified July 16, 2016. 

https://www.economist.com/leaders/2016/07/16/the-dividing-of-america. 
7 ibid 
8 Sides, Tesler and Vavreck, 50. 
9 Sides, Tesler and Vavreck, 52. 

https://www.economist.com/leaders/2016/07/16/the-dividing-of-america
https://www.economist.com/leaders/2016/07/16/the-dividing-of-america
https://www.economist.com/leaders/2016/07/16/the-dividing-of-america
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predicted that white Americans will be a minority by 2045.10 This demographic trend is only one 

of many that had an influence on voter behavior during the 2016 presidential campaign. 

Coupled with the growing economic insecurity of lower and middle class Americans, the influx 

of immigrants and existence of programs such as DACA that gave work permits to 

undocumented immigrants, feelings of xenophobia and racism only rose amongst the American 

electorate. 

These antithetical issues, with sharply rising economic inequality and a sense of 

vulnerability for lower and middle class Americans on one hand and a rapid demographic shift 

on the other, had direct political effects on the 2016 presidential election. These demographic 

trends opened the doors to a very powerful idea of anti-minority populism, which eventually 

played an integral role in the trend of lower- and middle-class Americans identifying with 

conservative, right-wing political ideologies and the anti-minority sentiments of Donald Trump’s 

presidential campaign. 

 

The 45th President of the United States 

         Donald Trump’s defeat of Hillary Clinton and the Democratic Party in the 2016 

presidential election surprised the large majority of Americans, including most professional 

observers of national politics,11 with virtually every aspect of his candidacy defying 

expectations. 

         Much of Trump’s success in the 2016 presidential election has been attributed to his 

ability to appeal to lower and middle class working class Americans.12 The question that 

remains, however, is how a billionaire with a lavish lifestyle had stronger appeal to poorly 

educated, working-class whites than a woman with strong ties to egalitarian social policy 

running as the head of the Democratic Party.13 

By politicizing fears about immigration, multiculturalism, and cosmopolitanism, and 

combining these ideas with populist strategies and discourse, Trump portrayed himself as a 

candidate that was running not just against Hillary Clinton and the Democratic Party, but 

against what he conveyed to be a failed and corrupt political establishment.14 In this way, he 

was able to posture himself as a champion of the “true American people”, a group that he 

explicitly constructed as consisting of predominantly white, lower  and middle class people.15 In 

                                                 
10 Lawrence Bobo, "Racism in Trump's America: reflections on culture, sociology, and the 2016 US presidential 

election," The British Journal of Sociology 68, no. 1 (2017): 89. https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-4446.12324 
11  Gary Jacobson, “The Triumph of polarization in 2016: Donald Trump’s improbable victory,” Political Science 

Quarterly 138, no. 1 (2017): 9. Accessed September 12, 2018, 

http://dx.doi.org.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/10.1002/polq.12572 
12 Carlos de la Torre, “Trumpism and the future of democracy in America,” Clingendael Spectator 71, no.3 (2017). 

Accessed September 12, 2018, https://www.clingendael.org/pub/2017/3/trumpism-and-democracy/ 
13 Bobo, 88. 
14 De la Torre, Trumpism. 
15 ibid 

https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-4446.12324
https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-4446.12324
http://dx.doi.org.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/10.1002/polq.12572
http://dx.doi.org.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/10.1002/polq.12572
http://dx.doi.org.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/10.1002/polq.12572
https://www.clingendael.org/pub/2017/3/trumpism-and-democracy/
https://www.clingendael.org/pub/2017/3/trumpism-and-democracy/
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fact, the election of Trump as the president of the United States has commonly been seen as 

representing the rise of American citizens who fell they have been “left behind”16 or are 

“strangers in their own land.”17 Trump’s call to “Make America Great Again” resonated with 

citizens negatively affected by globalization, and who were neglected by a Democratic party 

that instead engaged primarily in identity politics, promoting multiculturalism, and issues about 

gender equality rather than addressing underlying economic concerns.18 

The racial and economic insecurity that was dominant at the time of the 2016 

presidential elections worked greatly in the favour of Trump’s campaign, which stigmatized 

African Americans, Mexicans, and Muslims as the dangerous “other”, groups that Trump 

characterized as free-loaders living off of the hard work of law-obeying taxpayers.19 

Trump also singled out corporations such as Ford, Apple, Nabisco, and Carrier for 

moving factories overseas, causing a loss of domestic manufacturing jobs for American workers. 

His opposition to NAFTA and the Trans-Pacific Partnership agreement confronted the neoliberal 

Republican and Democratic consensus based on the acceptance of globalization. His message 

and vision made sense to white voters experiencing economic insecurity, who felt “culturally 

marginalized, [and whose views] about abortion, gay marriage, gender roles, guns, and the 

Confederate flag were all held in ridicule by the national media as backward”.20 

         In the context of economic anxiety, rising inequality, population and demographics 

shifts, and problems of racism and racial inequality running rampant throughout the country, 

the success of the Trump candidacy is a problem that ought to raise real concern. It wouldn’t be 

hard to imagine a scenario in which these factors sparked further divisiveness among the 

American people and became more volatile under Trump’s presidency. 

Political Reform - Healthcare 

Donald Trump’s election as the 45th president of the United States marked the beginning 

of a tumultuous new chapter for United States public health policy. Most high-income countries 

provide government-based healthcare;21the United States, however, has a reputation as the 

only Western democracy that has yet to embrace such a system. 

The United States’ lack of a universal healthcare system has resulted in a significant 

proportion of the population either underinsured or without healthcare insurance completely. 

The enactment of Medicare and Medicaid in 1965, universal health insurance programmes for 

                                                 
16 Silke Roth, “Introduction: Contemporary Counter-Movements in the Age of Brexit and Trump,” Sociological 

Research Online 23, no. 2 (2018): 496. Accessed September 12, 2018, https://doi-

org.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/10.1177/1360780418768828. 

17 Arlie Russell Hochschild, Strangers in Their Own Land: Anger and Mourning on the American Right (New York: 

New Press, 2016). 

18 Roth, Contemporary Counter-Movements. 

19 De la Torre, Trumpism. 

20 De la Torre, Trumpism. 

21 Frederic E. Shaw et al., “The Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act: opportunities for prevention and public 

health,” The Lancet 384, no. 9937 (2014): 75-82. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(14)60259-2 

https://doi-org.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/10.1177%2F1360780418768828
https://doi-org.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/10.1177%2F1360780418768828
https://doi-org.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/10.1177%2F1360780418768828
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(14)60259-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(14)60259-2
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the elderly or disabled and those with low incomes, respectively, began to address this problem 

on a national scale.22 A more recent change in public health policy, however, was the 

enactment of the Affordable Care Act in 2010 by former US president Barack Obama. 

The Affordable Care Act (ACA), nicknamed “Obamacare”, enshrines the core principle 

that it is each American’s right to have some basic security when it comes to healthcare.23 The 

law mainly focuses on closing the health insurance coverage gap, and addresses fundamental 

problems within the US healthcare system, including the high and rising cost of care, 

insufficient access to health insurance and health services, low health-care efficiency and 

quality, and an inadequate emphasis on disease and sickness prevention.24 One of the ways 

that the ACA was able to achieve its goal of expanding healthcare access was by allowing 

children to stay on their parents’ health insurance policies until age 26, which resulted in the 

acquisition of coverage of 3.1 million young adults by the end of December 2011.25 The ACA 

also included provisions that removed barriers to insurance by reforming the business practices 

of insurance companies, banning insurers from discriminating against individuals with pre-

existing disorders by forcing them to pay higher premiums or denying them coverage 

altogether.26 The second pillar of the ACA is an expansion of the decades old Medicaid which 

provides government financed healthcare for low income Americans. The ACA raised the 

income threshold at which people qualified for Medicaid. As Medicaid is administered by the 

states and not the Federal government, certain Republican led states were able to reject 

Medicaid expansion, creating a significant gap between the two groups of states in terms of the 

share of population with health insurance. 

As of Trump’s inauguration in 2017, the ACA had been largely successful in achieving its 

intended goals, providing more than 20 million additional people with health insurance 

coverage since its enactment, slowing down the rate of rising healthcare costs by a small 

margin, and improving the overall quality of insurance being provided to Americans.27 Despite 

this, the ACA also faces a lack of public support and an organized beneficiary lobby, has 

encountered significant problems in its implementation, and exists what is currently an 

environment of hyper-partisanship.28 While not the direct cause of the incoming GOP 

administration’s move to repeal the ACA, these factors have played a part in the Republican 

party’s efforts to dismantle the ACA. 

                                                 
22 Shaw, Patient Protection. 

23  Shaw, Patient Protection. 

24 Shaw, Patient Protection. 

25 Shaw, Patient Protection. 

26 Jonathan Oberlander, “The End of Obamacare,” The New England Journal of Medicine 376, no.1 (2017): 1-3. 

27 Donald M. Berwick, “Understanding the American healthcare reform debate,” BMJ: The British Medical Journal 

(Online) 357 (2017). 

28 Oberlander, The End of Obamacare. 
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         The looming threat of the ACA’s repeal has considerable risks and would have a 

significant impact on America’s public health landscape. The repeal of the benefits provided by 

the ACA without an adequate replacement would not only de-insure a substantial part of the 

American electorate, but would substantially worsen the federal budget deficit, and leave 

questions about the ACA’s payment and delivery reforms, its expansion of Medicare 

prescription drug benefits, and its many policies affecting healthcare and public health largely 

unanswered.29 

 
Political Reform – Immigration Policy 

         The status of undocumented immigrants has also emerged as one of the most 

compelling issues in the United States ever since Trump’s emergence as the Republican 

presidential candidate. Entering the immigration debate with his opinion that Mexicans and 

other immigrant groups have some innate cultural and pathological deficits, his controversial 

campaign promises surrounding immigration policy included ideas to build a wall between the 

United States and Mexico, deport up to two million undocumented immigrants, and bring 

stronger support for Kate’s Law, which would increase the penalties for deported immigrants 

trying to return to the US.30 

         The Public Policy Institute of California highlights the fact that undocumented or illegal 

immigration has been on the rise in the United States for several decades.31 From 1990 to 2007, 

the number of undocumented immigrants has increased by an average of 500,000 per year, 

with approximately 11.7 million undocumented immigrants living in the United States in 2012. 

The vast majority of undocumented immigrants are from Latin America, with the largest share 

of people coming from Mexico, El Salvador, Guatemala, and Honduras. Between 2009 and 

2015, the United States has also seen increases in undocumented immigrants from Asia, Central 

America, as well as sub-Saharan Africa.32 Undocumented immigrants that come to the United 

States do so primarily for economic or personal reasons, including the prospect of better 

employment or economic opportunities, for family reunification, or to escape conflict in their 

native country.33 Estimates suggest that 75% of adult undocumented immigrants are actively 

working as a part of the United States workforce, accounting for roughly 5.2% of the entire 

United States labour force.34 

         Two important components of immigration policy in the United States include the 

DREAM Act and the DACA Memorandum. The DREAM (Development, Relief, and Education for 

                                                 
29 Oberlander, The End of Obamacare. 

30 Mary Romero, “Trump’s Immigration Attacks, in Brief,” Contexts 17, no. 1 (2018): 34-41. 
31 Raul A Leon, “Undocumented Students: The Realities of Immigration Reform,” The Obama Administration and 

Educational Reform 10, no.1 (2014): 257-72. 
32 Romero, Trump’s Immigration Attacks. 
33 Leon, Undocumented Students. 
34 Leon, Undocumented Students. 
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Alien Minors) Act emerged as a policy that sought to provide a solution that could help the 

United States confront the challenge of a growing undocumented immigrant population. First 

introduced as a piece of bipartisan legislation in 2001, the DREAM Act was reintroduced to the 

Senate by the Obama administration in 2011. The proposed DREAM Act created a path for 

undocumented immigrants to gain legal immigration status (such as permanent residency 

and/or citizenship). Provided that an undocumented immigrant qualified to be a beneficiary of 

the DREAM Act (for example, they met requirements such as being younger than 18 years on 

their date of arrival to the United States), and fulfilled additional conditions such as pursuing 2 

years of postsecondary education or military service without felony convictions or other crimes, 

they would be granted permanent residency in the United States.35 The collective body of 

potential beneficiaries to the DREAM Act are referred to as “DREAMers”. 

         The significance of the DREAM Act was that it would act as way to enhance the quality 

of life for the undocumented immigrant population, creating opportunities for economic 

growth as well as upward social mobility, thus acting as a feasible solution to address the 

“invisibility” of undocumented immigrants. The inability of undocumented immigrants to 

produce proper documentation is one of the major reasons associated with the high levels of 

discrimination and exploitation that affect the population. Since they have severely limited 

means to acquire proper documentation, undocumented immigrants face great difficulty in 

obtaining driver’s licenses, securing places to live, applying for health insurance, opening bank 

accounts, finding employment, and otherwise surviving in the United States.36 Furthermore, 

due to fear of deportation, undocumented immigrants are less likely to report abuse, avoid 

seeking help, and have little knowledge or access to resources to better understand child 

development and child rearing practices, thus negatively affecting the well-being and 

integration of their children into American society.37 Supporters of the DREAM Act note that 

the policy process could not only establish a proper process for undocumented immigrants to 

come out of the dark, but could help break the pervasive cycle of poverty and contribute 

towards the creation of a motivated, educated workforce that could contribute trillions of 

dollars to the United States economy.38 

         The DACA policy, or Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals policy, was announced by 

President Barack Obama on June 15, 2012, and effectively allowed undocumented immigrants 

who met certain requirements to receive a renewable 2-year period of deferred action from 

deportation, while authorizing them with work permits and social insurance numbers during 

that time. Unlike the DREAM Act, DACA is simply a deferred action policy; it does not confer 

citizenship, amnesty, or legal immigration status of any kind. Deferred action as a concept has 

                                                 
35 Leon, Undocumented Students. 
36 Leon, Undocumented Students. 
37 Leon, Undocumented Students. 
38 Leon, Undocumented Students. 
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existed since the mid-1970s, and its role in the federal immigration system is simply to allow 

executive administrators to efficiently allocate resources, so that immigration officials can 

decide to defer action on a case-by-case basis for non-priority offenders, thus helping to 

conserve finite agency resources.39 

         DACA has provided a boost to a significant amount of young people in the United States 

– DACA beneficiaries were more likely to finish high school and enter college,  open bank 

accounts, gain access to healthcare services, get drivers’ licenses, and find employment 

opportunities. 

         Since taking office, Trump and his administration have made several changes to United 

States immigration policy that have had significant implications on the future of refugees and 

undocumented immigrants in America. A week into his presidency, Trump attempted to fulfill 

his campaign promise of a “total and complete shutdown of Muslims entering the United 

States”, issuing the Executive Order 13769 that limited the number of refugees to be admitted 

into the United States and suspended the entry of persons from Iran, Iraq, Libya, Somalia, 

Sudan, Syria, and Yemen.40 Attorney General Jeff Sessions announced in April 2017 that new 

guidelines for immigration law enforcement were to be implemented, and that the practice of 

“catch and release” would be ended. On September 5, 2017, the Trump Administration 

announced plans to repeal DACA, claiming that millions of Americans were being victimized by 

the program as it allowed DREAMers to take hundreds of thousands of jobs away from 

American citizens. 

Without DACA or a similar program, the United States would essentially be putting the 

lives of hundreds of thousands of young adults in jeopardy, including those of dedicated 

students, workers contributing to the national economy, and soldiers who are serving in the 

military.41 Furthermore, the Trump Administration’s increasingly punitive approach to 

immigration has created significant harm against immigrant families, while continuing to 

undermine and threaten state and local integration initiatives and investment in immigrant 

rights. The inflexibility of both parties in regards to immigration policy has resulted in a 

government deadlock, and a frenzied panic for DACA beneficiaries and their families. It is 

essential that the government find a solution to this issue that best represents the ideals of 

American democracy. The issue of undocumented immigration is divisive and complex, and 

may be controversial especially to Americans who have gone through the different and difficult 

processes to become citizens. However, it is important for federal officials to consider that 

American democracy may be better served with investments in immigrants’ integration into 

American society, rather than their exclusion from it. 

                                                 
39 Marisa Bono, “When a rose is not a rose: DACA, the Dream Act, and the need for more comprehensive 

immigration reform,” Thurgood Marshall Law Review 40 (2014): 93.   
40 Romero, Trump’s Immigration Attacks. 
41 Nikhita Nookala, “Why we need DACA to protect young immigrants,” The Eagle Eye, March 18, 2018, 

https://eagleeye.news/editorial/why-we-need-daca-to-protect-young-immigrants/. 

https://eagleeye.news/editorial/why-we-need-daca-to-protect-young-immigrants/
https://eagleeye.news/editorial/why-we-need-daca-to-protect-young-immigrants/
https://eagleeye.news/editorial/why-we-need-daca-to-protect-young-immigrants/
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The American Left 

Trump’s controversial presidency has catalyzed enormous resistance from the Left, 

sparking movements for justice ranging from Black Lives Matter and the Women’s March on 

Washington, to Standing Rock and airport protests, to strikes being performed by women, 

immigrants, and workers across the country.42 

         Social movements have always had a complex relationship with political parties in the 

United States. The two major parties usually serve as the means for aggregating citizens’ 

preferences, but when there is dissatisfaction with the political process or the government 

itself, social movements emerge as a manifestation of this dissatisfaction and are used to 

convey the need for change to the parties and government.43 

         Activist groups and social movements are some of the most prominent and powerful 

actors of the left. The rise of far-right movements, anti-gender movements, and populist 

movements from the right that have been enabled as a result of Trump’s presidency have 

largely been met or countered by progressive movements from the left. These movements 

often represent broad coalitions of anti-fascist, pro-feminist, and pro-LGBT groups that seek to 

address social issues within the United States.44 Generally, social movements on the left seek to 

be inclusionary and intersectional, and try to mobilize support across race, class, gender, 

sexuality, and nationality. 

         Two prominent social movements in the United States include the Women’s March on 

Washington and Black Lives Matter. The Women’s March on Washington (WMW) was a protest 

that occurred the day after Trump’s inauguration as the president of the United States, drawing 

crowds of more than 4 million men and women in simultaneous protests across the country. 

The purpose of the Women’s March was to advocate for women’s rights, racial equality, LGBTQ 

rights, and immigration reform as a response to the sexist, racist, and otherwise offensive 

rhetoric that was characteristic of Trump and his presidential campaign. The WMW has been 

lauded for its ability to mobilize a diverse range of participants across gender, race, class, 

sexuality, and ethnicity who did not previously participate in activist work, but were 

encouraged to take a stand in support of the issues they believed in.45 

The Black Lives Matter movement renewed focus on the systemic and institutional 

violence that disproportionately target African Americans. In 2012, the killing of a young, black 

boy named Trayvon Martin by a white man went unpunished in a jury trial.46 The activism and 

                                                 
42 Daniel Bessner and Matthew Sparke, “Nazism, neoliberalism, and the Trumpist challenge to democracy,” 

Environmental and Planning A: Economy and Space 49, no. 6 (2017): 1214-23. Accessed September 12, 2018, 

https://doi-org.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/10.1177/0308518X17701429. 
43 Christopher F. Karpowitz et. al, “Tea Time in America? The Impact of the Tea Party Movement on the 2010 

Midterm Elections,” Political Science and Politics 44, no. 2 (2011): 303-09. http://www.jstor.org/stable/41319914. 
44 Roth, Contemporary Counter-Movements. 
45 Roth, Contemporary Counter-Movements. 
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national attention surrounding Martin’s murder reignited attention to the high incidence of 

murder and assaults against unarmed black people across the United States, notably in the 

realm of law enforcement. The rapid expansion of video recording technologies on mobile 

phones and the ubiquity of social media made contemporary activism possible across the 

country, providing visual evidence of acts of violence.47 The hashtag #BlackLivesMatter has 

become a “call to action and a societal indictment”,48 with activists mobilizing in protest 

throughout the country and leading marches, blocking traffic, and taking to social media on the 

ground events. Black Lives Matter is not only a movement but a network centralizing disparate 

groups, activists, and leaders across the country around a common goal: to work in opposition 

to the forces that undermine the lives of black people, dismantling systems of inequality that 

perpetuate racism, and creating and cultivating spaces to nurture, protect, and value black 

life.49 

  

                                                 
47 White, Black lives, 87.   
48 White, Black lives, 88. 
49 White, Black lives, 88. 



 

14 

www.namun.org  / info@namun.org / @namun2019 

Timeline 

April 12, 2015 Hillary Clinton formally announces her bid for the 2016 

American Presidential Election 

June 16, 2015 Donald Trump announces his candidacy for the 2016 American 

Presidential Election 

September 8, 2015 Clinton makes a formal apology for the use of her private email 

server for official communications as Secretary of State, which 

was discovered in March 2015 

July 18, 2016 Trump wins the Republican party’s nomination at the 

Republican National Convention in Cleveland 

July 25, 2016 Clinton wins the Democratic party’s nomination at the 

Democratic National Convention in Philadelphia 

November 8, 2016 Election day – Trump wins the presidency with 304 electoral 

votes, even though Clinton wins the popular vote 

January 20, 2017 Trump’s inauguration as he is officially sworn in as the 45th 

President of the United States, with Mike Pence as Vice-

President 

January 20, 2017 Trump signs his first executive order to repeal the Affordable 

Care Act 

January 27, 2017 The Executive Order 13769 is issued by President Donald 

Trump a week after his inauguration, limiting the number of 

refugees to be admitted into the United States to 50,000 and 

suspending the entry of persons from Iran, Iraq, Libya, Somalia, 

Sudan, Syria, and Yemen 

September 5, 2017 Trump announces his plan to repeal DACA 

May 7, 2018 The Trump Administration begins a “zero tolerance” policy 

with regards to immigration, with any person caught crossing 

the United States border illegally now able to be charged with 

a federal misdemeanour 
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Issues 

Democratic Accountability 

The first major issue that the Democratic governors must grapple with is how best to 

protect the future of democracy in the United States. Trump’s victory reminds people that the 

fabric of democracy can also be threatened from within, just as Erdogan in Turkey, Chavez in 

Venezuela, and Orban in Hungary undermined civil society’s independence and displaced 

democracy in their respective countries in favour of authoritarianism.50 Trump’s policies have 

been harmful to the fabric of American society, promoting racist, homophobic, and 

discriminatory values. His antagonization of media corporations and news outlets that are 

critical to his administration has damaged the foundation of American free press, which is 

central to a functional democracy.51 Another term of continued Republican influence at the 

national level would only serve to further Republican control over state institutions and give 

Trump room to advance his campaign promises of mass deportation, roll-back of LGBTQ and 

gender rights, and deepening racial inequality in the United States. 

In order to challenge Trump’s presidency, the Left, and specifically the Democratic 

governors, must come to terms with the multitude of internal shortcomings that have 

prevented their party from creating substantive change at the national level. These 

shortcomings include their engagement in state-centred politics that have failed to create 

meaningful synergies with social movements and other actors, and a failure in embracing the 

principles of intersectional justice.52 During Hillary Clinton’s run for the president of the United 

States during the 2016 election, a core failure of her campaign was its inability to effectively 

move the Obama coalition into action.53 It wasn’t necessarily that the white working force 

turned their backs on her that caused Hillary Clinton to lose the Electoral College and the 

election, but rather her failure as the Democratic nominee to effectively claim, excite, and 

engage the full spectrum of the coalition.54 One of the challenges of the Left and the 

Democratic Party will be to create broad-based mobilization amongst disparite demographics in 

order to win back control of the government. 

Additionally, the central problem has been the Left’s inability to provide a plausible, 

alternative to the global dominance of income and wealth inequalities that reinforce racism and 

patriarchy. A radical re-thinking may be required in order for the Left to be able to change the 

                                                 
50 De la Torre, Trumpism. 
51 De la Torre, Trumpsim. 
52 Charles R. Hale and Tathagathan Ravindran, “Rethinking the Left in the Wake of the Global ‘Trumpian’ 

Backlash,” Development and Change, 48: 834-44 (2017). Accessed September 12, 2018, 

https://doi.org/10.1111/dech.12316. 
53 Obama’s re-election in 2012 was due in large part to hyper-black turnout at the polls, and much higher margins of 

Latino and Asian support. In the upper-Midwest rust belt states that Clinton lost such as Michigan, Wisconsin, and 

Pennsylvania, the entire margin of Trump’s victory there can be accounted for by her lower black percentage and 

lower black turnout compared to Obama in 2012. 
54 Bobo, 100. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/dech.12316
https://doi.org/10.1111/dech.12316
https://doi.org/10.1111/dech.12316
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status quo, regain power in Congress, and preserve the spirit of democracy within the United 

States. A solution that the Left could consider as an alternate system of governance could 

include the decentering of the state, preserving democracy through increased transparency, 

accountability, and unconstrained political communication, and enacting intersectional justice. 

Another issue that delegates should consider is how to counter the effects of extreme 

partisanship in the United States. The extreme polarization that has come to define the 

American electorate is contributing to greater radicalization and entrenchment of these values 

on both sides of the political spectrum. The inability of either party to compromise on issues in 

Congress has locked the government in a political stalemate, with no significant progress being 

made on either side. 

Addressing the issue of partisanship and polarization is a complex matter, as it has 

trickled into the strategies used by activists and leaders of social movements to draw support 

for their causes.  The causes that different activists and leaders of social movements support 

tend to be closely aligned with their party affiliations. Thus, the process of mobilizing people to 

support a certain cause can then be linked to the process of mobilizing them to support a 

particular party. A strategy commonly employed by activists and leaders of social movements is 

using partisan rhetoric to build groups of people who care primarily about other issues, but are 

willing to attend protests or demonstrations because of their partisan alignment.55 In America 

2024, state governors, working with activists and social movements have the power and the 

influence needed to politically challenge the Republican party. Much like the Tea Party in 2008, 

the Democrats have an opportunity to make up for their electoral losses and spark change in 

the governing status quo. However, the Democrats of today should learn from the successes 

and failures of recent political waves, such as the Republicans and Tea Party in order to better 

achieve and manifest their goals in the political realm. 

The Democratic governors might want to reconsider the effectiveness of partisan 

coalitions in promoting their causes in order to address the issue of partisan polarization. The 

unconventional nature of the Trump administration may have provided opportunities for both 

the Right and the Left to achieve their individual and even shared goals by working together in 

unprecedented ways, and not necessarily by staying rooted in their traditional values.56 

 

A Short Introduction to Modern American Federalism 

 The relationship between the states and the Federal government is known as 

Federalism. Federalism has been called “the greatest of American contributions to the art of 

                                                 
55 Peace advocates in the aftermath of 9/11 used this tactic, drawing upon antipathy towards George Bush and the 

Republicans at the time to convince other activists who supported different causes such as environmental or labour 

rights to support and show up at anti-war protests. 
56 Michael T. Heaney, “Activism in an Era of Partisan Polarization,” Political Science and Politics 50, no. 4 (2017): 

1000-3. 
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government”.57 Each governor, as head of a state government, will be operating within the 

framework of modern federalism.  

 

 

 
                                                 
57 Gerston, 6 
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As these charts show, modern state budgets are largely consumed by education and 

healthcare programs - these are areas for which the state has the most policymaking influence. 

The states also have much control of criminal justice and corrections, infrastructure, and 

welfare programs. In terms of revenue, much of each state’s revenue comes from transfers 

from the federal government as was discussed earlier. States also make money from their own 

taxes, notably on sales and income. 

The nature of Federalism and state power often changed dramatically in response to 

contentious events in America’s history. The bitter and national divisive debates over slavery 

leading up to the civil war led to a framework of federalism that gave much power to the states. 

Many decades later, a push for national unity in a time of economic crisis and the subsequent 

Second World War pushed things in the opposite direction: a dramatic increase in federal 

power first in economic policy, and then after the World War, in the divisive realm of social 

policy. 

 Now, on July 4, 2024, America finds itself at another divisive point in its history. More 

than a decade of political stagnation at the federal level has caused a number of fundamental 

issues to drag on unresolved, only furthering existing division and anger in American politics. 

Disillusioned with politics at the federal level, many Americans are now turning to the states to 

re-assert themselves in the political process and become active laboratories of policy making. If 

successful, this may restore the American people’s faith in the ordinary political processes of 

the country and build a sense of national unity, the absence of which grows more apparent 

with each passing day. 

 

Task of the Committee 

Call to Action 

         The Democratic Governors Association consists of a number of Democratic governors 

representing both varied geographic regions and ideological space. They face political pressure 

from traditionally disadvantaged minorities, as well as advocacy groups and grassroots 

organizations that have been the faces and drivers of some of the world’s largest social 

movements. With many of the Trump administration’s policies and decisions at the national 

level contradicting and clashing with the underlying philosophy of most Democrats, the task of 

this committee is to find a way to weaponize their interests to force, at the state level, 

sweeping policy reform, collaboration, and experimentation. Democratic governors should also 

be rallying support for the Democratic party at the national level in order to deter another term 

of a Republican controlled Congress. This committee’s success is based on its ability to reconcile 

and learn from past electoral losses and fully mobilize a broad coalition in order to elect a new 

Democratic president. 
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Sources 

"The U.S. Health Care System: An International Perspective." DPEAFLCIO. Accessed December 

09, 2018. https://dpeaflcio.org/programs-publications/issue-fact-sheets/the-u-s-health-care-

system-an-international-perspective/. 

This is a great and comprehensive analysis of the state of healthcare in contemporary America. 

 

"America's Gun Culture in 10 Charts." BBC News. October 27, 2018. Accessed December 09, 

2018. https://www.bbc.com/news/world-us-canada-41488081. 

A review of the many different faces of America’s gun culture and its effect on politics and 

society. 

 

Menand, Louis. "Why Do We Care So Much About Privacy?" The New Yorker. June 22, 2018. 

Accessed December 09, 2018. https://www.newyorker.com/magazine/2018/06/18/why-do-

we-care-so-much-about-privacy. 

Long-form journalistic review of the history of privacy and its applications in the digital age. 

 

Foroohar, Rana. "American Capitalism's Great Crisis and How to Fix It." Time. Accessed 

December 09, 2018. http://time.com/4327419/american-capitalisms-great-crisis/. 

A look at the unique challenges facing the modern American economic system. 

 

Gerber, David A. American Immigration: A Very Short Introduction. Oxford: Oxford University 

Press, 2011. 

Recommended by CNN’s Fareed Zakaria as the best primer on the issue of immigration in 

American politics. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

https://dpeaflcio.org/programs-publications/issue-fact-sheets/the-u-s-health-care-system-an-international-perspective/
https://dpeaflcio.org/programs-publications/issue-fact-sheets/the-u-s-health-care-system-an-international-perspective/
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-us-canada-41488081
https://www.newyorker.com/magazine/2018/06/18/why-do-we-care-so-much-about-privacy
https://www.newyorker.com/magazine/2018/06/18/why-do-we-care-so-much-about-privacy
http://time.com/4327419/american-capitalisms-great-crisis/


 

20 

www.namun.org  / info@namun.org / @namun2019 

Bibliography 

Bobo, Lawrence D., "Racism in Trump's America: reflections on culture, sociology, and the 2016 

US presidential election," The British Journal of Sociology 68, no. 1 (2017): 85-104. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-4446.12324 

Bono, Marisa, “When a rose is not a rose: DACA, the Dream Act, and the need for more 

comprehensive immigration reform,” Thurgood Marshall Law Review 40 (2014): 193. 

Berwick, Donald M., “Understanding the American healthcare reform debate,” BMJ: British 

Medical Journal (Online) 357 (2017). 

De la Torre, Carlos, “Trumpism and the future of democracy in America.” Clingendael Spectator 

71, no.3 (2017). Accessed September 12, 2018, 

https://www.clingendael.org/pub/2017/3/trumpism-and-democracy/ 

Hale, Charles R. and Ravindran, Tathagathan, “Rethinking the Left in the Wake of the Global 

‘Trumpian’ Backlash,” Development and Change, 48: 834-44 (2017). Accessed September 

12, 2018, https://doi.org/10.1111/dech.12316. 

Heyes, Cressida. "Identity Politics." Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy. March 23, 2016. 

Accessed December 09, 2018. https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/identity-politics/. 

Heaney, Michael T, “Activism in an Era of Partisan Polarization,” Political Science and Politics 50, 

no. 4 (2017): 1000-3. 

Hochschild, Arlie Russell, Strangers in Their Own Land: Anger and Mourning on the American 

Right (New York: New Press, 2016). 

"Globalization." Merriam-Webster. Accessed December 10, 2018. https://www.merriam-

webster.com/dictionary/globalization. 

“Income Inequality,” Institute for Policy Studies (2016), accessed September 12, 2018, 

https://inequality.org/facts/income-inequality/. 

"Intersectionality." Merriam-Webster. Accessed December 10, 2018. https://www.merriam-

webster.com/dictionary/intersectionality. 

Jacobson, Gary C, “The Triumph of polarization in 2016: Donald Trump’s improbable victory.” 

Political Science Quarterly 138, no. 1 (2017): 9. Accessed September 12, 2018, 

http://dx.doi.org.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/10.1002/polq.12572 

Karpowitz, Christopher F. et. al, “Tea Time in America? The Impact of the Tea Party Movement 

on the 2010 Midterm Elections,” Political Science and Politics 44, no. 2 (2011): 303-09. 

http://www.jstor.org/stable/41319914. 

Leon, Raul A., “Undocumented Students: The Realities of Immigration Reform,” The Obama 

Administration and Educational Reform 10, no. 1 (2014): 257.72. doi:10.1108/S1479-

358X20130000010013 

Nookala, Nikhita, “Why we need DACA to protect young immigrants.” The Eagle Eye, March 18, 

2018, https://eagleeye.news/editorial/why-we-need-daca-to-protect-young-

immigrants/. Accessed October 27, 2018. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-4446.12324
https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-4446.12324
https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-4446.12324
https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-4446.12324
https://www.clingendael.org/pub/2017/3/trumpism-and-democracy/
https://www.clingendael.org/pub/2017/3/trumpism-and-democracy/
https://www.clingendael.org/pub/2017/3/trumpism-and-democracy/
https://www.clingendael.org/pub/2017/3/trumpism-and-democracy/
https://doi.org/10.1111/dech.12316
https://doi.org/10.1111/dech.12316
https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/globalization
https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/globalization
https://inequality.org/facts/income-inequality/
https://inequality.org/facts/income-inequality/
https://inequality.org/facts/income-inequality/
http://dx.doi.org.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/10.1002/polq.12572
http://dx.doi.org.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/10.1002/polq.12572
http://dx.doi.org.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/10.1002/polq.12572
http://dx.doi.org.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/10.1002/polq.12572
http://www.jstor.org/stable/41319914
http://www.jstor.org/stable/41319914
http://www.jstor.org/stable/41319914
https://eagleeye.news/editorial/why-we-need-daca-to-protect-young-immigrants/
https://eagleeye.news/editorial/why-we-need-daca-to-protect-young-immigrants/
https://eagleeye.news/editorial/why-we-need-daca-to-protect-young-immigrants/


 

21 

www.namun.org  / info@namun.org / @namun2019 

Oberlander, Jonathan, “The End of Obamacare,” The New England Journal of Medicine 376, no. 

1 (2017): 1-3. 

"Polarization." Merriam-Webster. Accessed December 10, 2018. https://www.merriam-

webster.com/dictionary/polarization. 

Romero, Mary, “Trump’s Immigration Attacks, in Brief,” Contexts 17, no. 1 (2018): 34-41. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1536504218766549 

Shaw, Frederic E. et al., “The Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act: opportunities for 

prevention and public health,” The Lancet 384, no. 9937 (2014): 75-82. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(14)60259-2 

Sides, John, Tesler, Michael and Vavreck, Lynn. “The Electoral Landscape of 2016.” The Annals 

of the American Academy of Political and Social Science, 667, no. 1 (2016): 50-71. 

“The dividing of America.” The Economist. Last modified July 16, 2016. 

https://www.economist.com/leaders/2016/07/16/the-dividing-of-america. 

White, Khadijah, “Black lives on campuses matter: the rise of the new black student 

movement,” Soundings: A Journal of Politics and Culture 63, no. 1 (2016): 86-97. 

  

  

 

https://doi.org/10.1177%2F1536504218766549
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F1536504218766549
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F1536504218766549
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F1536504218766549
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(14)60259-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(14)60259-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(14)60259-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(14)60259-2
https://www.economist.com/leaders/2016/07/16/the-dividing-of-america
https://www.economist.com/leaders/2016/07/16/the-dividing-of-america
https://www.economist.com/leaders/2016/07/16/the-dividing-of-america

	Table of Contents
	Letter from the Chair
	Introduction
	Definitions
	Historical Background
	Electoral Landscape of the 2016 Election
	The 45th President of the United States
	Political Reform - Healthcare
	Political Reform – Immigration Policy
	The American Left

	Timeline
	Issues
	Democratic Accountability

	A Short Introduction to Modern American Federalism
	Task of the Committee
	Call to Action

	Sources
	Bibliography

