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Working Paper for an Open Forum: In the Era of President Trump

W(h)ither the ‘Business’ of Governance, and, the ‘Governance’ of Business??

In my examination of the political and economic spheres we are presented with the following conundrum: politics is not and should not be a business run for profit. Government/s should be in the metaphorical ‘business’ of governance. On the other hand, this concept of ‘governance’ also has an important role to play in the commercial functioning of a company or, for that matter, in the running of any organization; be it for the purpose of either making a profit or not making a profit. That, even though governments are not in the business of being a ‘business’, still, they need to interact with the economic world in order to implement their policies. Hence my concept of the political-economy (with a hyphen) where these strategies of separation or insulation of the political sphere from the economic sphere occur as well as observing the necessary forms of interaction and cooperation that must also occur in order for governments to expedite the practical implementation of their policies. (1)

Companies, in my understanding, have four commercial imperatives, namely, creation, preservation, conservation and meta-conservation:
1.   The creation of an organized ‘vehicle’ to create value (beyond that merely invested).

2.    The preservation of value through the continual maintenance of that organization.

3.    The conservation of a profit beyond that utilized in preservational maintenance.

4.    The meta-conservation involved in the continual amplification of profit-levels. (2)
Hopefully, most of us do not want to see a government that is intent on making a profit out of governing its citizens (in accordance with this third commercial imperative), and, even more so, let alone one that deliberately sets out to increase that semblance of a profit year in and year out (in accordance with this fourth imperative of meta-conservation)! (3)
So, hence the conundrum of seeing government as a business as per President Trump; along with neo-liberals who may be of that same persuasion. Given that we do not normally see government as a ‘business’ even though the implementation of political policies must involve cooperation with the business world; albeit usually through the traditional mediation of a civil service or similar! (4)


But, we have seen President Trump directly intervene in the commercial world in order to re-direct the course and tenor of certain business practices that, he feels, should be headed in a direction more in an alignment with his own views.
 (5)

In keeping with traditional neo-liberal attitudes President Trump, as a ‘great disruptor’, is also gutting both the funding and staffing of many government departments and their various forms of outreach; perhaps in the mistaken belief that by cutting the upfront costs of this civil service an efficiency dividend will automatically flow from such disruptively instituted savings (but, whenever and wherever this has occurred, additional costs are usually incurred that outweigh any immediate benefits realized from such so-called ‘savings’). (6)


President Trump has also demonstrated a strong commitment to overseeing a much de-regulated regulatory environment more in line with classical neo-liberal ideology. Such an ideology is also evident in his recent overall ‘reform’ of the taxation system (where the wealthy and businesses receive most of the cut in taxation levels in line with the discredited trickle-down form of economics theory much beloved by neo-liberals et al
). (7)

However, this callous imposition of neo-liberal business ideology must surely target, inadvertently and/or advertently, the very core Republican base that Trump so often lauds as their economic saviour while the more neutral merely note that this self-styled ‘stable genius’ is ever telling us that he is forever working tirelessly on their behalf (seemingly, more often than not, at one of his resorts; especially those that possess a golf course
). (8)

Obviously, President Trump, is a poor example of a ‘good businessman’ given that various companies controlled by him have gone bankrupt. Moreover, this pathological untruth teller and perennial disseminator of fake news himself we must ever wonder how such a con artist and charlatan managed to appropriate, if not mis-appropriate, the reins of government (given that this apparent ‘billionaire’ has refused to publish his tax statements or remove his family from the direct control of his assets; especially his hotels which are often touted as ‘the’ place where heads of state and their diplomats are expected to stay, etc.). (9)

But, “what goes around, comes around” and his past practice of not properly paying, in full, his contractors and lawyers, etc., has meant that when he is need of expert legal advice he has consistently been often refused by the very best law firms (unless he first pays up front). By the day, this President is increasingly embroiled in litigation and the spectre of investigations that could well threaten his presidency; especially after the Mid-Term Elections at the end of this year. Such misguided interventionalism, in all probability, will wreck both good commercial governance and good democratic governance given this Trumpian predilection for a shredding of regulations, a dishonouring of obligations, a rampant dishonesty in truth-telling, etc. The modus operandi of this person, unfortunately, marks him out as an example of a very poor businessman, who, sadly, is seemingly trying to run America as if it were one more of his companies… edging, if not heading, towards imminent bankruptcy. Such wrongly motivated management, as a form of mismanagement, must surely harvest a poor result for both the people of America and the rest of the world… A world where we must learn to harmoniously work together in order to make everyone “great” through the ‘authenticity’ of ‘our working together’..!! (10)


     Noël Tointon, Sydney, 8.1.18.
� 	Compare Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull’s interventions in the Australian gas and electricity markets (and the commercial ignoring of such advice that proposed an extension in the life of the Liddell coal-fired power station currently operated by AGL).


� 	When ideologues propose a policy of ‘reform’ we must ask “reform of what for whom?” In this instance, taxation cuts for the Middle Class have a sunset clause or time limitation, but, then, most of the immediate gains will be swallowed up, if not completely eclipsed, by increased costs for purchasing health insurance. At the same time an enormous wealth transfer, of historic proportion, is being headed up the socio-economic ladder from people already subjected to increasing levels of inequality. Some political commentators have argued that this has been primarily at the behest of a small handful of very wealthy families who have donated to the Republican Party and who were rumoured to say that they would discontinue such donations if this taxation reform was not passed into legislation. As much has been said by some Republican politicians themselves such as Republican Representative Chris Collins. Refer to the link: Top GOP congressman: My donors told me to pass Republican tax bill or ‘don’t ever call me again: published by the Business Insider: � HYPERLINK http://www.businessinsider.com/chris-collins-donors-trump-tax-plan-bill-2017-11 ��www.businessinsider.com/chris-collins-donors-trump-tax-plan-bill-2017-11�


� 	Despite regularly accusing President Obama as a president ever playing golf. So far, in his first year, President Trump (usually at his resorts in Virginia and Florida) has played 48 games versus 28 games played by Obama in his first year.






