Early 21° Century Partisanship Bl Z G in the USA

Terms related to party loyalty BU3E S i/unity 5% (11145, bias in favor of or against a particular party, and polarized #% L[] ideologies related to political parties or figures are fundamental to the study of U.S. politics today. Like most
terms, however, considerable confusion exists about what these terms refer to and whether they can be applied in a manner that is not itself partisan.

Partisanship — A noun which refers to the presence or level of partisan views and party loyalty/unification. Partisan 3£JE#£) - An adj. which describes
a person, statement, or other object as favoring one party in particular. It can be considered as a special form of bias {ii ). in which the bias is directed not at
an ideology or kind of people (though this is often a biproduct |7 /#) but at a political party. Bi-Partisan % —Z(# - An adj. which describes
something that both “major” parties in the U.S. agree about or are cooperating on. Any committee Z i1 43, organization, or other group may be bi-partisan if
it contains members of both the Democratic (D) and Republican (R) parties. Many confuse this term with “neutral 7 37[#],” “objective % M [1],” or even
“factual E.5Z,” but the difference can be seen most clearly in the bi-partisan exclusion of third-party candidates from U.S. presidential election debates
unless they receive a certain percentage of support in polls = 2. As the U.S. electorate % [X; has become increasingly polarized in recent decades,
fewer and fewer political positions and policies have truly bi-partisan support. Non-Partisan TG3ZJRI] - This adj. is the standard for political neutrality
in the U.S. When a non-partisan source comes to a conclusion, such as through an objective, neutral analysis which seems to support one party's position
over others, it is not unusual for others to reject such conclusions and analysis, instead questioning the source's non-partisan credentials 4.

Confusingly, issues which are considered to be pro-America (i.e. good) and rising above partisanship or membership in any party are often described as either
bi-partisan or non-partisan, “something that every American can agree on.” M/ Things which are bipartisan in the past several years include:
support for term-limits /F#FR | in Congress; distrust of Congress; support for taking a “hard line” on ¥ -+ SREUGEAF A5 Z China, North Korea, ISIS/ISIL,
Al Qaeda“FEHh” ZHZ, etc.; support for the U.S. Peace Corps 3 [E FI*¥- A ; elite support for free trade (though this is lessening) and populist opposition to it;
support for Israel, NATO 147, etc.

Things which are highly partisan in the past several years include: abortion rights BEJi#¥; tax cuts; progressive Zi#EHi VS. flat taxation 4t —Fi; gun
control; welfare benefits 1 2:4f7F]. Things which resonate 5| #Z 3L at the popular (non-elite) level are often called “wedge issues,” fillif 7 Z4 1113 &8 used
strategically by politicians to separate “low-information” voters “FEPETEHI” 1% R and “single-issue” voters H.— 1 /% [ from those with whom they
would otherwise agree on larger issues such as class and economic policy. The most common example of this is former President Obama's highly
controversial statement that some people “cling to their guns and their religion” amidst difficult times. This statement was used in part by Republicans to
anger their supporters in lower socio-economic classes who vote for Republicans primarily based on opposition to gun control and/or abortion (which often is
closely tied to religious beliefs that life begins at conception rather than at birth).

Polarization #21t, can refer both to ideological divergence 41 and the reduction in the number of “moderates” or “centrists” FJ# K in the middle of the
political spectrum. The “hollowing out”=*i[l1t. of the U.S. political center makes compromise $7% harder and rarer and could even threaten a bedrock
concept of electoral strategy: the wisdom of candidates appealing to the “median voter” H[E]i% [ to win elections. Arguably, Hillary Clinton's platform was
more centrist and should have appealed more to the “median” U.S. voter than Donald Trump's “America First” sloganeering f# /| I1*5 and shift toward
extreme populist rhetoric. Indeed, many analysts hear echoes in Trump's divisive platform of “blood and soil,” “# [l 51 [E ” far right-wing ethno-
nationalism which is supposed to be a European phenomenon (especially of the early 20th-century). U.S. civic nationalism is supposed to inoculate 73 4t
Americans against such beliefs, but in 2016, being an “outsider” against the Washington D.C. “establishment” proved to be more decisive in victory than
moderation or a stable status quo.

Since at least the 1990s, partisanship and polarization have been rising, with less and less cooperation between Democrats and Republicans. When one party
has a clear majority in Congress, the minority party now resorts far more frequently to the filibuster FHE I F 1) TU K it to block the agenda of the
majority party than in the late 20" century. Critics of such partisanship complain that it has resulted in political gridlock in the legislative branch,
necessitating that recent presidents issue constitutionally questionable “executive orders” 1T H{#T 4 to bypass %81 the legislature to implement the platforms
on which they were elected. Pres. Trump has stated very clearly that reversing Obama's executive orders is a top priority.

Polarization can even occur within a party or group of people who hold the same basic, liberal or conservative beliefs, as when there is a split between
populists and elites or “establishment” figures within a party or ideology. Calling for “ideological purity” 248 ) 4fii% or creating a “poison pill” which
disqualifies membership can easily divide a political party, as many Democrats want all party members and candidates to be “pro-choice,” FE1EFE R &%
resulting in the expulsion FFf& of citizens who may agree on all issues other than their anti-abortion stance. Republicans, too, have a name for members of
their party who don't adhere to a majority or popular position: RINO, or “Republican in Name Only.” % X _E 3L A

An environment of partisanship prevails in the U.S. despite party membership among the population being lower than in the 20™ century. While an
increasing number of voters describe themselves as “independents,” often out of frustration with the major parties and a desire for more flexibility in primary
elections, such voters tend to align strongly with one party or the other on the issues. Independents, whose votes are often assumed to be among the vital
“undecideds” which swing elections, express their partisanship by saying that they “lean” towards one party or the other.

In a comparative perspective, note that in order to be significant, partisanship requires at least a competitive, two-party system. While one can be partisan
toward or against “Third-Parties” in the U.S. or the “consultative parties”Z % in a one-party system like China's, one's partisanship doesn't matter much
until the parties in question have significant political power. To be partisan in favor of the CCP in the PRC is quite close to the meaning of being patriotic, as
the critical expression of anti-CCP partisanship can still get one in trouble (or a foreigner banned from the country). As liberal democracy retreats
worldwide, the PRC is hardly unusual in this preference for national unity.

Whether a liberal democratic party system is two- or multi-party often varies by whether the structure is presidential or parliamentary and how
representatives are voted into office (i.e. with “first-past-the-post, FPTP” #3522 # 1% or proportional representation WBIfRZR ] in the legislature). The
USA is a prime example of how Duverger's Law i 5 /R # &2 (#Fi]) works: although many complain about limited options between the two major
parties, its presidential structure and simple, single-vote FPTP procedures strongly supported the creation and maintenance of a fairly stable two-party system
in which voters can be assured that a candidate from one party or the other will win almost every election. Combined with bi-partisanship itself, these factors
appear to be more important than full representation across the political spectrum, as those who might belong to entirely different parties in a multi-party
system must try to advance their agendas from “wings” or factions )k within the Democratic or Republican Parties.



