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OPINIONS

L eaders of both major parties are wrong to think of
the 2016 election as some kind of fluke. I believe a
political realignment is underway, and those who

fail to discern its outlines could end up powerless and
irrelevant.

With all respect to Hillary Clinton, her newly pub-
lished memoir, “What Happened,” doesn’t really tell
what happened. It is perhaps inevitable that she would
focus on the daily twists and turns of the campaign. It is
understandable that she would blame James Comey,
Vladimir Putin and the media for damaging her
prospects — and that she would downplay her own stra-
tegic and tactical missteps.

But take a step back and look at the election through
a wider lens. Clinton, with all her vast experience and
proven ability, was defeated by Donald Trump, a reality
television star who had never before run for office,
displayed near-total ignorance of the issues, broke every
rule of political rhetoric and was caught on videotape
bragging of how he sexually assaulted random women
by grabbing their crotches.

That’s not just unlikely, it’s impossible. At least it
should have been, according to everything we knew —
or thought we knew — about politics. Yes, Comey’s last-
minute revival of Clinton’s email scandal robbed her of
momentum. Yes, her neglect of the Rust Belt was a
terrible mistake. Yes, the Russians were working hard to
defeat her, with the blessing — and at least the attempt-
ed collusion — of the Trump campaign.

But the election never should have been close enough
for relatively minor voting shifts in Wisconsin, Michigan
and Pennsylvania to elect the likes of Trump. The elec-
tion never should have been close enough for Clinton to
lose Florida and barely eke out a win in Virginia.

In retrospect, the alarming possibility of an election-
night surprise should have been apparent. Trump never
should have won the Republican nomination over a field
that included so many talented politicians. And Clinton
never should have had to work so hard to win the Demo-
cratic nomination over Bernie Sanders, an aging socialist
from Vermont who wasn’t even a Democrat until he
entered the race.

None of what happened should have happened. And it
is a mistake to blame Clinton’s character flaws, Trump’s
mastery of Twitter or the media’s compulsion to chase
every bright, shiny object. Something much bigger and
deeper was going on.

My view is that the traditional left-to-right, progres-
sive-to-conservative, Democratic-to-Republican political
axis that we’re all so familiar with is no longer a valid
schematic of American political opinion. And I believe
neither party has the foggiest idea what the new dia-
gram looks like.

I don’t think Trump can see the new spectrum either,
as evidenced by the way his approval ratings have
plunged since his inauguration. But both he and Sanders
deserve credit for seeing that the old model has outlived
its usefulness.

Look at the issues on which Trump and Sanders were
in basic agreement. Both doubted the bipartisan consen-
sus favoring free trade agreements, arguing they had
disadvantaged U.S. workers. Both spoke of health care
as a right that should be enjoyed by all citizens. Both
pledged to strengthen, not weaken, entitlement pro-
grams such as Social Security and Medicare. Both were
deeply skeptical of U.S. involvement in foreign wars,
vowing to do their nation-building here at home. Both
advocated mammoth, job-creating investments in infra-
structure. Both contended “the system” was rigged to
favor the rich and powerful at the expense of everyone
else.

Leave aside for the moment the fact that Trump has
not fulfilled his promises. The overlap in what he and
Sanders said they would do is striking — as is the con-
trast between what both Clinton and Trump’s GOP rivals
were saying.

Trump was uniquely transgressive on one issue —
immigration. He addressed the anxieties of white work-
ing-class voters by presenting immigrants as all-purpose
scapegoats.

The Trump and Sanders campaigns revealed that
there are large numbers of voters whose views are not
being reflected by Democratic or Republican orthodox
positions. Are the parties adapting? Democrats seem to
be inching toward support of truly universal health care,
while Republicans have thus far thought better of taking
health insurance away from millions of people. Perhaps
this is a start.

But I see no evidence yet that either party is engaged
in the kind of fundamental rethinking I believe is called
for. So it is a mistake to assume that Trump is necessar-
ily a one-term president or that Sanders is done politi-
cally. You know the saying: In the land of the blind, a
one-eyed man is king.

Eugene Robinson’s email address is eugenerobin-
son@washpost.com.

What happened?
America’s political
axis has tilted
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Suing drug makers won’t solve our crisis 
I find it hard to believe that Buncombe County

would consider trying to recover the expenses that
stem from the opioid epidemic by pursuing the drug
makers. Perhaps they should also try to recover the
expenses that stem from prostitution by pursuing
the mattress manufacturers and the expenses asso-
ciated with gun violence by pursuing the arms man-
ufacturers. I believe that both of these have been
tried unsuccessfully many times before.

The real origin of this problem lies with the ad-
dicts themselves, but it’s not politically correct to
hold anyone responsible for their own actions today.
I’m surprised that we don’t offer them “Certificates
of Participation” the way they do in school. I guess
the problem lies in the fact that the addicts have
nothing left to recover or they wouldn’t be causing a
major drain on the county’s resources; in other
words, they have empty pockets.

The medical practitioners who routinely pre-
scribe these opioid painkillers are the other source
of this problem. Pursuing the doctors would not be a
popular course of action even though they have
deeper pockets than the addicts that they have cre-
ated.

The drug makers have the deepest pockets and
represent the greatest potential for a financial wind-
fall.

I do believe that this course of action will result
in failure and another expense for the county. The
only winners will be the attorneys. The losers will be
the taxpayers.

Steven A. Mannina, Asheville

Clinton’s book lends lessons for leaders 
I just finished reading Hillary Rodham Clinton’s

book, “What Happened,” over the weekend — all 16
hours and 561 pages. (It’s important to note that
there is no question mark in the title; it is an account
of what happened.) 

If you are able to go beyond the title and author
and are interested in how an eminently qualified,
thoroughly competent, and compassionate woman
dedicated to her country lost — to an arrogant, igno-
rant and divisive bully with a questionable relation-
ship to truth and Russia — the book is worth your
time investment. While taking her share of blame,
Clinton does a great job of illustrating the pervasive
and insidious nature of sexism in our culture, the
media’s preoccupation with outrageous behavior
over substance, and people’s willingness to believe
outright lies. 

Obviously if you’re in the habit of drinking Kon-
servative Kool-aid, this book is not for you. Clinton
is a nerd, pure and simple: issue-oriented, and with
actual ideas, solutions, and ways to implement them.
If the country survives this embarrassingly incapa-
ble, inexperienced, divisive, corrupt and dangerous
president, I hope we’re better able to choose our
leaders more wisely. Our future — if we have one —
depends on it.

Lynette Miller, Black Mountain

Is now the time to get that wall? 
In watching the terrible death and destruction that

is taking place in Mexico, wouldn’t this be a good time
for President Trump to call the president of Mexico
and remind him that before he gets all wrapped up in
rescue and restoration that Mexico owes us for a “big
beautiful wall?”

Jerry Sternberg, Asheville

A simple suggestion for critics 
To those who would criticize Hillary’s book, I prof-

fer the advice of the author herself: “Read the book.”
Nancy Dillingham, Asheville

Wisler gives Asheville a voice on council 
As a longtime advocate for public education and

involved parent in Asheville City Schools, I am writ-
ing to express my support for Gwen Wisler for Ashe-
ville City Council. In her current role of City Council
vice mayor and liaison to the Asheville City Schools
board, Ms. Wisler has proven herself a strong voice
for the people of Asheville in matters involving our
schools.

Because members of the ACS School Board are not
elected, but appointed by city council, the way we as
citizens often have a powerful voice with the board is
through our City Council members. Ms. Wisler
proved herself a community voice last December,
when she insisted, despite resistance, that the board
seek community input in the hiring of a new superin-
tendent. She subsequently served on the Community
Advisory Team that held multiple public forums seek-
ing this input and presented recommendations based
on it to the board. 

Thanks to Ms. Wisler, the Asheville community had
a voice in this important decision. She works hard to
promote the transparency we, as citizens, expect and
deserve, not just in education, but in all issues. Her
experience and priorities for the city of Asheville are
why she has my support.

Julie Porter-Shirley, Asheville
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