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How the Trump regime was manufactured by
a war inside the Deep State
A systemic crisis in the global Deep System has driven the
violent radicalization of a Deep State faction
By Nafeez Ahmed (10.2.2017)
President Donald Trump is not fighting a war on the establishment: he’s fighting a war to
protect the establishment from itself, and the rest of us.
At first glance, this isn’t obvious. Among his first actions upon taking office, Trump vetoed the
Trans Pacific Partnership, the controversial free trade agreement which critics rightly said would
lead to US job losses while giving transnational corporations massive power over national state
policies on health, education and other issues.
Trump further plans to ditch the Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership (TTIP) between the
EU and US, which would have diluted key state regulations on the activities of transnational
corporates on issues like food safety, the environment and banking; and to renegotiate NAFTA,
potentially heightening tensions with Canada.
Trump appears to be in conflict with the bulk of the US intelligence community, and is actively
seeking to restructure the government to minimize checks and balances, and thus consolidate his
executive power.
His White House chief strategist, Steve Bannon, has restructured the National Security Council,
granting himself and Trump’s Chief of Staff Richard ‘Reince’ Priebus permanent seats on the NSC’s
Principals’ Committee – opening the door to the White House politicization of the government’s
highest national security body.
Trump’s White House has purged almost the entire senior staff of the State Department, and tested
the loyalty of the Department of Homeland Security with its new ‘Muslim ban’ order.
So what is going on? One approach to framing the Trump movement comes from Jordan Greenhall,
who sees it as a conservative (“Red Religion”) Insurgency against the liberal (“Blue Church”)
Globalist establishment (the “Deep State”). Greenhall suggests, essentially, that Trump is leading a
nationalist coup against corporate neoliberal globalization using new tactics of “collective
intelligence” by which to outsmart and outspeed his liberal establishment opponents.

But at best this is an extremely partial picture.
In reality, Trump has ushered in something far more dangerous:
The Trump regime is not operating outside the Deep State, but mobilizing elements within it to
dominate and strengthen it for a new mission.
The Trump regime is not acting to overturn the establishment, but to consolidate it against a
perceived crisis of a wider transnational Deep System.
The Trump regime is not a conservative insurgency against the liberal establishment, but an act of
ideologically constructing the current crisis as a conservative-liberal battleground, led by a
particularly radicalized white nationalist faction of a global elite.
The act is a direct product of a global systemic crisis, but is a short-sighted and ill-conceived
reaction, pre-occupied with surface symptoms of that crisis. Unfortunately, those hoping to resist
the Trump reaction also fail to understand the system dynamics of the crisis.
All this can only be understood when we look at the big picture. That means the following: we must
look a little more closely at the individuals inside Trump’s administration, the wider social and
institutional networks they represent, and what emerges from their being interlocked in government;
we must contextualize this against two factors, the escalation of global systemic crisis, and the
Trump regime’s ideological framing(s) of that crisis (both for themselves, and for public
consumption); we must connect this with the impact on the transnational Deep System, and how
that links up with the US Deep State; and we must then explore what this all means in terms of the
scope of actions likely to be deployed by the Trump regime to pursue its discernable goals.
This investigation will help to establish a ground state for anyone on which to build a meaningful
strategy of response that accounts for the full systemic complexity of our Trumpian moment.
So the first step to diagnosing our Trumpian moment is to see who is leading it. We’ll begin by
looking at a cross-section of some of Trump’s most prominent nominations and appointments.

1. The Trump regime

Money Monsters
If all Trump’s appointees are confirmed, his administration will be among the most business-heavy,
corporate-friendly governments in American history.
Five of the 15 people nominated by Trump as Cabinet secretaries have no public sector experience,
and have spent their entire careers in the corporate sector. “That would be more business people
with no public-sector experience than have ever served in the Cabinet at any one time,”, concludes
Pew Research Center.
Betsy DeVos has been nominated for Education Secretary. She’s a billionaire married to the Amway
conglomerate.
Andrew Puzder has been nominated as Labor Secretary. He’s a billionaire CEO of fastfood chain

owner CKE Restaurants.
Trump’s nominee for Commerce Secretary is Wall Street veteran Wilbur Ross. He’s a billionaire
financier who invests in buying and selling companies in distressed industries, and who made his
early fortune as a fund manager at the Rothschild Group.
Steven Mnuchin, Trump’s Treasury Secretary, is a former partner at the global investment bank
Goldman Sachs, a hedge fund manager and, until his nomination, a board member of the Fortune
500 financial holding company, CIT Group. He’s also a member of the Yale University secret
society, Skull and Bones.
Vincent Viola is Trump’s nominee for Army Secretary. He’s a billionaire, former chairman of the
New York Mercantile Exchange (NYMEX), and current chairman of Virtu Financial, a highfrequency trading firm.
Linda McMahon is Trump’s Small Business Administrator. She’s a co-founder and former CEO of
WWE, which is now valued at around $1.5 billion, and married to billionaire WWE promoter
Vincent McMahon.
Gary Cohn is Trump’s chief economic advisor and Director of the White House National Economic
Council. He just left his previous post as president and chief operating officer at Goldman Sachs for
the job.
Anthony Scaramucci has served as a senior advisor to Trump on the executive committee of the
Presidential Transition Team. Previously he was founding co-managing partner of global investment
firm SkyBridge Capital. Like Steve Bannon, he also began his career at Goldman Sachs.
Walter ‘Jay’ Clayton is Trump’s nominee for the Securities & Exchange Commission (SEC), the
financial industry’s top regulatory watchdog. Yet Clayton himself is a Wall Street lawyer who has
worked on deals for major banks, such as Barclays Capital’s acquisition of Lehman Brothers’ assets,
the sale of Bear Stearns to JP Morgan Chase, and the US Treasury’s capital investment in Goldman
Sachs. In the same capacity, he has campaigned to reduce restrictions on foreign public companies,
and sought lax enforcement of the Foreign Corrupt Practices Act. His wife, Gretchen Butler, works
for Goldman Sachs as a private wealth advisor.
Trump’s crack team of money monsters is clearly not planning on acting in the interests of
American workers —they will instead do what they know best: use the considerable power of the
American state to break down as many regulatory constraints on global banking finance as possible,
with a special view to privilege US banks and corporations.

Fossil Fuel Freaks
Trump’s administration has not just been bought by Wall Street. It’s been bought by the oil, gas and
coal industries.
Rex Tillerson is Trump’s Secretary of State, and former chairman and CEO of giant oil and gas
conglomerate ExxonMobil. As the world’s largest oil major of all, ExxonMobil is the de facto king
of fossil fuel interests. Tillerson has close business ties with Russian president Vladimir Putin, and

has previously headed up the joint US-Russian oil company Exxon Neftegas.
Tillerson is a friend of Igor Sechin, who heads up the military security services faction of the
Kremlin known as ‘Siloviki’. ExxonMobil also had intimate ties with Saudi Arabia, Qatar and the
United Arab Emirates under Tillerson. In any case, Trump has richly rewarded Tillerson for services
rendered—91% of the $1.8 million donated to federal candidates by ExxonMobil’s PAC under
Tillerson for this election cycle, went to Republicans.
It’s well-known that ExxonMobil has funded climate denialism to the tune of tens of millions of
dollars. What’s less well-known is that in the 1970s, ExxonMobil’s own scientific research fully
validated the scientific reality of climate change. Yet company executives made a self-serving
business-decision to suppress these findings, and fund efforts to discredit climate science.
Rick Perry, the former governor of Texas, is Trump’s Secretary of Energy. Perry holds board
directorships at Energy Transfer Partners LP and Sunoco Logistics Partners LP, which jointly
developed the Dakota Access Pipeline project. The CEO of Energy Transfer Partners, Kelcy
Warren, donated $5 million to a super-PAC supportive of Perry. More generally, his two presidential
campaigns received over $2.6 million from the oil and gas industry.
Scott Pruitt, former Attorney General in Oklahoma, is the new head of the Environment Protection
Agency. Pruitt has a track record of launching federal lawsuits to weaken and overturn EPA
regulations not just on carbon emissions, but on all sorts of basic environmental rules on air and
water pollution. The New York Times reports that he and other Republican attorney generals have
forged an “unprecedented, secretive alliance” with the oil industry.
Congressman Ryan Zinke is Trump’s nominee for Secretary of the Interior. During Senate
confirmation hearings, he refused to admit the accuracy of the scientific consensus on human
activity being the dominant cause of climate change. Zinke has supported clean energy measures in
the past, but in May 2016, he sponsored a bill for a time limit on Obama’s moratorium on federal
coal leasing. He routinely voted against environmental protection measures, supporting fossil fuel
use, seeking to minimize public and state involvement in managing public lands, while opposing
protections for endangered species.
Zinke’s philosophy is basically ‘drill, baby, drill’. That’s why he’s taken over $300,000 in campaign
donations from oil and gas companies that want to accelerate drilling across public lands.
Mike Catanzaro is Trump’s nominee for Special Assistant for Energy and the Environment. He is
also a climate-denying lobbyist for the oil and gas industry, working for Koch Industries, America’s
Natural Gas Alliance (ANGA), Halliburton, Noble Energy, Hess Corporation, and many others.
Early on in his career, he was Deputy Policy Director of the 2004 Bush-Cheney presidential
campaign.
The fossil fuel freaks want to burn all the oil, gas and coal they can, at any cost—and they are
willing to dismantle whatever environmental protections stand in their way.

Black Ops Brigade
It would be mistaken to assume that Trump’s conflicts with the US intelligence community mean he
is necessarily at odds with the military-industrial complex. On the contrary, his defense appointees
and advisors are embedded across the military-industrial complex. Trump’s education secretary,
DeVos, is the sister of Erik Prince, the notorious founder of disgraced private security firm
Blackwater, now known as Academi, which was outed for slaughtering 17 Iraqi civilians.
A source in Trump’s transition team confirms that Erik Prince has advised Trump’s team on
intelligence and security issues. Prince now runs another security firm, Frontier Services Group. He
supports Trump’s proposal for the US military to grab Iraq’s oil and recommends the escalated
deployment of private defense contractors across the Middle East and North Africa, such as in
Libya, to crackdown on refugees.
General ‘Mad Dog’ James Mattis is Trump’s Secretary of Defense. He was also, until his
resignation due to his political appointment, on the board of directors of General Dynamics, the
fifth largest private defense contractor in the world. Mattis is also on the board of Theranos, a
biotechnology company known for its questionable automated fingerstick blood test technology.
Lieutenant-General Mike Flynn was Trump’s National Security Advisor until his resignation on
February 13 over his ties to Russia. He is a former head of the Pentagon’s Defense Intelligence
Agency (DIA) under Obama, and a longstanding military intelligence and special operations insider.
Previously, he was director of intelligence for the Joint Special Operations Command; director of
intelligence for the US Central Command; commander of the Joint Functional Component
Command for Intelligence, Surveillance and Reconnaissance; chair of the Military Intelligence
Board; and Assistant Director of National Intelligence. Flynn also runs Flynn Intel Group, a private
intelligence consulting firm.
Flynn has just co-authored a book with Michael Ledeen, The Field of Fight: How We Can Win the
Global War Against Radical Islam and its Allies. Ledeen is a leading neoconservative defense
consultant and former Reagan administration appointee who was involved in the Iran–Contra affair
as a consultant of then US National Security Advisor, Robert McFarlane. Currently a Freedom
Scholar at the Foundation for the Defense of Democracies (FDD), he was a staunch advocate of the
2003 invasion of Iraq (he was directly involved with the Yellowcake forgeries attempting to
fabricate a weapons of mass destruction threat to justify the war) and has campaigned for military
interventions in Syria, Iran and beyond. Ledeen’s aggressive foreign policy vision was deeply
influential in the formation of the Bush administration’s foreign policy strategy.
It’s worth noting how low Ledeen stoops with his political philosophy. In his 2000 book,
Tocqueville on American Character, Ledeen argues that in some situations, “[i]n order to achieve
the most noble accomplishments, the leader may have to ‘enter into evil.’” (p. 90) He even argues
that this is sanctioned by the Christian God: “Since it is the highest good, the defense of the country
is one of those extreme situations in which a leader is justified in committing evil.” (p. 117)
That sort of thinking has led him to endorse the ‘cauldronization’ of the Middle East. In 2002, he
wrote in support of invading Iraq that: “One can only hope that we turn the region into a cauldron,
and faster, please. If ever there were a region that richly deserved being cauldronized, it is the
Middle East today.”

General John F. Kelly is Trump’s Secretary of Homeland Security. He is a retired United States
Marine Corps general who previously served under Obama as commander of the US Southern
Command, responsible for American military operations in Central America, South America and the
Caribbean. Before that Kelly was the commanding general of the Multi-National Force-West in
Iraq, and the commander of Marine Forces Reserve and Marine Forces North. Kelly is also a vice
chairman at the Spectrum Group, a defense contractor lobbying firm; and on the board of directors
of two other private Pentagon contractors, Michael Baker International and Sallyport Global.
James Woolsey, the former CIA director and neoconservative stalwart—a former Vice President at
NSA-contractor Booz Allen Hamilton and among Michael Ledeen’s bosses at the Foundation for
Defense of Democracies —was an early Trump supporter, and a senior advisor to Trump on his
transition team. He dropped out over reservations with Trump’s plans to restructure the intelligence
community.
Lieutenant General Joseph Keith Kellogg is Chief of Staff and Executive Secretary of Trump’s
White House National Security Council – but has replaced Flynn as acting National Security
Advisor. Kellogg was the US military’s top information technology official during the Bush
administration’s invasion of Iraq in 2003.
He went on to become chief operating officer for the Coalition Provisional Authority in Baghdad,
the mechanism for the US occupation of Iraq, from November 2003 to March 2004—the period
widely recognized as being particularly corrupt and inept.
In between, Kellogg had joined the board of directors of US government IT contractor, GTSI Corp,
where he returned as an independent director after his Iraq stint from 2004 until 2013—when the
firm changed its name to ‘UNICOM Government Inc.’ in an attempt to distance itself from earlier
revelations of misconduct.
Kellogg later joined the Advisory Board of US defense contractor Raytheon’s Trusted Computer
Solutions Inc., and the Strategic Advisory Board of RedXDefence, a US military contractor partowned by Regina Dugan, former director of the Pentagon’s Defense and Advanced Research
Projects Agency (DARPA).
In 2012, Wired magazine outed RedXDefense for creating completely rubbish bomb detection
technology under a multi-million dollar DARPA contract during Dugan’s tenure. Despite its flaws,
the tech was purchased widely by the US military, and numerous allied militaries around the world.

Mike Pompeo is the icing on the cake. As Trump’s CIA director, this Republican Congressman has
no obvious experience relevant to running a national intelligence agency, except perhaps for one
thing: as Jane Mayer writes in her book Dark Money: The Hidden History of the Billionaires
Behind the Rise of the Radical Right (Doubleday 2015), Pompeo is “so closely entwined with the
climate-change denying Koch brothers that he was known as the ‘congressman from Koch.’”
The Koch brothers, who made their fortune investing in fossil fuels, now have a direct line to
America’s premiere national intelligence agency. Now that’s what you call a coup.

Ku Klux Klan
Virulent white nationalism is another fundamental defining feature of the Trump regime.
Steve Bannon was founding executive chair of Breitbart News, “the platform of the alt-right”
according to Bannon himself. Breitbart is widely known for its publication of “racist, sexist,
xenophobic and anti-Semitic material.” Bannon himself is also a prolific film producer, and has
made or contributed to a range of xenophobic films.
Before his rise to media mogul status, though, Bannon spent a brief time as acting director of the
Biosphere 2 experiment, an effort to create a self-sufficient ‘closed system’ environment survivable
by a small group of people from 1993 to 1995. At the time, Bannon appeared to share and strongly
support the concerns of the Biosphere 2 scientists about the danger of climate change driven by, in
his own words, “the effect of greenhouse gases on humans, plants and animals.” He later underwent
an Exxon-like about-turn, illustrated by Breitbart’s rampant opposition to the idea that the burning
of fossil fuels by human civilization is intensifying climate change.
In 2007, Bannon produced a proposal for a new documentary, ‘Destroying the Great Satan: The
Rise of Islamic Facism [sic] in America’, which accused various media outlets, “Universities and
the Left”, the “American Jewish Community”, the American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU), the
CIA, the FBI, the State Department, and the White House as being “enablers” of a covert mission to
establish an “Islamic Republic in the United States.”
Bannon consulted on the proposal with Steven Emerson of the Investigative Project on Terrorism.
In 2015, Emerson was described as a “complete idiot” by then Prime Minister David Cameron for
claiming falsely on Fox News that Britain is full of Muslim “no go zones” (like the entire city of
Birmingham), and that London is run amok by Muslim religious police who beat and wound people
who refuse to dress according to a Muslim dress code.
Bannon’s list of interviewees for the proposed film is like a Who’s Who of far-right bigotry. Two of
the most well known names included Walid Phares, who advised Trump on his national security
team during the presidential campaign, and Robert Spencer. Both are connected to the Washington
DC-based Center for Security Policy (CSP), a far-right think tank run by former Reagan defense
official Frank Gaffney, where they appear regularly as guests on CSP’s ‘Secure Freedom’ radio
podcast run by Gaffney. Phares is also a senior fellow at the Foundation for the Defense of
Democracy.
Frank Gaffney’s CSP commissioned the original flawed opinion poll that was cited by Trump to
justify his ‘Muslim ban’ when he first announced it in late 2015. So it’s clearly no coincidence that
Kellyanne Conway, the pollster who carried out the flawed poll, is now Counselor to the President.
Gaffney thus has a significant degree of ideological influence on the Trump regime. He has
appeared at least 34 times on Bannon’s Breitbart radio program. His work has also been cited in
speeches by Michael Flynn, Trump’s national security advisor.
Alarmingly, Gaffney has disturbing connections to full-blown neo-Nazi groups across Europe, such

as the Danish People’s Party (DPP) and the Vlaams Belang (VB) in Belgium.
But he simultaneously has close ties to the US military-industrial complex. In 2013, CSP tax
records showed that the CSP had received funding from six of America’s biggest aerospace and
defense contractors, namely Boeing ($25,000); General Dynamics ($15,000); Lockheed Martin
($15,000); Northrup Grumman ($5,000); Raytheon ($20,000); and General Electric ($5,000). The
CSP has a particularly close relationship with Boeing, the second largest defense contractor in the
world, which still provides Gaffney’s group with “general support.”
Michael Reilly, who has been Director of Federal Budget and Program Analysis at Boeing since
2010, was previously Gaffney’s Vice President for Operations at the CSP.
These incestuous ties with the US private defense sector comprise one prime reason that fully 22
officers or advisors of Gaffney’s CSP ended up having appointments in the George W. Bush
administration.
Senator Jeff Sessions is Trump’s Attorney General. Gaffney’s CSP awarded Sessions the annual
‘Keeper of the Flame’ award in 2015. Sessions has previously expressed sympathies for the Ku
Klux Klan. He has closely associated with far-right anti-immigrant organizations founded by John
Tanton, a driving force in America’s white nationalist movements. In 1993, Tanton declared: “… for
European-American society and culture to persist requires a European-American majority, and a
clear one at that.” Yet Trump’s new Attorney General is known for frequently quoting from Tanton’s
groups, showing up at their press conferences, and has even received recognition and campaign
contributions from them.
The John Tanton connection opens up a can of worms. Kellyanne Conway, Trump’s Counsellor, is
also connected to Tanton. Her polling firm was previously contracted by Tanton’s anti-immigration
platform Federation for American Immigration Reform (FAIR).
Numerous other officials involved in the Trump team— Lou Barletta, Kris Kobach and Julie
Kirchner—have direct organizational ties to Tanton’s FAIR.

But this connects senior Trump officials to a grim history of neo-Nazi agitation in the US. Tanton
received large sums of early money for FAIR from the Pioneer Fund, a pro-Nazi grant-giving
organization which funded eugenics —the discredited ‘science’ of ‘racial hygiene’. Tanton’s various
anti-immigrant platforms received money from the Pioneer Fund as late as 2002. According to a
study in the Albany Law Review, the Pioneer Fund had direct ties to Nazi scientists, and its founding
directors were Nazi sympathizers. One of them had even travelled to Germany in 1935 to attend a
Nazi population conference.
Stephen Miller is a senior policy advisor to Trump. He previously worked as communications
director for Jeff Sessions in his senator’s office, and crafted the strategy to defeat a bipartisan
immigration reform bill in 2013. During his university days, he worked closely with the neo-Nazi
leader Richard Spencer, who coined the term “alternative Right” as a new way of capturing a
movement about white racial identity.
Miller denies having worked closely with Spencer when they were at university together as

members of the Duke Conservative Union. According to Spencer, Miller helped him with
fundraising and promotion for an on-campus debate on immigration policy in 2007. The event
featured Peter Brimelow, who runs the white nationalist website Vdare.com, which regularly
publishes articles by neo-Nazis. Miller’s relationship with Spencer at this time has been confirmed
by email correspondence between Spencer and Brimelow.
It’s perhaps worth noting that the inspiration for Tanton’s neo-Nazi sympathies were, ostensibly,
environmental concerns. In a recent article he admits, “my initial interest in curtailing immigration
was motivated by a longstanding concern for the environment.”
From 1971 to 1975, Tanton was chair of the National Population Committee of one of America’s
oldest environmental organizations, the Sierra Club. His theory was that immigration drives
unsustainable population growth, which then drains resources and harms the environment. The
environmental crisis, from Tanton’s point of view, is a population problem—specifically, a problem
of too many people. Part of dealing with that means cracking down on immigration—this,
ironically, in a nation founded on immigration.
This insidious proto-Nazi ideology now appears to have an operating influence on the White House
through Tanton’s ideological surrogates, many of whom are connected to Gaffney and his acolytes
in the Trump regime.

Guru Gang
The unifying ideology that lends coherence to these intersecting networks of influence comes from
a variety of people, but the following stand out in particular.
Michael Anton is a little-known but powerful figure in the Trump administration, now a senior
director of strategic communications in the White House National Security Council. He launched
his career as a speechwriter and press secretary for New York mayor Rudy Giuliani, before joining
Bush’s White House in 2001 as a communications aide for the National Security Council. He went
on to become a speechwriter for media mogul Rupert Murdoch at News Corp, then moved into the
financial sector, firstly as director of communications for Citigroup, then as a managing director at
the BlackRock investment firm.
Anton has played a major role in attempting to cajole and convince conservatives, through various
anonymous writings in conservative publications and behind-the-scenes networking, of the
necessity of voting Trump to head off the crisis of conservative decline amidst the apocalyptic
failures of liberalism.
Rupert Murdoch has a direct line to the Trump White House through Michael Anton, but it’s one the
News Corp owner has gone to pains to build personally. Murdoch and his wife Jerry Hall were
hosted for dinner by Trump at his golf course in Scotland in June 2016. Later Murdoch was seen
visiting Trump Tower in November 2016. Murdoch is set to have significant influence on Trump,
who reportedly asked the Fox News owner to recommend his top preferred candidates to chair the
Federal Communications Commission.

The Murdoch connection has other alarming ramifications. Since 2010, Murdoch has been an
equity-holding board member of the American energy firm, Genie Oil & Gas. He had teamed up
with Lord Jacob Rothschild, chairman of Rothschild Investment Trust (RIT) Capital Partners, to
buy a 5.5% stake in the corporation then worth $11 million.
Murdoch and Rothschild also serve on Genie’s strategic advisory board. Joining them on the board
are Larry Summers, former Director of President Obama’s National Economic Council; former
Trump senior advisor James Woolsey; Dick Cheney, former Vice-President under George W. Bush;
and Bill Richardson, former Secretary of Energy under Clinton and Governor of New Mexico.
Genie Oil & Gas has two main subsidiaries. One of them, Afek Oil & Gas, operates in Israel and is
currently drilling in the Golan Heights, which under international law is recognized as Syrian
territory. The Golan was captured by Israel from Syria in 1967, and unilaterally annexed in 1981
with the introduction of Israeli law to the territory. The other Genie subsidiary, American Shale Oil,
is a joint project with the French major Total SA, and operates in Colorado’s Green River
Formation.

On its website, the company offers an extraordinary declaration regarding its rationale for focusing
on unconventional oil and gas resources:
“The peaking of world oil production presents the US and the world with an enormous
challenge. Aggressive action must be taken to avoid unprecedented economic, social
and political costs.”
This may well reveal much about the crisis-perceptions of those who influence the Trump regime.
Trump’s administration has been further augmented by a man with especially extensive ties to the
US Deep State: Henry Kissinger.
Since December 2016, Kissinger, the notorious former Secretary of State convincingly accused of
complicity in war crimes by the late Christopher Hitchens —who has played direct advisory roles in
both the preceding Bush and Obama administrations —has become Trump’s unofficial foreign
policy guru. Kissinger was a secret national security consultant to President Bush, and under Obama
was directly involved in the US National Security Council’s chain-of-command.
He now appears to be intimately involved in the evolution of Trump’s foreign policies toward China
and Russia. His firm, Kissinger Associates, has for some years played a central role in easing the
passage of numerous US corporations into lucrative Chinese investments.
Trump’s peculiar brand of haphazard, unscripted and chaotic political announcements may well
have endeared him to Kissinger, who has argued that “unpredictability” is a hallmark of the greatest
statesmen. Such leaders act beyond the sort of “pre-vision of catastrophes” offered by established
experts recommending caution, instead indulging in “perpetual creation, on a constant redefinition
of goals.” The greatest statesmen are able to both “maintain the perfection of order” and “to have
the strength to contemplate chaos”, where they can “find material for fresh creation.”
Kissinger’s critical role in developing Trump’s eastward facing strategy was revealed by the

German tabloid, Bild, which obtained a document from the Trump transition team. The document
confirmed Kissinger’s role as the key mastermind brought in to craft a way to rebuild relationships
with Russia. Kissinger’s plan would include lifting US economic sanctions —paving the way for a
potentially lucrative partnership between American and Russian oil and gas companies —and
recognizing Russia’s ownership of the Crimea.
Kissinger’s advice on China policy, however, is not yet fully known. Writing in the South China
Morning Post, Pepe Escobar argues that Kissinger’s record suggests Trump will deploy “a mix of
‘balance of power’ and ‘divide and rule’. It will consist of seducing Russia away from its strategic
partner China; keeping China constantly on a sort of red alert; and targeting Islamic State while
continuing to harass Iran.”
Kissinger’s ‘unofficial’ advisory role in the Trump regime is solidified through the direct influence
of one of his longtime acolytes.
K.T. McFarland, who is to work under Michael Flynn as Trump’s Deputy National Security
Adviser, was an aide to Henry Kissinger during the Nixon administration on the National Security
Council from 1970 to 1976. In that capacity, she played a lead role in working on Kissinger’s
notorious and originally classified 1974 National Security Study Memorandum 200 (NSSM200).
The document advocated that population growth in poorer countries was the principal threat to US
overseas security and other interests, especially by endangering US access to “mineral supplies”.

Making America hate again
It appears that there are common themes among the different groupings that comprise the Trump
regime. Among them are experiences and recognition of crisis: Rex Tillerson and Steve Bannon, for
instance, come from backgrounds acknowledging the reality of the planetary ecological crisis.
Energy interests linked to Murdoch believe in an imminent social, economic and political crisis due
to peak oil.
Most Trump teamsters see their task as saving the fossil fuel industries from crises external to them,
and now all ostensibly tend to deny the gravity of the industry’s environmental impacts.
All are worried about the profits of their friends in Wall Street.
A large number of Trump team associates have ties to John Tanton, whose proto-Nazi views are
rooted in an eugenics-inspired belief that the environmental crisis is due to too many non-white
people.
And now Trump’s national security team draws on the parallel views of the old Nixon era Kissinger
team concerning the threat of overpopulated poor countries undermining US access to the world’s
food, energy and raw materials resources —for which the solution could be to ‘cauldronize’
countries of strategic interest.
These crisis-perceptions, however, are not grounded in systemic insight: but are refracted through
the narrow lenses of self-serving power. The crises are relevant only insofar that they represent a
threat to their interests. But most importantly, their ensuing beliefs about how to respond to these

crises end up being refracted through the ideological framework of the conservative-liberal polarity.

2. The Deep System
Perhaps the most powerful takeaway from this examination of who the Trump administration
actually is, is that the Trump regime is not external to the Deep State. On the contrary, the people
who hold senior posts in his administration, both formal and otherwise, are key nodes that represent
whole layers of social and institutional networks within and across the wider US Deep State.
If this is not immediately obvious, it’s because there is much misunderstanding of what the Deep
State actually is. The Deep State is not simply ‘the intelligence community’. When a more accurate
understanding of the American Deep State and its symbiotic embeddedness in a transnational Deep
System is adopted, the role of the Trump faction can be properly discerned.
Secret state, opaque system
In his book, Deep Politics and the Death of JFK (University of California Press, 1996), Professor
Peter Dale Scott coined the term deep politics to designate the study of criminal and extra-legal
practices linked to the state. He defined a deep political system or process as one in which
institutional and non-institutional bodies, criminal syndicates, politicians, judges, media,
corporations and leading government employees, resort to “decision-making and enforcement
procedures outside as well as inside those sanctioned by law and society. What makes these
supplementary procedures ‘deep’ is the fact that they are covert or suppressed, outside public
awareness as well as outside sanctioned political processes.”
Deep political analysis is therefore concerned with revealing the tendency of the state to enter into
activity outside of the state’s own rule of law. From the viewpoint of conventional political science,
law enforcement and the criminal underworld are opposed to each other, the former struggling to
gain control of the latter. But as Scott observes:
“A deep political analysis notes that in practice these efforts at control lead to the use of
criminal informants; and this practice, continued over a long period of time, turns
informants into double agents with status within the police as well as the mob. The
protection of informants and their crimes encourages favours, payoffs, and eventually
systemic corruption. The phenomenon of ‘organized crime’ arises: entire criminal
structures that come to be tolerated by the police because of their usefulness in
informing on lesser criminals.”
This can lead to a form of state-crime symbiosis, blurring the defining parameters of which side
controls the other. From the outside, this appears as the emergence of an invisible “deep” dimension
to state activities tying it to organized crime, when in reality what is happening is that the state is
inherently porous: its “deep” invisible side connects it to all manner of private, extra-legal actors
who often seek to operate outside or in breach of the law —or to influence or bend the law to serve
their interests.
In his more recent opus, The American Deep State, (p. 14) Scott also acknowledges in this vein that
the deep state “is not a structure but a system, as difficult to define, but also as real and powerful, as

a weather system.”
As I’ve shown in my paper published in the anthology, The Dual State (Routledge, 2016), one of
the least understood features of deep politics, then, is that the “deep state” must inherently be internetworked with a vast array of non-state and often transnational influencers across corporations,
financial institutions, banks, and criminal enterprises.
Capitalism, Covert Action and State-Terrorism: Towards a Political Economy of the Deep
State
In the name of fighting the post-9/11 "War on Terror" Western states have with increasing impunity
bent, stretched and…www.academia.edu
The postwar global deep system
America’s historic role as the principal shaper of global capitalism means that the globalization of
capitalism enabled the emergence and expansion of a US-dominated transnational Deep System—
within this global Deep System, a US-dominated transnational financial elite has become inherently
entangled with criminal networks.
The expansion of global capitalism since 1945 was not an automated process. On the contrary, it
was a deeply violent process led principally by the United States, Britain and Western Europe.
Throughout, the CIA and Wall Street acted largely hand-in-hand. Globalization was tied directly to
military interventions in over 70 developing nations designed to create the political conditions
conducive to markets that would be ‘open’ to western capital penetration, and thus domination of
local resources and labour. The logic of ‘deep politics’ required that much of this criminal political
violence in foreign theatres be suppressed from public consciousness, or otherwise justified in
different ways.
This was privately acknowledged by US State Department planners working in partnership at the
time with the Council on Foreign Relations:
“If war aims are stated, which seem to be concerned solely with Anglo-American
imperialism, they will offer little to people in the rest of the world… Such aims would
also strengthen the most reactionary elements in the United States and the British
Empire. The interests of other peoples should be stressed, not only those of Europe, but
also of Asia, Africa and Latin America. This would have a better propaganda effect.”
The number of people that died in the course of this forcible integration of former colonies across
Asia, Africa, South America and the Middle East into the orbit of an emerging US-UK dominated
global economy, is astonishing.
In his book, Unpeople (2004), British historian Mark Curtis offers a detailed breakdown of the
death toll at approximately 10 million—a conservative under-estimate, he qualifies. American
economist Dr JW Smith, in his Economic Democracy (2005), argues that globalization was:
“… responsible for violently killing 12 to 15 million people since WW II and causing
the death of hundreds of millions more as their economies were destroyed or those
countries were denied the right to restructure to care for their people… that is the record
of the Western imperial centers of capital from 1945 to 1990.”
On the back of this deep, transnational political violence—which remains obscured in mainstream

media and history education—the US and UK erected a global financial architecture to serve the
interests of their most powerful corporate and banking institutions, which hold overwhelming sway
over the political class.
State power was deployed to integrate the resources, raw materials, fossil fuel energy reserves, and
cheap labour from these vast areas of the world into a global economy dominated by transnational
elite interests based largely in the US, UK and Western Europe.
This, too, opened the way for new forms of criminalization of state power. This can be illustrated
with a powerful example from terrorism finance expert Loretta Napoleoni, who chaired the Club de
Madrid’s terrorism financing group.
She reports that financial deregulation pursued by successive US governments paved the way for
different armed and terror groups to link up with each other and with organized crime, generating an
overall criminal economy valued at about $1.5 trillion. This criminal economy consists of “illegal
capital flights, profits from criminal enterprises, drug trading, smuggling, legal businesses, and so
on”, most of which is recycled into Western economies through money laundering via mainstream
financial institutions: “It is a vital element of the cash flow of these economies.”
But the problem goes further. As the primary medium of exchange for this criminal economy is the
US dollar, the latter’s role as the world reserve currency has cemented a structural situation in
which the economic power of the US Treasury has become conditional on the economic immunity
of transnational criminal networks, who systematically use US dollars for criminal transactions: The
greater the stock of dollars held abroad, the greater the source of revenue for the US Treasury.
These examples illustrate how the US Deep State operates as the chief regulator of a global Deep
System, in which seemingly legitimate international financial flows have become increasingly
enmeshed with transnational organized crime, powerful corporate interests who control the world’s
fossil fuel and raw materials resources, and the privatization of the military-industrial complex.

The Deep State faction behind Trump
Trump fits into this system snugly. Among his draft executive orders is one that would open the
door for US corporations to engage in secretive corrupt and criminal practices to buy conflict
minerals from the Congo—which are widely used in electronic products like smartphones and
laptops.
From this broader perspective, it’s clear that far from representing a force opposed to the Deep
State, the Trump regime represents an interlocking network of powerful players across sectors
which heavily intersect with the Deep State: finance, energy, military intelligence, private defense,
white nationalist ‘alt-right’ media, and Deep State policy intellectuals.
According to Scott, this reflects a deepening “old division within Big Money—roughly speaking,
between those Trilateral Commission progressives, many flourishing from the new technologies of
the global Internet, who wish the state to do more than at present about problems like wealth
disparity, racial injustice and global warming, and those Heritage Foundation conservatives, many

from finance and oil, who want it to do even less.”
So rather than being a nationalist ‘insurgency’ against the corporate globalist ‘Deep State’, the
Trump regime represents a white nationalist coup by a disgruntled cross-section within the Deep
State itself. Rather than coming into conflict with the Deep State, we are seeing a powerful militarycorporate nexus within the American Deep State come to the fore. Trump, in this context, is a tool
to re-organize and restructure the Deep State in reaction to what this faction believe to be an
escalating crisis in the global Deep System.
In short, the Deep State faction backing Trump is embarking on what it believes is a unique and
special mission: to save the Deep State from a decline caused by the failures of successive
American administrations.
However, what they are actually doing is accelerating the decline of the American Deep State
and the disruption of the global Deep System.

3. Systemic Crisis
The Trump faction is correct that there is a crisis in US power, but they fail to grasp the true nature
of the crisis in its global systemic context.
Each grouping within the Trump faction, and the elite social and institutional networks they
represent, has its own narrow understanding of the crisis, framed from within the ideological
parameters of its own special interests and class position.
Each grouping suffers serious epistemological limitations which mean they are not only incapable
of grasping the systemic nature of the crisis and its impacts, but they hold self-serving views about
the crisis which tend to project their insecurities onto all sorts of Others.
The growth problem
For instance, the ongoing failure to lift the US economy into a meaningful recovery is framed by the
Trump faction as due to not putting ‘America first’ in trade relations. Trump’s plan is to boost
infrastructure investment to create jobs at home, and to adopt more protectionist trade policies to
protect American industries and manufacturing.
The immediate reality here is that Trump’s money monsters are keenly aware that conventional
neoliberal American economic and financial policies are no longer working: Under Obama, for
instance, the median household income saw its first significant increase since the 2007–8 recession
in 2015, rising by 5.2%. In real terms, though, little has changed. Median household income is at
$56,516 a year, which when adjusted for inflation, is 2.4% less than what it was at the turn of the
millennium.
So while Obama managed to create over a million new jobs, purchasing power for the working and
middle classes hasn’t increased—it’s actually decreased. Meanwhile, although the poverty rate
dropped by 1.2% in 2015, the overall trend since the 2007 crash has seen the number of poor
Americans increase from 38 million to 43.1 million people.

But this problem goes beyond Obama—it’s systemic.
Over the last century, the net value of the energy we are able to extract from our fossil fuel resource
base has inexorably declined. The scientific concept used to measure this value is Energy Return on
Investment (EROI), a calculation that compares the quantity of energy one extracts from a resource,
to the quantity of energy used to enable the extraction.
How global economic growth will drown in Trump’s oil glut after 2018
All the oil on the planet can’t save a financial system in overshoot, but another world is still
possiblemedium.com
There was a time in the US, around the 1930s, when the EROI of oil was a monumental 100. This
has steadily decreased, with some fluctuation. By 1970, oil’s EROI had dropped to 30. Over the last
three decades alone, the EROI of US oil has continued to plummet by more than half, reaching
around 10 or 11.
According to environmental scientist professor Charles Hall of the State University of New York,
who created the EROI measure, global net energy decline is the most fundamental cause of global
economic malaise. Because we need energy to produce and consume, we need more energy to
increase production and consumption, driving economic growth. But if we’re getting less energy
over time, then we simply cannot increase economic growth.
Trump's Plans for Fossil Fuels Will Shrink the Economy - Motherboard
As President-elect Trump spearheads plans to boost oil, coal and gas, a major new study by one of
the world's foremost…motherboard.vice.com
And this is why there has been an unmistakeable correlation between long-term global net energy
decline, and a long-term decline in the rate of global economic growth. There is also an
unmistakeable correlation between that long-term decline, the rise in global inequality, and the
increase in global poverty.
The self-styled liberal faction of the Deep State has convinced itself that capitalist growth helped
halve global poverty since the 1990s, but there’s reason to question that. That success rate is
calculated from the World Bank poverty measure of $1.25 a day, a level of very extreme poverty.
But this poverty measure is too low.
While the numbers of people living in extreme poverty has indeed halved, many of those people are
still poor, deprived of their basic needs. A more accurate measure of poverty shows that the number
of poor worldwide has overall increased.
As the London-based development charity ActionAid showed in a 2013 report, a more realistic
poverty measure lies between $5 and $10 a day. World Bank data shows that since 1990, the
number of people living under $10 a day has increased by 25 percent, and the number of people
living under $5 a day has increased by 10 percent. Today, 4.3 billion people—nearly two-thirds of
the global population—live on less than $5 a day.
So really, poverty has worsened in the Age of Progress. And now the unsustainability of this
equation is coming home to roost even in the centres of global growth, where wealth is most
concentrated.

The UN's Sustainability Plan Is 'Doomed,' According to Linguistic Analysis - Motherboard
The UN will launch its 2030 Sustainable Development agenda at the end of this month in New York
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As of mid-2016, the GDP of Europe has been stagnant for over a decade, and the US has reached a
GDP growth rate of 1.1 percent, nearly the same as its population. This means that the US has
actually experienced no average increase in “per capita wealth”, according to SUNY’s Charles Hall.
To maintain this semblance of economic growth, we are using ingenious debt mechanisms to
finance new economic activity. The expansion of global debt is now higher than 2007 pre-crash
levels. We are escalating the risk of another financial crisis in coming years, because the tepid
growth we’ve managed to squeeze out of the economy so far is based on borrowing from an
energetically and environmentally unsustainable future.
And that growth-by-debt mechanism is also occurring within the oil industry, which has amassed
two trillion dollars worth of debt that, in the context of the chronic oil price slump, means the
industry is not profitable enough to generate the funds to ever repay its debt.
Exclusionary polarities
Both pro- and anti-Trump factions of the Deep State are in denial of the fact that this escalating
crisis is due, fundamentally, to the global net energy decline of the world’s fossil fuel resource base.
In a time of fundamental systemic crisis, the existing bedrock of norms and values a group normally
holds onto maybe shaken to the core. This can lead a group to attempt to reconstruct a new set of
norms and values —but if the group doesn’t understand the systemic crisis, the new construct, if it
diagnoses the crisis incorrectly, can end up blaming the wrong issues, leading to Otherization.
The Trump faction ends up falling-back on the narrow pathways with which they are familiar, and
believe that rather than requiring a different path, the problem is that we are not fully committed to
pursuing the old path. They insist that the problem is not inherent to the structure of the fossil fuel
industry itself, or the debt-infested nature of the parasitical global financial system. The problem is
seen simply as insufficient exploitation of America’s fossil fuels; too much regulation of the
financial system; constant economic pandering to unAmericans —Muslims, immigrants, Latinos,
black people—who are either draining the financial system through crime, drugs and terror, or
simply overburdening it with their huge numbers.
While they believe that business-as-usual growth must now be monopolized by ‘America first’ (and
particularly by a white nationalist definition of ‘America’), their liberal detractors cling to the belief
that business-as-usual will in itself usher in continued growth, with a tad of technocratic tinkering
and billionaire philanthropy spreading the gains throughout the world.
Both worldviews suffer from serious ideological fallacies — but it’s the failure of the latter that
has helped radicalize the former.
Looking at the writing of Trump’s senior advisor Michael Anton throws significant light on how the
crisis has radicalized the Trump faction into a delusional, binary worldview. For Anton, the key
culprit is the moral and ideological bankruptcy of the liberal paradigm, which has destroyed the
economy and is eroding American values; as well as the failure of the conservative establishment to

do anything meaningful about it. Anton pined for a great disruptor to revitalize conservativism on a
new footing: in the process tearing down liberals and old conservatives in one fell swoop. And so
began his ideological love affair with Donald Trump.
The result is Trump’s vision of himself as a sort of American messiah—but this is, of course, a
grand construction. The Trump faction, following Anton’s line of argument, have simply framed all
of America’s challenges through the narrow lens in which they see everything: the problem of
liberals; and thus all America’s problems can be conveniently Otherized, pinned on the fatal
combination of liberal decadence, and conservative bankruptcy.
Thus, Trump’s proposed programme is seen by its proponents as a war on both the liberal and
conservative establishments responsible for the crisis. The vision seems simple enough.
Domestically and economically: kickstarting economic growth by ramping up massive investments
in America’s remaining fossil fuel resources; using this to generate the revenues to fund the trillion
dollar infrastructure plan; while refocusing efforts on revitalising American manufacturing; all of
which will create millions of new American jobs.
The foreign affairs extension is to partner with Russia to facilitate US-Russian cooperation on new
oil and gas projects in the region; weakening the Russia-China partnership to facilitate American
pressure on China to capitulate to US encroachment on untapped oil and gas resources in the South
China Sea.
The ‘war on terror’ corollary of the Trump vision is to rollback Iran’s expanding influence in the
Middle East, which has greatly increased thanks to the 2003 Iraq War and the destabilization of
Syria; thereby reconsolidating the regional geopolitical power of the Gulf states, where the bulk of
the world’s remaining oil and gas resources are to be found.
The domestic dimension of that ‘war on terror’ corollary involves cracking down on the increasing
numbers of ‘useless eaters’, the hordes of non-white Others, who are seen ultimately as parasites
gnawing at America’s financial, cultural and national security. Thus, the walling off of Mexico, the
‘Muslim ban’, the crackdown on immigrants, and the veiled threats to the Black Lives Matter
movement that its ‘anti police’ attitude will not be tolerated, all become explicable as the result of
what happens when a systemic crisis is not understood for what it is, but simply projected onto
those who are affected the most by that very crisis.
In all these areas, the common theme discernible across the Trump regime’s key appointments is to
react to crisis-perceptions by attributing the crisis to various populations, both inside and outside the
United States —invariably painted as out of control, rapidly growing in numbers, and thereby
comprising an inherent threat to the ‘greatness’ of an ‘American’ identity that is increasingly
defined in parochial, ethno-nationalist terms.
But that’s obviously not going to work. Instead it will escalate the crisis.

Global net energy decline is not going to go away by drilling harder and faster. The very act of
drilling harder and faster will ultimately accelerate net energy decline. The geophysical brake on
economic growth will harden, not weaken.

And this means that Trump will be forced to rely on public private partnerships to bring in huge
investment loans from the private sector to deliver his infrastructure plan. So whatever domestic
low paid, sweatshop-style, factory jobs Trump manages to engineer in the near-term, American
taxpayers will be forced to foot the bill for the trillions of dollars in repayment of those private
loans. Trump’s plan will thus compound the already crisis-prone debt-levels in the American and
global financial system.
Meanwhile, climate change will accelerate, even as international order becomes more unstable
while Trump spearheads a more aggressive military posture in the Middle East and South Asia,
particularly toward Iraq, Iran and China; and cracks down harder on minorities at home.
For every degree to which Trump upscales aggression, America’s real national security will be
downgraded. And like any good despot, Trump’s failures will become food for his own propaganda,
to be conveniently blamed on the myriad of Others who, in the small minds of the Trump faction,
are preventing America from becoming ‘great again.’

4. The future
As global systemic crisis intensifies, the myriad of networks, forces and factions that comprise the
American Deep State are turning on each other: Trump is not the cause, but the symptomatic
outcome of this structural rupture within the US establishment. What this means is that defeating
Trump in itself is not going to weaken or rollback the forces which his regime has unleashed.
On the other hand, although this trajectory will produce immense upheaval and chaos while it lasts,
the social support base for our Trumpian moment is dwindling.
We are witnessing the reactionary death throes of the social forces behind the Trump faction. Exit
polls show that only 37% of young people aged 18–29 years old voted Trump.
However, while over 55% voted for Clinton, a large number of young people— approximately one
million—who might have usually voted Democrat, simply didn’t come out to vote. That’s because
while they may have disliked Trump, they didn’t particularly like Clinton either. One in ten
millennial voters went for a third party candidate—though still a modest number, it’s three times
higher than the number of third-party votes than in the previous election. At this rate of growth, the
millennial shift to third party candidates could become fatal for Democrats.
According to Republican strategist Evan Siegfried, if millennials had turned out to vote in 2016,
they could have swung the election away from Trump decisively. This is because the party’s
traditional support base consists largely of middle class white people, rural voters and baby
boomers.
“They are literally dying out,” said Siegried. “Every four years the white population decreases by
two per cent, and the white non-college educated population decreases by four per cent.”
Siegfried thus argues that Trump’s victory was won by trying to ensure that millennials and
minorities who were unlikely to vote for him didn’t even come out to vote at all.

But here’s the rub. While Siegfried concedes that the demographics continue to shift in favour of
the Democrats in the long-run, Clinton was clearly a deeply uninspiring candidate,
compromised utterly by her ties to Wall Street and the Deep State.
Democrats looking at these demographic dynamics in the run up to 2016 fooled themselves into
believing that a Clinton victory was inevitable. They were wrong, obviously. And while the
demographics prove that the Trump support base in America will shrink, this proves that the
millennial future won’t just be sceptical of Republicans, but Democrats too.
Today, the composition of the Trump regime proves that Clinton’s loss was not a loss for the Deep
State. On the contrary, the real problem is that the American electoral system reflects a form of
regime-rotation within the Deep State itself. The rise of the Trump faction signals that the escalation
of global systemic crisis has pushed the usual round of regime-rotation into a tipping point, where
one branch of the Deep State is now at war with the other branch.
Both sides of the US Deep State blame each other for the system’s failures, neither wishing to admit
their own complicity in driving the systems responsible for those failures.
One side wants to respond to the systemic crisis by accelerating market share of the old paradigm
—extending the life of the fossil fuel system and deregulating predatory capital. While most are
climate deniers, some even appear to recognize the dangers of environmental crisis and resource
scarcity but wish to shore up the US Deep State against the crisis as a nationalist response: Fortress
America.
The other side hold a deep faith that technological progress will save the day and permit businessas-usual and endless extraction-premised growth to continue— they believe that digitally-driven
technological innovations will allow Wall Street to have its cake and eat it: we can grow the
economy, and enrich a tiny number of financiers in the West exponentially, and the dividends will
trickle down to the Rest with a bit of technocratic tinkering, selective regulation and generous
philanthropy.
Neither side truly understands that they both remain locked into the old, dying industrial
neoliberal paradigm. That both the conventional Republican and Democrat strategies have
failed. And that if they continue to ignore and overlook the reality of the global systemic crisis and
its escalating symptoms, they will both become increasingly disrupted and irrelevant to large sectors
of the American population.
In that scenario, politics will become increasingly polarized, not less so. Republicans will seek to
shore up their white nationalist support base while Democrats will continue to lose credibility as a
genuine critical voice due to their establishment myopia.
In an alternative scenario, agents at different levels in both parties, third parties, and across civil
society begin to see our Trumpian moment for what it really is.
They realize that both the conservative and liberal polarities are being disrupted by the global
systemic crisis. That the Deep State is being disrupted by the global systemic crisis. And that Trump
is merely an effort by a branch of the Deep State to stave off the disruption. And that the failures of
the other branch of the Deep State are precisely what enabled and emboldened this eventuality.
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In that scenario, the current political tendencies of the millennial generation open the possibility for
new paths forward for politics, whether conservative or liberal: to re-build their parties,
organizations and paradigms in accordance with the emerging dynamics of a global system in
transition to a new phase state: beyond carbon, beyond endless growth, beyond mass consumerism,
beyond the banal polarities of left and right, white and black, native and foreign, and in service to
people and planet.
This article was amended on February 13 2017 to correct an error in describing the restructuring
of the National Security Council. The previous version said that certain senior officials would be
barred from NSC meetings unless their expertise was required. This is incorrect, and was based on
a widely reported misconstrual of the policy. The status of Michael Flynn and Keith Kellogg was
also updated on February 14 2017.
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