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      Preface

      
      
      Long before the conclusion of the 2016 presidential election, I made the decision
         to write an outline for two book proposals, one for President Hillary Rodham Clinton
         and another for President Donald J. Trump.
      

      
       With the outcome of the election settled and Donald Trump declared the 45th President
         of United States, I quickly modified the outline and created a proposal that developed
         into a comprehensive analysis of what would become the details for Trump’s World: Peril and Opportunity in US Foreign Policy after Obama.
      

      
       In designing the parameters of this project, I was struck by the level of partisanship
         that had been directed against candidate Trump. The partisan offensive against Trump
         reached a new level during the post-election period. At that time, I reworked the
         proposal once again to include not just the usual partisanship that incoming presidents
         confront, but additionally I elected to embrace and expound upon the hyper partisanship
         that would define Trump’s stewardship of US foreign policy. 
      

      
       At the time, I thought it important to address an important query: what is behind
         the hyper partisanship? In time, there was a recognition that groups within the body-politic
         of the United States were behind much of the hyper partisanship. These groups are
         likely to play a major role in US foreign policy throughout the Trump presidency.
         To place the hyper partisanship in context, discussion about the biased atmosphere
         became the subject of discourse in the media, among scholars, and most certainly among
         former members of the foreign policy establishment that dutifully served in the administrations
         of President George W. Bush and President Barack Obama. In an example of the latter,
         Dennis Blair, the former director of national intelligence during the Barack Obama
         administration warned action is required to prevent “Washington’s toxic partisanship”
         from “infecting foreign policy.”[1]    Blair’s warning is certainly justified. Some however questioned if the warning
         came too late. 
      

      
      I contend the situation is far worse than described by Blair. For starters, this is
         not just a Washington problem but a national issue. Second, this is not just an infection
         but rather a nascent cancer that if not addressed could further damage our national
         interests and ultimately the Republic itself. 
      

      
      Below is a brief sketch of divergent groups and their attitudes toward the current
         occupant of the White House. This examination assists in unraveling some of the critical
         players in the hyper partisan atmosphere that is undermining American foreign policy
         and is critical to understanding the biased nature of numerous commentators that offer
         evaluations of Trump’s stewardship of various components of the implementation of
         US external relations with the world. 
      

      
      The first group is a combination of Democrats, “the never Trumpers”—Republicans who
         refuse to support the former business mogul’s policies around the world, and an unreceptive
         media which unleashed a litany of negative appraisals of President Trump’s foreign
         policy agenda. The lucid critiques surfaced during the presidential campaign (and
         continue) in the wake of Trump’s incessant divisive statements and numerous foreign
         policy pronouncements that this group contends is inconsistent with traditional bipartisan
         approaches. 
      

      
       At another level, elements of the foreign policy establishment (the second group)
         is equally concerned about the president’s statements and the new unchartered direction.
         In an illustration of the condemnation and concern expressed by the foreign policy
         elite, Thomas Wright, an expert at the Brookings Institution, angrily stated, “Diplomats
         are more alarmed than ever. For the first time since the second world war, the fundamental
         principles of US foreign policy—alliances, the open global economy and America’s leadership—are
         endangered.”[2]    
      

      
      Many senior members of the Republican foreign policy establishment refused to consider
         serving in the Trump foreign policy bureaucracy. At the other end of the political
         spectrum, nearly three-hundred Democrats resigned their positions en masse at the State Department, refusing to participate in the implementation of President
         Trump’s agenda, one they viewed diluted long-established foreign policy principles
         of the United States. There is another reason for the protests and the exodus from
         Foggy Bottom: many of the mid-level and senior members of the department recognized
         that Trump is hell-bent on implementing an agenda designed to destroy “all-things
         Obama.” 
      

      
       Despite the detractors, President Trump constructed a sustainable support network
         (this represents the third group) which included Republicans from “Red States” and
         a coalition of supporters (Democrats, Republicans, and Independents in the “flyover
         states” and aspects of the military to name a few) that welcomed Trump’s “fresh foreign
         policy approach.” This group asserts the era of “kicking the can down the road is
         over.” This coalition anticipated that President Trump would defeat the Islamic State,
         end the North Korea problem, challenge Russia and China, and confront, if not contain,
         Iran’s regional influence.
      

      
       Collectively, these groups ushered in one of the most divisive periods in the history
         of the Republic. In this examination of the unprecedented polarized period in American
         history, the author provides numerous quotes from these groups, often without response
         to capture the hyper partisanship. 
      

      
         In addition to the hyper partisanship, there are several unique variables that
         assist in comprehending Trump’s foreign policy. Those perspectives include President
         Trump’s messaging and foreign policy agenda which in many ways fueled the hyper partisanship.
         This includes significant campaign statements, tweets, and major foreign policy pronouncements.
         
      

      
      A subsequent set of variables are critical to understanding the Trump agenda. Those
         variables consist of the description of the perils and opportunities that will govern
         the Trump administration’s foreign policy. There is a useful third variable that represents
         a vital component to expound upon the difficulties that would confront the 45th President
         of the United States—how would Trump manage a series of challenges that are connected
         to issues bequeathed to him by President Barack Obama? Among the unfinished issues
         leftover from the Obama era include the threats posed by China, Russia, North Korea,
         Iran, the chaos in the Middle East, and the Islamic State. In the conclusion, the
         author utilizes these variables as a framework to provide a comprehensive assessment
         of President Trump’s stewardship of US foreign policy.
      

      
       The book opens with an Introduction. The introduction explores three disparate issues
         concerning President Trump and US foreign policy. The first issue examined is Trump’s
         campaign foreign policy statements and how they inform us about the president’s priorities.
         The second issue examined are the debates surrounding Trump’s worldview. The third
         issue explored in the introduction are the perils and opportunities associated with
         Trump in the realm of foreign policy and how the president’s response to a myriad
         of challenges could cause anxiety at home and abroad or, if handled adroitly, they
         may set the stage for Trump’s successful stewardship of US foreign policy. 
      

      
       Chapter 1, “The Unknown: Trump, America First, and the Future of Multilateralism,”
         addresses Trump’s relentless message of economic nationalism. Second, this chapter
         addresses an apparent contradiction—America First or the president’s acceptance of
         traditional US multilateral arrangements—and how the Trump administration’s poor messaging
         and the multiple iterations of America First created uneasiness among our allies and
         anger among enemies of the United States. Third, the chapter explores the implementation
         of America First and then evaluates how the signature pillar of President Trump’s
         foreign policy may create “counter-US hysteria” that could unleash a new wave of anti-Americanism
         around the world.
      

      
         The second chapter—“The Opportunity: Trump and Foreign Economic Policy”—examines
         the president’s efforts to redefine American trade priorities, his efforts to challenge
         the trade practices of China, The European Union, Japan, South Korea, and the problematic
         North Atlantic Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA), to name a few. In addition, the chapter
         examines whether, as maintained by the president and his advisors, the administration’s
         foreign economic strategy could unleash a sustained economic renaissance which Trumpites
         believe could fuel economic growth rates that exceed four percent. The chapter addresses
         a series of significant questions: What are the components of Trump’s bold economic
         initiative? What are the prospects for success? Will Trump’s foreign economic policy
         unleash a trade war(s)? 
      

      
      Chapter 3 (“The Revision: Trump and the War on Terrorism”) examines Trump’s campaign
         statements and how he stated he would “quickly defeat” the Islamic State. The chapter
         then explores the administration’s strategy and tactics against the Islamic State.
         The chapter then addresses several queries. For example, after destroying the caliphate,
         how is the administration dealing with the evolving Islamic State insurgency? Additional
         issues to be examine include, how does Trump propose to deal with Al Qaeda Central
         and its affiliates? How will President Trump alter President Obama’s strategy in Afghanistan?
         The answers to these questions are critical if we are to comprehend and assess President
         Trump’s quest to revise the war on terrorism. 
      

      
      In Chapter 4, “The Challenge: Trump and the Rebuilding of the US Military,” the author
         explores Trump’s penchant for using executive orders to institute change in the direction
         of the government of the United States. The executive order titled “Rebuilding the
         US Armed Forces” is central to understanding the president’s attempt to reequip and
         redefine the mission of the American military. The order represents the first step
         in the fulfillment of one of Trump’s campaign promises: to fix “the depleted military.”
         Critics argued there are a series of questions regarding President Trump’s restoration
         of the military and how those changes could impact American foreign policy. Those
         questions include the following: How will Trump accomplish the restoration of the
         military? What are the likely areas of change? What strategy or doctrine will govern
         this change? Will the “new military” meet the security requirements of the current
         and future threats to US interests? 
      

      
         Chapter 5 is a fascinating examination of “The Nightmare and Potential for a New
         Reality: Trump and North Korea.” As is known, officials in President Obama’s State
         Department warned then President-Elect Donald Trump that North Korea would be his
         top priority. A series of provocative North Korean missile tests validated the statement
         made by the officials in the Obama administration. This chapter addresses a series
         of questions, how will Trump confront the North Korean threat? Is the president prepared
         to institute a policy that redefines the US-North Korea relationship? Additionally,
         this chapter addresses Trump’s hardline approach and evaluates the administration’s
         quest to create “new cooperative efforts” to force the rogue regime in North Korea
         to end their destabilizing policies. A question begs, what are the consequences if
         Trump’s approach fails? 
      

      
      “Confronting Chaos: Trump and the Middle East” (Chapter 6) explores why the Middle
         East remains the most volatile region in the world. Following a brief look at Trump’s
         campaign statements, the chapter examines the continuing fallout from the Arab Spring
         and the emergence of the Islamic State, Iran’s attempt to expand their regional power,
         instability in Iraq and Syria, the Russian presence in Syria, the proxy war in Yemen,
         the fallout from the Jamal Kashoggi affair and its impact on US-Saudi relations, and
         the ongoing impasse in the Israeli-Palestinian negotiations represent some of the
         divisive issues that are addressed in the region. 
      

      
      There is the prevailing interpretation that Trump’s unwavering campaign statements
         in support of Israel, and his threat (and now decision) to move the US embassy to
         Jerusalem, and presidential support for Israeli sovereignty over the Golan Heights,
         along with an Executive Order that restricted the movement of citizens from several
         states in the region (Iran, Libya, Somalia, Sudan, Syria, and Yemen) “could become
         a dividing line in the Middle East.”[3]    These are just a sample of the numerous issues that await President Trump. This
         chapter addresses how Trump will deal with these issues. There is another issue addressed
         in the chapter. Given administration efforts to redefine US security interests in
         the region, will President Trump’s policies advance stability in the region or lead
         to greater instability and unleash a new wave of anti-Americanism? 
      

      
         Chapter 7 (“The Reckoning: Trump, Russia, and China”) explores how the president
         plans to manage two of the most significant bilateral relationships, each of which
         if mismanaged could undermine his foreign policy agenda. During the campaign, Trump
         repeatedly spoke of Russia in glowing terms. Why? Trump argued he had hoped for a
         productive relationship with Russian President Vladimir Putin. Once in office, President
         Trump clarified his position toward Russia arguing that while good relations represented
         the goal, he understood that such a relationship is not likely given Russian meddling
         in the 2016 presidential election. In contrast to the president, several of Trump’s
         senior foreign policy officials, former Secretary of Defense James Mattis, former
         Secretary of State Rex Tillerson, and later his replacement, Mike Pompeo, publicly
         expressed a hardline position toward Russia. At issue, how will the Trump administration
         deal with Russia? Additionally, given Russia’s intervention in Ukraine and in Syria,
         the support of Iran, and the ongoing controversial Mueller investigations surrounding
         alleged collusion with Russia, on what basis can the president pursue a productive
         relationship? Is it possible that Trump can negotiate a grand bargain that may lead
         to a more productive relationship with Moscow? 
      

      
      In the case of China, Trump criticized the Asian power over currency manipulation,
         Beijing’s destabilizing actions in the South China Sea, failure to rein in North Korea,
         and warned that he would end the US trade deficit with China. Critics warned the president
         is setting the stage for a possible showdown with China. Are the critics correct?
         Put another way, how will Trump manage this important bilateral relationship? 
      

      
      This chapter addresses what is emerging as “The Reckoning: Trump, Russia, and China.”
         The chapter examines in exhaustive detail how President Trump’s policies with Russia
         and China could assist in creating a stable world or advance the path to instability
         in two key US bilateral relationships. This chapter lays out “the potential rules”
         that could govern US-Russia and US-China relationships in the future. 
      

      
      The pages that follow provide a window into the unprecedented hyper partisanship that
         engulfed American foreign policy and ultimately threatens the interests of the United
         States. In addition, the author details President Trump’s comprehensive statements,
         tweets, agenda, and if taken individually or collectively illustrate an abandonment
         of traditional bipartisan features of American foreign policy. The author addresses
         a profound query: is the president correct—Is it time to create or alter current post-World
         War II frameworks to restore US primacy in international system? There is another
         dimension. If the president is incorrect how will his expansive agenda impact US relationships
         with its core allies, impact the American economy and international trade, American
         leadership, and interests? 
      

      
      Notes
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      Introduction

      
      A host of individuals from the media, pundits, and members of the foreign policy elite
         have lambasted Donald Trump as dangerous and unpredictable. A few examples are instructive.
         Max Fisher, a reporter from the New York Times, argued, “Perhaps owing to his years in the competitive world of New York real estate
         development, Mr. Trump seems to approach foreign policy as a series of deals, each
         divided between a winner and a loser.”[1]    
      

      
      In a far more unflattering appraisal, Doug Bandow, a foreign policy scholar at the
         Libertarian Cato Institute, made the following statement after observing a Trump speech,
         “He called for a new foreign policy strategy, but you don’t really get the sense he
         gave one.”[2]    In a comprehensive analysis, Thomas Wright, a scholar at the Brookings Institution
         articulated that Trump “consistently expresses ‘opposition to America’s alliance relationships;
         opposition to free trade; and support for authoritarianism.’”[3]    
      

      
      Trump’s World: Peril and Opportunity in US Foreign Policy after Obama moves beyond the partisan criticism that dominated the appraisals of the president’s
         stewardship of US interests around the world. The introduction explores three disparate
         issues concerning President Donald Trump and US foreign policy. The first issue examines
         Trump’s campaign foreign policy statements and major speeches and how they inform
         us about the president’s priorities. The second issue examines the debates surrounding
         Trump’s worldview. The third issue explores the pitfalls and opportunities afforded
         to Trump in the realm of foreign policy and how the president’s responses to those
         issues could cause anxiety at home and abroad or, if handled adroitly, he may set
         the stage for the successful stewardship of US foreign policy.
      

      
      Understanding the three core issues as discussed in the introduction are critical
         to set the stage for the examination of larger questions that are addressed in the
         remaining chapters. Those questions are as follows: What are the consequences if President
         Trump instituted the policies he espoused during the campaign? Under what circumstances
         will President Trump use force? The answer to this query will provide details on the
         components of “The Trump Doctrine” and whether the president’s misapplication of force
         could lead to an unnecessary war? Finally, how does Trump avoid an expansive set of
         foreign policy issues and the potential for conflict associated with issues (among
         them, ISIS, China, Russia, North Korea, Iran, and chaos in the Middle East) that have
         been bequeathed to him by President Barack Obama which could undermine his efforts
         to grow the economy and upend his foreign policy agenda? Taken collectively, the answers
         to these queries will determine the extent to which Trump’s stewardship of a hyper
         partisan American foreign policy will lead to peril or opportunities. In addition,
         Trump’s stewardship of US foreign policy will assist in determining the extent to
         which American external relations are reshaped by the president’s agenda.
      

      
      The Campaign And Trump’s Foreign
Policy Statements And Speeches
      

      
      Presidential campaigns provide an important window into a candidates’ viewpoints on
         major issues in US foreign policy. When the candidate is not a politician and lacks
         experience in foreign policy, the campaign statements assume greater prominence. The
         media and the foreign policy establishment, many of which did not want Trump in the
         White House, scrutinized each foreign policy statement or major foreign policy address.
         Despite the partisan scrutiny, it is important to ask how did Trump’s statements and
         addresses help to inform us about his foreign policy priorities?
      

      
      During a CNN Town Hall in Milwaukee, Wisconsin on March 29, 2016, Trump made the following explosive
         statement: “You have so many countries already—China, Pakistan, you have so many countries,
         Russia . . . now that have them. Now, wouldn’t you rather, in a certain sense, have
         Japan have nuclear weapons when North Korea has nuclear weapons?”[4]  Leaders in Japan and South Korea dismissed Trump’s idea. Trump’s statements set
         off alarm bells among allies around the world, in the media, and within the American
         foreign policy elite.
      

      
      Within days of Trump’s comments, President Barack Obama, without mentioning the New
         York billionaire by name, criticized the candidates’ controversial statement. In a
         statement made during a press conference at a Nuclear Security Summit, President Obama
         argued, “The comments tell us [about] the person who made the statements doesn’t know
         much about foreign policy, or nuclear policy, or the Korean Peninsula or the world
         generally.”[5]  Additionally, Obama made this telling observation: “I said before that people pay
         attention to American elections. What we do is really important to the rest of the
         world. Even in those countries that are used to a carnival atmosphere in their own
         politics want sobriety and clarity when it comes to US elections.”[6]  
      

      
      Not only did a sitting president criticize Trump over his problematic statement that
         Japan and South Korea should seek a nuclear deterrent in response to North Korea’s
         quest to expand their arsenal, there is another point associated with Obama’s criticism:
         Trump’s statement proved to be remarkably naive, dangerous, and it “would reverse
         decades of bipartisan US foreign policy and would increase nuclear proliferation.”[7] 
      

      
      In what was advertised as a major address, on April 27, 2016, Trump stated that “Our
         foreign policy is a complete and total disaster. No vision, no purpose, no direction,
         no strategy. Today, I want to identify five main weaknesses in our foreign policy.”[8]  The initial problem with US foreign policy, according to Trump, is that “Our Resources
         Are Overextended.”[9]  In a clarification of the point, Trump observed, “President Obama has weakened our
         military by weakening our economy. He’s crippled us with wasteful spending, massive
         debt, low growth, a huge trade deficit and open borders.”[10]  Trump argued if elected he would work to improve American jobs and initiate a spending
         increase that would restore US armed forces[11]  to a level of unquestioned prominence.
      

      
       The second problem with US foreign policy, according to Trump, is “our allies are
         not paying their fair share.”[12]  This criticism is directed at members of the long-standing North Atlantic Treaty
         Organization (NATO). It is time, said Trump, for “Our allies [to] . . . contribute
         toward the financial, political and human costs of our tremendous security burden.”[13]  On how he would handle this issue, the candidate argued, “The whole world will be
         safer if our allies do their part to support our common defense and security.”[14] 
      

      
       On the third weakness, Trump asserted, is that “our friends are beginning to think
         they can’t depend on us.”[15]  At the center of the problem, the candidate articulated, is that President Obama
         simply “disliked” select allies of the United States and supported “our enemies.”[16]  For Trump he questioned why Obama consistently undermined traditional allies, most
         notably Israel, and “negotiated a disastrous deal with Iran.”[17]  
      

      
       Fourth, according to Trump, “our rivals no longer respect us.”[18]  There are two issues according to Trump that should trouble all Americans. Trump
         argues enemies no longer respect the United States.[19]  Second, the candidate believed no one “takes us seriously anymore.”[20]  Viewed collectively, Trump argued Obama’s policies emboldened “rivals and challengers”
         and increased instability around the world.
      

      
      On the final problem with the American approach to external relations, Trump argued
         the United States failed to articulate any discernable foreign policy objectives in
         post-Cold War world. Trump promised that once elected he would implement a coherent
         foreign policy based “on shared interests” with US allies abroad.[21]  The candidate subsequently issued a statement in this critical portion of the speech
         that alarmed multilateralists which they argued undermined a critical component of
         bipartisan US foreign policy. Trump stated that he promised to get “out of the nation-building
         business.”[22]  This statement pleased the candidates’ supporters, but the left, never-
Trumper’s, and elements of the foreign policy elite (from the both sides of the political
         divide) asserted the statements confirmed their suspicions of Trump’s foreign policy
         agenda.
      

      
      On September 6, 2016, Trump endeavored to use a foreign policy address to link Hillary
         Clinton to a series of failed and “endless wars and conflicts” that unfolded during
         the Obama presidency. In the words of Trump, “For years, we have been caught up in
         endless wars and conflicts under the leadership of failed politicians and a failed
         foreign policy establishment in Washington DC. The same people who made every wrong
         decision in Iraq, Afghanistan, Libya, Syria, Egypt, China and Russia are the same
         people who are advising Hillary Clinton.”[23]    
      

      
       There is another objective associated with Trump’s speech: to draw a salient distinction
         between himself and Clinton. A confident Trump asserted, “I am proud instead to have
         the support of our war fighting generals, active duty military officers, and top military
         experts who know how to win—and know how to keep us out of endless war. Today, 88
         retired US generals and admirals signed a letter of endorsement.”[24]    Then the president shifted his statements to what he referred to as “one of the
         biggest differences between me and Hillary Clinton.”[25]    On those differences, Trump stated, “She favors what has been called military
         adventurism—rushing to invade countries, displacing millions of families, then inviting
         the refugees into our country—creating power vacuums filled by terrorist groups like
         ISIS. I believe in a foreign policy based on our national interests that focuses on
         American security and regional stability—instead of using our military to create Democracies
         in countries with no Democratic history.”[26]   
      

      
      Some of the most revealing and at times controversial statements made by the candidate
         occurred during a series of interviews between Trump and David Sanger of the New York Times. Sanger set out to address Trump’s position on the need to support Kurdish fighters,
         which operated in Syria as a “local ally” in the struggle to defeat the Islamic State.
         As to the candidates’ position, Trump made the following comment: “I’m a fan of the
         Kurds.”[27] 
      

      
      Trump’s statement is contrary to the position held by Recep Tayyip Erdoğan, the leader
         of Turkey, who argued Kurdish fighters are nothing more than terrorists and a threat
         to the security of his country. In a clarification of his position, Trump asserted,
         “Well, it would be ideal if we could get them all together. And that would be a possibility.
         But I’m a big fan of the Kurdish forces. At the same time, I think we have a . . .
         very successful relationship with Turkey. And it would be really wonderful if we could
         put them somehow both together.”[28]    Trump then stated the relationship with Erdoğan, should he be elected president,
         would be a productive one following a series of diplomatic meetings.[29]   
      

      
       Sanger’s interview with Trump pivoted to the problematic US relationship with Mexico.
         The exchange addressed the candidates’ position on immigration, the border wall, and
         trade (the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA)). In a long and not always
         articulate rejoinder, Trump declared, “I think we’ll have a very good relationship
         with Mexico, and it will be a fair relationship. Right now, Mexico is a massive loss
         for us. But I think it will be a very, very fair relationship and a very good relationship
         but right now, Mexico, we are losing on the border and we are losing on trade. We
         have billions of dollars of trade deficits with Mexico. Drugs are pouring in across
         the border. And they are beating us both on the border and with trade. I think we’ll
         have a better relationship than we do now.”[30]  
      

      
       On the controversial topic of NAFTA, Trump argued, “I would pull out of NAFTA in
         a split second. NAFTA is signed by Bill Clinton. . . . It’s the worst trade deal ever
         signed in the history of this country and one of the worst trade deals ever signed
         anywhere in the world. NAFTA is a disaster.”[31]  
      

      
      How did Trump’s statements and addresses assist in informing us about his foreign
         policy priorities? When examining Trump’s campaign statements, particularly those
         during interviews or those that are in response to queries during Town Hall meetings
         or Presidential Debates, the candidates’ answers are devoid of a serious understanding
         of the details of specific foreign policy issues and the full appreciation of the
         need to explicate how he would protect US interests.
      

      
      That said, Trump’s foreign policy speeches endeavored to identify what the candidate
         and key foreign policy advisers attempted to represent the major flaws in President
         Obama’s policies whether in the case of the ineffectual anti-ISIS strategy, the problematic
         bilateral relations with Russia and China, the failure to curtail or end North Korea’s
         nuclear weapons program, and he pointed out the dilemmas associated with the nuclear
         deal with Iran (the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action [JCPOA]). 
      

      
      At another level, Trump used campaign pronouncements to assert that because of President
         Obama’s problematic stewardship of US foreign policy, he opined that American allies
         questioned our reliability and leadership. Additionally, Trump’s foreign policy addresses
         identified how state and non-state actors were emboldened to fill power vacuums around
         the world in the absence of American leadership. 
      

      
      There are however a host of problems connected to Trump’s campaign statements and
         addresses. Trump repeatedly provided comments that induced uneasiness among our allies
         and the candidate incessantly issued statements that undermined bipartisan aspects
         of “shared concerns” among Democrat and Republican presidents. These comments represented
         a “gift” to his Republican primary opponents and to Hillary Clinton who used them
         against Trump during presidential debates and in campaign advertisements during the
         general election. In each case, Clinton zeroed in on Trump’s rhetoric to demonstrate
         that he “is dangerous”[32]    and “too divisive and lacks the temperament”[33]    to protect US interests around the world.  
      

      
      There is another far more revealing critique of Trump’s statements and foreign policy
         addresses. On several occasions, Trump spoke of a new direction, but he never presented
         a coherent alternative to the Obama or Clinton approaches to US foreign policy. Lastly,
         throughout the presidential one can assert that in the absence of a framework and
         guiding principles, it is difficult to discern Trump’s foreign policy agenda or his
         priorities.  
      

      
      Trump’s Worldview

      
      A candidates’ worldview—a collection of guiding frameworks that assist in determining
         presidential actions or in its simplest form, the way one looks at the world—was a
         subject of great speculation within the media during the 2016 presidential election.
         In time, Trump’s worldview quickly developed into a subject of intrigue and partisan
         rancor. There are however a host of individuals that endeavored to provide a serious
         examination of Trump’s worldview.
      

      
      What is Trump’s worldview?

      
      During the campaign and well into his presidency, many commentators concluded Trump
         either lacked a worldview or his worldview is incoherent. For example, John Feffer,
         the co-director of Foreign Policy in Focus at the Institute for Policy Studies, commented,
         “The nonsense written about Trump’s global views has been truly staggering.”[34]  Feffer then stated, “It’s not easy to get a bead on Trump’s worldview. His comments
         on foreign policy have frequently been incoherent, inconsistent, and just plain ignorant.
         He hasn’t exactly rolled out a detailed blueprint of what he would do to the world
         if elected. Trump is
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