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We have contended in recent years that, while public expressions of overt racism have been in 
long-term decline, polarization over racial policy issues has continued to mount, and has been  
institutionalized in the form of opposed “racial policy alliances” of officials in governmental 
institutions and affiliated advocacy groups—with one alliance urging color-blind policies, but in 
large part because they benefit whites, as some members of the alliance have always 
acknowledged; and one alliance urging race-conscious policies, with the goal of reducing racial 
inequalities in many spheres of American life by directly benefiting people of color.2  Though most 
(not all) members of both alliances profess to believe in racial equality, most (not all) members of 
both alliances regard the positions of the other as fundamentally unjust and ill-motivated. 

In this memo we show  

(a) that the organizations, institutions, and policy positions of the modern color-blind
alliance map closely on to those of the Trump coalition, even though Trump as an unpredictable, 
insurgent candidate did not gain the consistent support of more “establishment” figures and groups 
in the alliance;  

(b) that the deep animosities over modern racial policies are visible in many of the
harshest, most anti-establishment statements and policies of Trump and his supporters, and 

(c) that in office the Trump administration has implemented a program consistent with
color blind racial policy alliances goals, including reversing established race-conscious measures. 

These  policies include ones that, though commonly cast in race-neutral language, 
disproportionately disadvantage people of color, and are accompanied by vexingly bald racialist 
language and, reassertions of white nationalism.  These developments have shifted the color-blind 
policy alliances more toward overt protection of white interests and identities, eroding any 
common ground with race-conscious advocates.   

We contend that it is only by grasping the structure, membership, and substance of today’s 
opposed racial policy alliances, not just public racial feelings and attitudes, that we can fully 
understand what are among the most significant drivers, and potential consequences, of the Trump 
phenomenon.  This emphasis implies limitations in dominant approaches to electoral outcomes.  
Thus, for over a half-century, many scholars have stressed economic concerns and partisan 
identities as the main drivers of voting behaviour, but most of the post-election political analysis 
has concluded that racial resentments and anti-immigrant, anti-diversity sentiments played a larger 
role in motivating Trump supporters than personal or sociotropic economic discontents, or even 
Republican partisan allegiances (when the primaries are taken into account).3   This recognition of 
racial appeals does not fit with the bodies of survey data showing that overt racism, at least, has 
long been in decline in the United States.4 The significance of racial policy alliances breaks this 
explanatory impasse, highlighting institutional elements which many analysts’ focus on public 
opinion surveys of racial attitudes and emotions misses.  

(a) Racial Policy Alliances, and the Trump and Clinton Coalitions.

Consistent with economic explanations, voters in counties in which the U.S. faced stronger
import competition from Mexico and especially China did vote for Trump in greater numbers than 
they had for past Republican candidates.5  But disaggregating this broader trend reveals that 
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Republican votes increased most in predominantly white counties experiencing manufacturing job 
losses; equally striking the Democratic vote increased in racially and ethnically diverse counties 
experiencing job losses.6  Moreover, white evangelicals, many not chiefly motivated by economic 
factors, also voted for Trump at higher rates than they had for previous Republican candidates, 
while secular voters were less favourable to Clinton than to her Democratic predecessors.7  And 
even as non-white voters overwhelmingly rejected Trump, they turned out less and gave Clinton 
less support than they had for Barack Obama in the two previous elections, perhaps doing more to 
produce Trump’s victory than heightened turnout among any section of his support.8   

From the primaries through the general election, moreover, many analysts found that, 
though Trump did better among white working class voters than some of his GOP predecessors, 
most of his voters had above-median incomes and education, while white working class voters who 
expressed concern about their own financial position were slightly more likely to support Clinton 
than Trump.9  High racial resentment scores and hostility toward immigrants and Muslims were far 
stronger predictors of Trump support than whether the voter was working class or concerned about 
his or her own individual economic condition or the nation’s.10 

Why xenophobic voting? 

By themselves, however, these findings do not explain why racial resentments and anti-
immigrant and anti-Muslim feelings played so prominent a role in the 2016 election.  Political 
scientists know that racial attitudes and identities have become more closely identified with 
partisan allegiances over time. But it is still not obvious why those attitudes mattered even more in 
partisan preferences and voting behaviour in 2016 than in the 2012 election, when an incumbent 
African American Democratic President was on the ballot.11  Nor is it clear why, faced with racial 
and xenophobic resentments, voters of color did not turn out in greater numbers for Hillary 
Clinton.  In a June 2017 report based on a panel survey of 8,000 voters conducted in November 
2016, but including respondents who had been interviewed in 2011 and 2012, the non-partisan 
Democracy Fund concluded, consistent with the studies we have summarized, that it was true that 
most voters voted for the same party in 2016 as in 2012; that some of those who switched from 
Obama to vote for Trump did have negative views of the national economy and their own financial 
situation; but that attitudes toward blacks, immigrants, and Muslims were most important.12  The 
study’s authors stressed, however, that attitudes “toward members of racial, ethnic, religious, or 
other social groups are complicated, and this survey is not designed to explain ‘why’ people 
reported these feelings.”13 

Frederick Lynch, among others, has argued that analysts do need to understand why white 
voters “distrust immigration and diversity”.  He contends that it is “identity policies” (his italics) 
that “have become too divisive and complicated in both theory and practice.”14  Though we favour 
many of those measures, we believe Lynch is right to say that Trump’s victory cannot be 
understood without attention to modern racial policies, among other social policies, and, we add, 
the organizations, advocacy groups, and media voices advancing those policies.  
.   

The Voting Coalitions. 

In 2011, we offered a more detailed version of Table 1 (below), mapping the members of modern 
America’s racial policy alliances, that is, broad groupings of voters divided by a major cleavage in 
this case attitudes to racial equality.  To be included as core members on the table, the groups listed 
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had to explicitly align themselves with color blind or race conscious policies on several of the 
issues we examined, which included racial affirmative action in employment and education, efforts 
to promote racially integrated housing, majority minority districting, school vouchers, the adoption 
of multi-racial census classifications, “tough on crime” criminal justice policies, and immigration 
(in later work, we added voting rights). 

Table 1: America’s Civil Rights Era Racial Cleavage 1978-2008* 

Color-Blind Alliance core       Race-Conscious Alliance core     

GOP officeholders & Members from 1976. Most Dem Party officeholders. 

Presidents, 1981-93, 2001-09       Presidents 1993-01, (2008-16)* 

Some conservative Democrats       Some liberal Republicans 

Supreme Court majority since 1980       Some federal, state judges 

Some senior bureaucrats after 1980        Many civil service personnel 

Some white-owned businesses       Large or minority businesses 

Some traditional white unions Most large unions (AFL-CIO) 

Conservative think tanks (AEI)       Liberal think tanks (Urban Inst.) 

Conservative media (Limbaugh, Coulter)    Liberal media (NY Times) 

Fringe white supremacist groups (New Century)     Most non-white advocacy groups 

Christian Right groups (Family Research Council)    Liberal religious groups (NCC) 

Conservative Foundations (Heritage)                         Liberal foundations (Soros) 

*Although the election of Obama marked a favourable result for the race-conscious alliance, the
Trump-Clinton 2016 result confirms 2008-16 as a period in which the color-blind alliance surged.

Source: derived from King and Smith Still A House Divided (2011: 259-62).  

How far does that alignment overlap with overt support for Trump and Clinton during the 2016 
campaign, and for Trump as President in 2017?  The overlap is not complete, because, as we have 
always emphasized, racial policies are important drivers but not the only drivers in American 
politics.  For example, some board members of the libertarian Center for Individual Rights, which 
strongly supports color-blind policies, opposed Trump chiefly because of his criticism of the Iraq 
War and his foreign policy views and inexperience in general.15  Some pro-color blind 
conservative commentators like Charles Krauthammer found Trump too much to stomach in style 
and substance, though others like Rush Limbaugh and Anne Coulter spoke favourably of him 
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during the campaign.16  As head of the conservative Bradley Foundation, Michael Grebe criticized 
Trump, retiring when the political tides began running in Trump’s favour.17  Though the Heritage 
Foundation worked closely with the Trump administration on the transition, first federal budget, 
the Supreme Court nomination and other issues, its staff was critical of Trump on health care, and 
in May 2017 its board removed Jim DeMint, an outspoken champion of Trump, as the 
Foundation’s head.18  Trump appointed figures affiliated with the American Enterprise Institute, 
including Secretary of Education Betsy DeVos and economic adviser Kevin Hassett, to top 
positions, but other AEI scholars and staff have criticized Trump on various issues, and early on 
AEI Vice President Danielle Pletka dismissed Trump as an “idiot.”19  Trump received fewer pre-
nomination endorsements from Republican officeholders, newspapers, and business leaders than 
any other recent presidential nominee, with CEOs commonly exercised about his opposition to free 
trade agreements, among other reasons.20 

Yet as Table 2 indicates, many of the most conservative members of the color-blind 
alliance did support Trump, while most of the race conscious alliance organizations favoured 
Clinton, if tepidly.   

Trump’s rhetoric resonated powerfully with those opposed to what they see as unjust race-
conscious policies. As his administration struggled in the polls in the summer of 2017, Trump 
acted to make his opposition to such policies even more clear. 

Table 2: Support for Trump and Clinton, 2016-201721 

Color-Blind Alliance for Trump      Race-Conscious Alliance for Clinton  

Most of GOP post-nomination22       Most of Dems post-nomination23 

Very few conservative Democrats24  Some liberal, moderate Republicans25 

Some law enforcement unions26 Most large unions (AFL-CIO)27 

Conservative think tanks (AEI) 28      Liberal tanks (Center for American Progress)29 

Conservative media (Limbaugh, Coulter) 30    Liberal media (NY Times, Post)31 

White supremacist groups (New Century)32     Most non-white advocacy groups33 

Christian Right groups (Family Research Council)34   Liberal religious groups (NCC)35 

Conservative Foundations (Heritage) 36      Liberal foundations (Soros)37 

(b) Trump’s Campaign and the Color-Blind Policy Alliance



6 

In regard to whether there is evidence that Trump’s campaign conveyed a message of hostility to 
race conscious policies and America’s growing racial diversity more broadly, it is hard not to 
reply: don’t miss the forest for the trees.  

After a real estate and marketing career marred by several controversies over alleged racial 
discrimination,38 Donald Trump first came to prominence in American politics by questioning 
whether the nation’s first African-American President was really born in the United States.  He 
then launched his presidential campaign by excoriating Mexican immigrants, promising to build a 
wall to keep them out, and attacking as “Mexican” a U.S. federal judge of Mexican descent, before 
he went on to call for a ban on Muslim immigrants and to characterize African Americans as a 
group who had nothing to lose because they were overwhelmingly poor, badly educated, and 
involved with violent crime.39  Shortly before the election, Trump also contended the electoral 
system was “rigged” in ways that included fraudulent voting, largely by non-whites. This repeated 
campaign mantra echoed charges that Republicans had been using in recent years with increasing 
and purposeful intensity as a justification for laws to restrict voting. Such measures indisputably 
have a disproportionate impact on poorer and non-white voters.40 

Indeed, though Trump did not explicitly discuss whether color blind or race conscious 
policies were preferable, the policies he stressed throughout his campaign were most often ones 
that were favoured by the color-blind policy alliance and opposed by the race-conscious alliance, 
which saw them as hostile to the interests of persons of color. Trump, to be sure, insisted 
repeatedly to the contrary that his policies of being tough on crime, promoting school choice, 
limiting immigration, combating vote fraud, and terminating international trade agreements would 
provide benefits to African Americans, whom he said Democrats had failed.41  Perhaps so.  But in 
earlier research we have documented the positions of color blind and race conscious advocates on 
the first four of these issues in some detail, and that work makes clear, as it must have been plain to 
the members of those alliances, that Trump’s positions were consistently those of color-blind 
advocates.42  When he was explicitly pressed on improving racial relations by an African American 
journalist in the presidential debates, moreover, Trump especially urged “stop and frisk” police 
practices that have long been criticized as leading mechanisms of racially discriminatory law 
enforcement.43  

We turn, last and carefully, to the most politically sensitive question prompted by inquiring 
about the role of color blind alliance members in Trump’s coalition.  We have contended in our 
earlier work that, counterintuitive as it may seem, today’s white nationalists, supremacists and 
separatists often support many kinds of color-blind policies, precisely because they see them as 
likely to preserve white advantages established by past governmental measures, and in any case as 
far preferable to direct assistance to non-whites.44  Whether Trump personally favors any of the 
varieties of white Christian nationalism put forth by these groups is difficult to infer given his 
hesitancy and then eventual condemnatory response to the Charlottesville riot.  But we do feel 
compelled to report that there are many indicators that Americans holding those views strongly 
supported Trump.  John Sides, writing as part of the Democracy Fund Voter Study Group cited 
earlier, found that in the summer of 2016, 30% of Trump supporters thought it was important for 
Americans to be of European ancestry; 72% thought Americans should be born in the United 
States; and 63% thought being Christian was fairly or very important to being American.45  These 
figures were all much higher than those for any other candidate in either party.  They led Lynn 
Vavreck to conclude that “Mr. Trump’s focus on ethnicity, religion, and American identity was the 
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catalyst that united a relatively small set of Republican primary voters behind and helped him defy 
expectations and become the G.O.P. nominee.”46 

There is also probably no more telling evidence for how Donald Trump was perceived as favouring 
the most conservative, pro-white version of color blind policy advocacy than the strong support he 
received from previously highly marginalized white nationalist groups.  They believed his election 
and his initial policies, including his immigration restrictions and his nomination of a Cabinet more 
overwhelmingly white male than any in recent history  represented measures that would preserve and 
restore the white-dominated nation they believe to be America at its best.47 Newly boosted in political 
confidence they began holding more public rallies, demonstrations, and protests, some 
leading to violence, than they had undertaken in many years.48 

(c ) White nationalism and the color blind agenda. 

 During the 2016 campaign Trump criticized Clinton as representative of Democrat Party failure 
to amelioriate black communities. In a dual attack he both blamed the Democratic Party for 
taking African American voters “for granted for decades”, a presumption which “betrayed the 
African-American community;” and accused the Democrat candidate of “peddling the narrative of 
cops as a racist force in our society.”49 The speech was delivered in West Bend, Wisconsin in the 
middle of August as unrest occurred in Milwaukee, a city he did not visit. 

When counter-protestors were killed after opposing white nationalists in Charlottesville, 
Virginia in August 2017, Trump placed blame on “many sides.”50  His openly hostile stance 
induced angry responses from many African American intellectuals and voters;51 

A string of distinguished analysts and commentators have regularly identified the racism and 
commitment to stirring up white nationalist sentiment associated with Trump’s arrival in the White 
House. The Post’s Dana Milbank noted a year into the administration how a raft of policies or non-
policies (with full Republican support) was designed to prevent America becoming a “majority-
minority nation’ including urging adoption of ‘merit’-based immigration system that would limit poorer, 
disproportionately non-white immigrants, while suspending Obama’s DACA program).52  This ambition 
descended to a plea for more Norwegians immigrants. The proposed citizenship question on the 
2020 Census is part of the same strategy to uphold white governance as is the continuing attack on 
voting rights. The Justice Dept supports the Ohio practice of removing voters from registration 
rolls if it can be shown that they failed to vote in the preceding two federal elections, a measure 
obviously likely to affect low turnout voters the most; the Department aired its support during a 
hearing in the Supreme Court. Trump’s judicial nominees to federal courts include some who aided 
state voter ID suppression measures such as Thomas Farr in NC.   Since January 2017 additional 
funding has gone into deportation resources. 

The Trumpian commitment, associated with key parts of electoral base, to mobilize and reward a 
white nationalist identity as the mainspring of American identity has been closely scrutinized, 



8 

(although ignored in the celebrated ethnographic studies about the left behind white working class 
voters). Michael Eric Dyson believes a larger “dirty secret in American life” is expressed in whiteness: 
“the real unifying force in our national cultural and political life, beyond skirmishes over ideology, 
is white identity masked as universal, neutral, and therefore, quintessentially American.”53 The 
historian Carol Anderson places these tendencies in the context of a strong white supremacy 
ideology prevalent in large swathes of the Trump base, writing after the murderous Charlottesville 
events that the ‘reality-warping drug’ of white supremacy intoxicates Americans. Anderson rightly 
notes that Trump is “only a symptom” of this doctrine, able to triumph only because of “the way a 
major political party had spent decades making white supremacy the Republican party’s drug of 
choice.”54  This white supremacy project in American life is material  and consequential for its victims 
as Charolottesville and other incidents – such as the murder of two African American women in 
Oregon in June 201755 – painfully demonstrate. The emergence of the alt-right and other nominally 
fringe white supremacist groups during the 2016 campaign  proved precursors of an ideology never 
fully disavowed after January 2017.56 

 Like others, Carol Anderson places the uprise in explicit racism in the context of party 
polarization fostered since the 1990s by the GOP, and institutionalized, we argue, in the dichotomy 
between the race conscious and color blind racial policy alliances which overlaps with the partisan 
divide. In a sign that such analyses of racism were not just the preserve of intellectuals, African 
American business leaders joined a rush out of the White House after Charlottesville, led by 
pharma Merck’s Kenneth C. Frazier, alert to the weak presidential response to white supremacists 
marching in Virginia.57  Even the United Nations’s committee on race discrimination wrote to the 
US after the Charlottesville riots urging the government both to “address the root causes of the 
proliferation of such racist manifestations,” and to condemn “unequivocally and unconditionally” 
the “hate speech and crimes” in the Virginian city.58 Advocacy groups from the race conscious 
policy alliance such as the Southern Poverty Law Center and the American Civil Liberties Union 
issued the same injunction.  The sociologist Lawrence Bobo concludes that both Trump’s election 
and policy agenda in office “rest on deep-rooted racism and white supremacist presumptions in US 
institutions and culture,” and notes that such racism is “a deeply, deeply rooted feature of US 
culture, fashioning of our most basic institutions.”59 Trump’s success resonated back to the 
unexpected electoral votes won by David Duke in 1990, votes exposing forces in the white 
electorate which subsequently intensified rather than evaporated.60  

This white nationalist tenor of the Trumpian color-blind agenda is hard to define with precision 
because it is mixed up with partisanship, evangelical preferences and some voters’ material 
interests. 61   The distinguished commentator Thomas Edsall makes sense of Trump’s framing by 
proposing that under this candidate “millions of white voters began to see themselves more openly 
not as white supremacists but as white identified.” The reason for the success of this appeal is the 
standard racial hierarchy view of whites under threat and an enhanced sense of white victimhood 
as Sides, Tesler and Vavreck report, fostering voting for a candidate most likely to restore white 
privilege. For Edsall’s analysis, Trump is saviour and mobilizer of the white identity electorate.62 It 
is in this sense that Ta-Nehisi Coates proclaims Trump to be the ‘first White President,’ though sadly, he is 
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far from the first.  His election is a raw but logical expression of the racist legacies which structure U.S. 
politics today.63 

In office Trump took actions that sent an unambiguous signal of his opposition to race 
conscious affirmative action measures and the post-1965 immigration policies that have increased 
America’s demographic diversity. In rhetoric and policy this Republican administration plays on 
white voters’ preferences and beliefs, and has advanced a color blind policy agenda opposing 
targeted measures to address racial inequalities (Table 3). 

Table 3 

Advancing the Color-blind racial policy coalition agenda since 2017. 

Voting: 

*Justice Dept supports Ohio’s registration roll clearing restrictive law in the Supreme
Court. 

*New citizenship question, at the request of Justice Dept, in the Census from 2020
administered by Dept of Commerce. 

*Sets up commission chaired by Kansas Secretary of State Kris Kobach (a supporter of
voter restriction rules) to investigate vote fraud.64 

Housing: 

*HUD stops the Obama ‘Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing’ rule (2015) requiring
localities to undertake an in-depth evaluation of barriers to housing choice in their jurisdiction 
using an HUD provided assessment tool, and to specify remedial steps.  AFHs suspended in 
January 2018 until October 2020.65  

*Suspension of the ‘Small Area Fair Market Rule’/Housing Choice Voucher for two years
at least; the HUD 2016 rule provides subsidies on rents appropriate to zip codes in the metro areas 
in place of a single metro-wide rent standard which meant poor families remained in higher 
poverty, lower opportunity areas.66 

Affirmative action: 

Justice’s Civil Rights Division initiated an investigation of universities’affirmative action 
admissions policies with a view to suing.67 Harvard investigation of its ‘intentional use of race 
discrimination’ initiated in 11/17.68 

Policing: 

Justice has ordered reviews of the federal studies of 20 city police departments’ practices, 
seeking to reverse the consent decrees (court-enforced settlements) which had resulted.69 
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Post 2015 rate of ca 3 police shootings per day continues.  Justice Dept AG orders reviews 
of federal investigations into local police forces, and declines to open new investigations.70 

Schools: 

*Private school vouchers created in a competitive grant program run by DofE, with federal
oversight, with states and parents able to determine admission selection criteria; $1bn proposed in 
the federal budget.71 

*school re-segregation recurs fuelled by increased secession movements, the downgrading
of the Justice Dept’s Educational Opportunities Section responsible for monitoring federal 
enforcement of integration plans, and release from court orders despite failure to integrate.72 

As Table 3 documents, the color blind agenda is moving along under President Trump’s 
team   His Justice Department’s Civil Rights Division initiated a program to investigate and sue 
universities suspected of over-emphasizing race in their affirmative action admissions policies.73 
More generally  the Department of Justice under Attorney General Sessions has turned away from 
civil rights – for example, drawing back from investigating police departments about shootings of 
African Americans – and shifted to religious discrimination.   The Department of Housing and 
Urban Development under Secretary Ben Carson has experienced significant cutbacks in 
investigations and enforcement of affirmative fair housing measures.  Sessions and Carson will no 
longer file disparate impact suits to advance the Fair Housing Act’s goal of fighting racial 
discrimination in housing, since both men sharply criticized those measures.74   Trump himself 
seeks immigration legislation that would replace family unification priorities that have fostered 
demographic diversity with preferences for high-skilled immigrants, and that would sharply reduce 
overall legal immigration for the first time in over half a century.75  Earlier, the Trump 
administration had quietly ended a federal grant to a group working to oppose white nationalist 
extremist groups.76  It also created a commission to investigate vote fraud led by one of the 
nation’s most controversial and extreme proponents of anti-immigrant and voter restriction laws, 
Kansas Secretary of State Kris Kobach.77  In the preamble to the Budget 2018, President Trump 
embraced private school vouchers funded federally declaring that “so many of America’s poorest 
children, especially African American and Hispanic children, attend failing public schools.. The 
budget empowers parents to choose the very best school for their children.” 

This set of policies put in place since January 2017 demonstrate  that Trump and his 
advisers favour the color-blind policy alliance’s preferred policies toward affirmative action, fair 
housing, immigration, criminal justice, voter restrictions and other issues is crucial for maintaining 
and mobilizing their political base.  In light of the many studies we have cited showing increased 
white turnout for Trump and the racial, cultural, and religious concerns motivating Trump voters, it 
is likely that the President and his men have drawn what for them are the correct lessons from his 
unexpected success in the 2016 campaign.  It is, we submit, a success that cannot be well 
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understood without attending to the role of modern racial policy issues and the political alliances 
that contest them. 

Conclusion: Racial Policy Alliances and America’s Future 

If our analysis is correct, what does it portend for how racial issues and racial conditions will 
develop during the Trump years?  Obviously, certainties, beyond continuing racial tensions, 
conflicts, and inequalities, are in short supply.  But the record of the Trump administration thus far 
raises some disturbing possibilities. 

After failing to repeal and replace Obamacare, the President and his administration 
mobilized measures that played to the most conservative wing of the color-blind racial policy 
alliance, a wing that includes avowed white nationalists.  If the administration, failing on other 
policy fronts, continues to decide that its political prospects are best served by catering to this 
wing, it will mean a shift of the predominant elements within the color blind policy alliance, with 
the previously marginal voices who are outspokenly pro-white gaining some greater influence – 
this is already apparent in the policies identified in Table 3.  It therefore will also alter the issues 
most in dispute between the racial policy alliances.  Something similar to the older opposition 
between explicitly pro-white and pro-diversity and inclusion policies will loom larger in American 
life. This propensity is already present in the half-hearted effort to achieve an immigration reform 
which will include the DACA population. 

Such a development would hardly be unprecedented in American history.78  But it is a 
development that would only heighten the polarization that bedevils and cripples modern American 
governance on many fronts.  It would also throw up steep obstacles to the kinds of racial policies 
we have advocated, ones that mix color blind and race conscious elements, in ways chosen because 
they promise to move the nation to greater racial equality.79  At its worst, this reinvigorated racial 
division might heighten Republican efforts at the local, state, and national levels to suppress non-
white voting in order to maintain predominantly white control of the nation’s governing 
institutions--an effort that at its extreme represents a further betrayal of the nation’s fundamental 
commitments to equal citizenship and republican self-governance. 

We have argued that any such efforts are not likely to succeed in the end, and we continue 
to believe that is the case.80  But we believe the danger they present, the resurgence of government 
policies favouring whites instead of racial equality, is greater in America under President Trump 
than it has been since the end of the Jim Crow era in the 1960s.  The task of tracking how far that is 
so seems to us to be imperative; and it is a compelling reason for political scientists to attend not 
simply to racial feelings and attitudes but to the policies and activities of the modern racial policy 
alliances, now and in the years ahead. 
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