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New York Times bestseller"A cogent analysis of the concurrent Trump/Brexit phenomena and a
dire warning about what lies ahead...a lucid, provocative book." --Kirkus Reviews Those who
championed globalization once promised a world of winners, one in which free trade would lift all
the world's boats, and extremes of left and right would give way to universally embraced liberal
values. The past few years have shattered this fantasy, as those who've paid the price for
globalism's gains have turned to populist and nationalist politicians to express fury at the
political, media, and corporate elites they blame for their losses.The United States elected an
anti-immigration, protectionist president who promised to "put America first" and turned a cold
eye on alliances and treaties. Across Europe, anti-establishment political parties made gains not
seen in decades. The United Kingdom voted to leave the European Union.And as Ian Bremmer
shows in this eye-opening book, populism is still spreading. Globalism creates plenty of both
winners and losers, and those who've missed out want to set things right. They've seen their
futures made obsolete. They hear new voices and see new faces all about them. They feel their
cultures shift. They don't trust what they read. They've begun to understand the world as a battle
for the future that pits "us" vs. "them."Bremmer points to the next wave of global populism, one
that hits emerging nations before they have fully emerged. As in Europe and America, citizens
want security and prosperity, and they're becoming increasingly frustrated with governments that
aren't capable of providing them. To protect themselves, many government will build walls, both
digital and physical. For instance... * In Brazil and other fast-developing countries, civilians riot
when higher expectations for better government aren't being met--the downside of their own
success in lifting millions from poverty. * In Mexico, South Africa, Turkey, Indonesia, Egypt and
other emerging states, frustration with government is on the rise and political battle lines are
being drawn. * In China, where awareness of inequality is on the rise, the state is building a
system to use the data that citizens generate to contain future demand for change * In India,
the tools now used to provide essential services for people who've never had them can one day
be used to tighten the ruling party's grip on power.When human beings feel threatened, we
identify the danger and look for allies. We use the enemy, real or imagined, to rally friends to our
side. This book is about the ways in which people will define these threats as fights for survival.
It's about the walls governments will build to protect insiders from outsiders and the state from its
people.And it's about what we can do about it.



ALSO BY IAN BREMMERSuperpower: Three Choices for America’s Role in the WorldEvery
Nation for Itself: Winners and Losers in a G-Zero WorldThe End of the Free Market: Who Wins
the War Between States and Corporations?The Fat Tail: The Power of Political Knowledge for
Strategic Investing(with Preston Keat)The J Curve: A New Way to Understand Why Nations Rise
and FallManaging Strategic Surprise: Lessons from Risk Management and Risk
Assessment(with Paul Bracken and David Gordon)New States, New Politics: Building the Post-
Soviet Nations(with Raymond Taras)Nations and Politics in the Soviet Successor States(with
Raymond Taras)Soviet Nationalities Problems(with Norman Naimark)Portfolio/PenguinAn
imprint of Penguin Random House LLC375 Hudson StreetNew York, New York 10014Copyright
© 2018 by Ian BremmerPenguin supports copyright. Copyright fuels creativity, encourages
diverse voices, promotes free speech, and creates a vibrant culture. Thank you for buying an
authorized edition of this book and for complying with copyright laws by not reproducing,
scanning, or distributing any part of it in any form without permission. You are supporting writers
and allowing Penguin to continue to publish books for every reader.Library of Congress
Cataloging-in-Publication DataNames: Bremmer, Ian, 1969- author.Title: Us vs. them : the failure
of globalism / Ian Bremmer.Other titles: Us versus themDescription: New York, New York :
Portfolio/Penguin, [2018] | Includes bibliographical references.Subjects: LCSH: Anti-
globalization movement. | BISAC: POLITICAL SCIENCE / International Relations / General. |
POLITICAL SCIENCE / Political Ideologies / Nationalism.Classification: LCC JZ1318 .B738
2018 | DDC 303.48/2—dc23LC record available at https://
lccn.loc.gov/2018002952Version_2For Elise, who can’t read this yetCONTENTSALSO BY IAN
BREMMERTITLE PAGECOPYRIGHTDEDICATIONINTRODUCTIONCHAPTER 1WINNERS
AND LOSERSCHAPTER 2WARNING SIGNSCHAPTER 3FAULT LINESCHAPTER
4WALLSCHAPTER 5NEW
DEALSCONCLUSIONACKNOWLEDGMENTSNOTESINDEXINTRODUCTIONWhy do
Palestinians throw rocks? To attract attention? To improve their lives? To make progress toward
creation of a Palestinian state? They throw rocks because they want others to see that they’ve
had enough, that they can’t be ignored, and that they can break things. Voting isn’t helping them.
Outsiders don’t care. Where are the opportunities to bring about change? There is nothing left
but to throw rocks.In that sense, there will soon be Palestinians all over the world. Workers
everywhere fear lost jobs and wages as a shifting global economy and technological change
leave them behind. Citizens fear surging waves of strangers who alter the face and voice of the
country they know. They fear terrorists and criminals who kill for reasons no one can understand.
They fear that government cannot or will not protect them. Gripped by anxiety, they get angry. To
make themselves seen, heard, and felt, they start to throw rocks.Then the call for help is
answered. Donald Trump tells an excited overflow crowd that he sees them, that he sees their
enemies, and that only he can take them (back) to the promised land. Senators Elizabeth



Warren and Bernie Sanders tell cheering fans that big corporations and Wall Street banks are
robbing them blind. Champions of Brexit tell voters they must reclaim Britain’s borders and reject
laws and rules imposed by Europeans. European populists tell followers they will lead the charge
of patriots against foreigners and globalists.These leaders aren’t arguing that government
should be bigger or smaller, that it should tax less or spend more. They’re challenging the right
of “elites” to make the rules that govern our lives. They tell citizens they’ve been cheated of their
chance to succeed, and that the media is in on it. They promise to comfort the afflicted, afflict the
comfortable, and burn down the houses of power.We can attack these populists, mock them, or
dismiss them, but they know something important about the people they’re talking to, and they
understand that many people believe that “globalism” and “globalization” have failed them.
These would-be leaders have a talent for drawing boundaries between people. They offer a
compelling vision of division, of “us vs. them,” of the worthy citizen fighting for his rights against
the entitled or grasping thief. Depending on the country and the moment, “them” may mean rich
people or poor people, foreigners or religious, racial, and ethnic minorities. It can mean
supporters of a rival political party or people who live in a different part of the country. It can
mean politicians, bankers, or reporters. However applied, it’s a tried-and-true political tool.This
book is not about the rocks or the damage they do on impact. Rocks are expressions of
frustration. They don’t solve problems. Instead, we must look more closely at the deeper sources
of these frustrations, at how governments around the world are likely to respond to them, and
how political leaders, institutions, companies, schools, and citizens can work together to make
things better.—There was no wealth where I grew up in Chelsea, Massachusetts, but from my
childhood street you could see it in Boston’s green and gold skyline. I had no idea what went on
inside those towers, but they had my attention. How do you get from here to there, I wondered?
When my high school offered a program called “Teach a Kid How America Works,” I leaped at
the chance to join. We junior achievers put on our coats and ties, headed downtown, up the
crowded streets, past the men in suits, through the tall glass doors, up the quiet elevator before
gliding to a silent stop, waiting, and stepping into the place where the executives worked. I think
it was a bank. It had the deepest carpet I’d ever seen.Then we were ushered in for an audience
with Tim, a man who seemed genuinely glad to meet us. He had a strong handshake, and he
looked at me like he was really looking at me. “Would you like to work here?” he asked the group.
One of us said yes and the rest nodded in agreement. “Nobody’s stopping you, and don’t let
anyone tell you otherwise. If you want to be successful, you just have to study hard and work
hard. It’s totally up to you.” He believed it, so I did too.He was right. From the projects, I earned a
college scholarship and then a PhD, got an idea, launched a company, made money, got on TV,
and wrote books. A kid born on the hard edge of a great American city, the child of a single
mother (my dad died when I was four) who, with uncommon singleness of purpose, walked two
boys past every trap and pushed us toward success. One small example of the American
dream. As a young adult, the American dream came wrapped in a package of “globalism,” a
belief in universal interdependence and international exchange that seemed to provide paths to



prosperity for both the poor boy I was and the successful man I hoped to become. Globalism
seemed a generous choice; it’s the game everyone can win. Embrace capitalism, lower the
walls, hire, build, and expand. People who’ve made it, or who believe they’ll get a fair shot, are
drawn to globalism. I devoted my professional life to it. Why not? The system worked for me, and
it has lifted hundreds of millions around the world from poverty. Why can’t it one day work for
everyone?It didn’t, and it hasn’t. An early counterexample came with the rioting at the 1999
meeting of the World Trade Organization, where what began as a peaceful, well-organized, pro-
labor protest became a magnet for anticorporate, antinuclear, anti-what-else-ya-got anarchist
street theater, and then a running battle between kids dodging rubber bullets and cops dodging
rocks. Globalists didn’t pay much attention. In retrospect, it was a warning sign.In 2008, years of
deregulation, bad bets, and bad faith brought down some of the world’s biggest banks, sending
shock waves around the world. Next came the Occupy Wall Street movement, leaving bankers
worried that the vagrants might get violent. The World Economic Forum at Davos that year was
fascinating. No one knew how bad things would get for the global economy or what would
happen next. But then came the bailouts for banks, which stabilized the markets. China’s leaders
injected billions to keep China’s economic engine humming, the world’s elites went back to
business, and Wall Street’s occupiers went home.The Arab world’s aborted revolutions got our
attention, and the refugee crises it triggered brought them closer to home, but it wasn’t until
Britain voted to leave the European Union that the indictment of globalism became unavoidably
obvious. Then Donald J. Trump was elected president of the United States.Today, the watchword
is inequality. We have always known the world remained an unfair place, but most of the world’s
elites believed, with plenty of evidence, that globalism was the solution, not the problem. But
while the elites convene for debate, more people are getting frustrated.Back in Chelsea, in my
old neighborhood, people are angry. They no longer believe that hard work and education are
enough. They don’t see a path, and they feel they’ve been lied to. For decades. My brother voted
for Donald Trump, and if my mother were alive, I bet she would have too. She certainly wouldn’t
have voted for anyone who has spent any time in Washington over the past thirty years. The
anger is becoming more obvious—in Appalachia, in Gaza, in Latin America, in North Africa, and
in Eastern Europe.Are the globalists scared? Absolutely not. The United States and global
economies surged in 2017 and 2018, and there is no looming global revolution, no World War III
that will force change on us all. Public anger is a chronic condition we’ve learned to live with
because the current system works so well for us. What was it Candidate Obama said? In times
of trouble, people who have lost their livelihoods “get bitter, they cling to guns or religion or
antipathy to people who aren’t like them or anti-immigrant sentiment or antitrade sentiment as a
way to explain their frustrations.” Globalists see enough truth in that statement that there’s no
need to look more closely at those people’s lives. We don’t see trade and immigrants as they do,
and we don’t feel we need to. That’s why this problem of broken promises won’t soon be solved.
It’s going to get worse. And not just in the United States.This book is about the consequences.
When human beings feel threatened, we identify the danger and look for allies. We use the



enemy, real or imagined, to rally friends to our side. This book is about ongoing political,
economic, and technological changes around the world and the widening divisions they will
create between the next waves of winners and losers. It’s about the ways in which people will
define these threats as fights for survival that pit various versions of “us” against various forms of
“them.” It’s about the walls governments will build to protect insiders from outsiders and the state
from its people.And it’s about what we can do about it.CHAPTER 1WINNERS AND LOSERSI
am the master of my fate,I am the captain of my soul.—WILLIAM ERNEST HENLEY“It’s time for
a local revolution,” the candidate told the roaring crowd. “Countries are no longer nations but
markets. Borders are erased. . . . Everyone can come to our country, and this has cut our salaries
and our social protections. This dilutes our cultural identity.”1 Marine Le Pen’s four sentences
capture every important element of the anxiety rising across the Western world. The borders are
open, and the foreigners are coming. They will steal your job. They will cost you your pension
and your health care by bankrupting your system. They will pollute your culture. Some of them
are killers. Le Pen fell short in her bid to become France’s president in 2017, but her message
remains compelling for the twenty-first-century politics of us vs. them.But this is not a story about
Marine Le Pen or Donald J. Trump or any of the other populist powerhouses who have emerged
in Europe and the United States in recent years. Spin the camera toward the furious crowd—
there’s the real story. It’s not the messenger that drives this movement. It’s the fears, often, if not
always, justified, of ordinary people—fears of lost jobs, surging waves of strangers, vanishing
national identities, and the incomprehensible public violence associated with terrorism. It’s the
growing doubt among citizens that government can protect them, provide them with
opportunities for a better life, and help them remain masters of their fate.As of December 2015,
just 6 percent of people in the United States, 4 percent in Germany, 4 percent in Britain, and 3
percent in France believe “the world is getting better.”2 The pessimistic majority suspects that
those with power, money, and influence care more about their cosmopolitan world than they do
about fellow citizens. Many citizens of these countries now believe that globalization works for
the favored few but not for them.They have a point.Globalization—the cross-border flow of
ideas, information, people, money, goods, and services—has resulted in an interconnected
world where national leaders have increasingly limited ability to protect the lives and livelihoods
of citizens. In the digital age, borders no longer mean what citizens think they mean. In some
ways, they barely exist.Globalism—the belief that the interdependence that created globalization
is a good thing—is indeed the ideology of the elite. Political leaders of the wealthy West have
been globalism’s biggest advocates, building a system that has propelled ideas, information,
people, money, goods, and services across borders at a speed and on a scale without
precedent in human history.Sure, more than a billion people have risen from poverty in recent
decades, and economies and markets have come a long way from the financial crisis. But along
with new opportunities come serious vulnerabilities, and the refusal of the global elite to
acknowledge the downsides of the new interdependence confirms the suspicions of those
losing their sense of security and standard of living that elites in New York and Paris have more



in common with elites in Rome and San Francisco than with their discarded countrymen in
Tulsa, Turin, Tuscaloosa, and Toulon. “The globalists gutted the American working class and
created a middle class in Asia,” former White House strategist Steve Bannon told the Hollywood
Reporter a few days after Donald Trump’s 2016 election victory. “The issue now is about
Americans looking to not get fucked over.”3In the United States, the jobs that once lifted
generations of Americans into the middle class—and kept them there for life—are vanishing.
Crime and drug addiction are rising. While 87 percent of Chinese and 74 percent of Indians told
pollsters in 2017 that they believe their country is moving “in the right direction,” just 43 percent
of Americans said the same.4In Europe, the European Commission and the unelected
bureaucrats who enforce its rules have legislated for its twenty-eight member nations without
understanding their varied needs. In recent years, they’ve failed to halt a debt crisis that forced
many Europeans to accept lower wages, higher prices, later retirement, less generous pensions,
and an uncertain future, all while telling them they must bail out foreign countries that have spent
their way into debt. In the migrant crisis, globalist European leaders insisted that all EU members
must accept Muslim refugees in numbers determined in Brussels, and barricades and a spike in
nationalism were the result (I define “nationalism” as one form of us vs. them intended to rally
members of one nation against those of other nations).Were the wave of populist nationalism
sweeping the United States and Europe the only signs of globalism’s failure, it would be bad
enough. But there’s a larger crisis coming. Many of the storms creating turmoil in the U.S. and
Europe—particularly technological change in the workplace and broader awareness of income
inequality—are now headed across borders and into the developing world, where governments
and institutions aren’t ready. Developing countries are especially vulnerable, because the
institutions that create stability in developing countries are not as sturdy, and social safety nets
aren’t nearly as strong as in the United States and European Union. They face an even bigger
gap between rich and poor, and the reality that new technologies will kill large numbers of the
jobs that lifted expectations for a better life will be much harder to manage. In short, just as the
financial crisis had a cascading effect through financial markets and real economies around the
world, so the sources of anger convulsing Europe and America will send shock waves through
dozens of other countries. Some will absorb these shocks. Some of them won’t. As poorer
people in developing countries become more aware of what they’re missing or losing—quality
housing, education, jobs, health care, and protection from crime—many will pick up rocks.It is
not rising China, a new Cold War, the future of Europe, or the risk of a global cyberconflict that
will define our societies. It’s the efforts of the losers not to get “fucked over,” and the efforts of the
winners to keep from losing power. Not just in the United States and Europe, but in the
developing world too, there will be a confrontation within each society between winners and
losers.And winners and losers there will be. It’s too late to assuage the anger of people whose
needs have been neglected for years, too late to stop the technological advances that will
exacerbate the inequality and nativism stirred up by globalism. What remains to be seen is who
will win—and who will be the scapegoat. In some countries, us vs. them will manifest as the



citizens versus the government. In other countries, the division will be between the rich and the
poor. In some cases, disgruntled citizens will blame immigrants for their problems, punishing
“them.” And in other cases, an ethnic majority will turn on an internal ethnic minority, blaming
them for the problems.“Us vs. them” is a message that will be adopted by both the left and the
right. Antiglobalists on the left use “them” to refer to the governing elite, “big corporations,” and
bankers who enable financial elites to exploit the individual worker or investor. These are the
messages we hear from Senator Bernie Sanders and Greek Prime Minister Alexis Tsipras.
Antiglobalists on the right use “them” to describe governments that cheat citizens by offering
preferential treatment to minorities, immigrants, or any other group that receives explicit
protection under the law.How will governments choose to react? The weakest will fall away,
leaving us with more failed states, like Syria and Somalia. Those still hoping to build open
societies will adapt to survive, attempting to rewrite social contracts to create new ways to meet
the needs of citizens in a changing world. And many governments that have a stronger grip on
power will build walls—both actual and virtual—that separate people from one another and
government from citizens.We can no more avoid these choices than the world can avoid climate
change, and the time is now to begin preparing for a world of higher tides. This is the coming
crisis. This is the conflict that will unravel many societies from within.HOW DID WE GET HERE?
In Europe and the United States, the battle of nationalism vs. globalism has deep historical
roots, but recent history has given it a new intensity. First, there was the earthquake. The
financial crisis of 2008–2009 drove anti-EU fury in response to bailouts and austerity in Europe
and resentment of Wall Street and its political enablers in the United States. In the United States,
the right dismissed the Occupy Wall Street movement as a vapid left-wing fringe group without
significance. The left waved off the Tea Party movement as a motley assortment of angry, aging
racists intent on “making America white again” and well-heeled Republican Party activists
disguised as grassroots patriots. Other Americans ignored both sides as if nothing important
was shifting in American politics. The migrant crisis and a series of terrorist attacks then boosted
a more xenophobic set of politicians and political parties in Europe. A number of EU member
states established temporary border controls, and some openly defied EU rules. Britons voted to
take back control of their laws and borders in 2016, and Trump was elected president as a
battering ram against globalist elites and the media in the United States.Then the anger seemed
to abate, and we experienced an illusion of moderation. Barricades in the Balkans and a deal
between the EU and Turkey to sharply slow the flow of migrants into Europe eased the refugee
crisis and pressure across the continent for another round of border controls.5 Anti-Muslim
firebrand Geert Wilders finished second in Dutch elections in March 2017. Two months later, pro-
EU newcomer Emmanuel Macron overcame the challenge from Le Pen to become France’s
president, though the broader election story was the sound defeat of traditional parties of the
center-right and center-left that had dominated French politics for decades in favor of a
candidate who, like Trump, had never before run for office.The center-left showed renewed
strength in Britain, though it relied on large numbers of working-class Brexit voters for its revival.



Germany’s Angela Merkel, defender of European unity, won a fourth term as chancellor. In the
United States, the Trump backlash went into high gear. The new president’s approval rating
settled into a narrow range between the mid-30s and low 40s, and his legislative agenda stalled.
Courts blocked some of his plans, and various scandal investigations kept him distracted,
though Democrats found no credible message of their own for U.S. voters.The next chapter is
now being written, and it will not be a better one. That’s because globalism contains the seeds of
its own destruction: Even as it makes the world better, it breeds economic and cultural insecurity,
and when people act out of fear, bad things happen.ECONOMIC INSECURITYGlobalization
creates new economic efficiency by moving production and supply chains to parts of the world
where resources—raw materials and workers—are cheapest. In the developing world, the influx
of capital from wealthier nations has created the first truly global middle class. In the developed
world, this process bolsters the purchasing power of everyday consumers by putting affordable
products on store shelves, but it also disrupts lives by killing livelihoods as corporations gain
access to workers in poorer countries who will work for lower wages.Trade has not become as
toxic a political issue in Europe as in the United States. In part, that’s because the European
Union includes so many small countries that depend on trade for economic growth, and exports
are a crucial growth engine for Germany, the EU’s largest economy and de facto political leader.
In fact, its current account surplus, a measure of the flow of goods, services, and investment into
and out of a country, topped China’s to become the world’s largest in 2016.6In addition, social
safety net protections in many European countries cushion the blow to workers when they’re
displaced by trade-related change. In exchange for the higher taxes they pay, Europeans enjoy
more generous and longer-lasting jobless benefits than Americans, have broader access to
health insurance, and pay lower tuition fees for both first-time and older students. Those who
champion trade in the U.S. try to make up for these differences with promises that government
will provide those who lose when trade moves jobs overseas with so-called trade adjustment
assistance—money, retraining, and other forms of support. But these benefits are easier to
promise before deals are approved than to deliver after they’re signed and politicians no longer
need to keep their word.7Beyond trade, globalization boosts technological change by exposing
businesses of all kinds to international competition, forcing them to become ever more efficient,
which leads to greater investment in game-changing innovations. Advances in automation and
artificial intelligence are remaking the workplace for the benefit of efficiency, making the
companies that use them more profitable, but workers who lose their jobs and can’t be retrained
for new ones won’t share in the gains. Technological change then disrupts the ways in which
globalization creates opportunity and shifts wealth.As a result, large numbers of U.S. factory
jobs have been lost not to Chinese or Mexican factory workers but to robots. A 2015 study
conducted by Ball State University found that automation and related factors, not trade,
accounted for 88 percent of lost U.S. manufacturing jobs between 2006 and 2013.8Broadening
the effect, the introduction into the workplace of artificial intelligence is also reducing the number
of—and changing the skill sets needed for—a fast-growing number of service sector jobs. The



consulting firm McKinsey & Company has estimated that 73 percent of work in the food service
and accommodations industries could be automated in coming years. More than half of jobs in
the retail sector could be lost, and two-thirds of jobs in the finance and insurance sectors are
likely to disappear once computers can understand speech as well as humans do.9 What does
that mean for the future of work? What does it mean for the middle class? It means that jobs are
eliminated, and the middle class continues to shrink. Though technological change may
eventually create more jobs than it kills, there’s not much reason for confidence that fired
workers will get the education and training they need for tomorrow’s more technically
sophisticated jobs.In the world’s wealthiest countries, particularly the United States, wealth
inequality has steadily widened as globalism has advanced. According to a study published by
Pew Research in December 2015, “After more than four decades of serving as the nation’s
economic majority, the American middle class is now matched in number by those in the
economic tiers above and below it.” In 1970, middle-income households earned 62 percent of
aggregate income in the United States. By 2014, their share had fallen to just 43 percent. The
median wealth (assets minus debts) of these households fell by 28 percent from 2001 to
2013.10 Crime and drug addiction have spiked. Nearly 40 percent of U.S. factory jobs have
disappeared since 1979.11 In 2018, U.S. stock markets hit historic highs as U.S. companies
drew record profits, but the American middle class is in real trouble.In an essay for the magazine
Commentary published in February 2017, Nicholas Eberstadt painted a vivid portrait of the dire
state of America’s manufacturing class. Between 1948 and 2000, he noted, the U.S. economy
grew at about 2.3 percent a year per capita. Since 2000, growth has slowed to less than 1
percent. From 1985 to 2000, the number of hours of paid work in the U.S. rose by 35 percent, but
between 2000 and 2015 the increase fell to just 4 percent. Many American workers have fallen
out of the labor force completely and have no plans to return. “For every unemployed American
man between the ages of 25 and 55,” Eberstadt wrote, “there are three who are neither working
nor looking for work.” Some 57 percent of white men who have left the labor force receive a
government disability check. About half of U.S. men who stopped looking for a job take pain
medication every day.12President Trump brags that unemployment will hit historic lows in early
2018, but as Trump himself pointed out during his run for president, we must look closely at how
the U.S. calculates its jobless rate. According to the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics,
unemployment fell to 5 percent in September 2015 and has moved steadily lower since, but
there’s a very good reason why so many Americans are cynical about this number.13 If you earn
less than $10 per hour and work two or three low-wage jobs to pay your bills, you are considered
“employed,” even if you still can’t make your rent. If you’re a construction worker who went unpaid
last week because bad weather shut down your work site, you are considered fully employed. If
you have a temporary job or part-time job, you count as employed during the weeks you work.
Even if you have no benefits or a roof over your head, the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics’
headline unemployment number treats you the same as a person earning $10 million a year.
And if you’ve stopped looking for work after years of failed attempts to get a job, you’re not



considered “unemployed.” You aren’t considered at all. No matter your age or how badly you
need work, if you’re not actively looking for work, you don’t exist in this measure of the nation’s
economic strength.Globalization’s champions continue to sound the trumpets, and many
political officials and business leaders still insist that trade creates jobs without admitting that it
can kill jobs as well. In his final days as secretary of state in January 2017, John Kerry used a
visit to Vietnam to reassure his audience that Americans still believe in cross-border commerce.
“Protectionist trade policies won’t work,” he told the audience in this state-dominated communist
country. A few days later and half a world away, Chinese President Xi Jinping pledged his
commitment to promoting “global free trade” during a speech at the World Economic Forum in
Davos. “Pursuing protectionism,” he warned, “is like locking oneself in a dark room. While wind
and rain may be kept outside, that dark room will also block light and air.”Yet a new chorus of
angry voices in the United States counters that while globalization has been very good to China
—and to American corporations and shareholders—it hasn’t done much for the American
worker. From both left and right, we now hear that trade ships jobs overseas, leaving workers
with no future. “Globalization,” says Le Pen, is “manufacturing by slaves for selling to the
unemployed.” U.S. trade policies, warned U.S. presidential candidate Bernie Sanders in 2016,
“have enabled large corporations to shut down in this country, throw American workers out on
the street, and move to low-wage nations.” Yes, a surge of imports brings lower prices for local
consumers, but it becomes harder to afford even the cheapest of products when those
consumers have lost their jobs.In the United States, these tensions began building well before
the political earthquakes of 2016, during the financial crisis of 2008–2009, when bankers got
bailouts and workers got pink slips. Public outrage extended beyond politicians to the media and
to failed CEOs who were offered huge piles of cash just to quit. Anger followed everyone who
seemed to live above and beyond the damaging effects of these trends. Trade became a
contentious issue long before Donald Trump used it to become president, but his ability to speak
plainly and forcefully to voters angry about lost jobs helped him capture the 80,000 extra votes
he needed to win Pennsylvania, Wisconsin, Michigan—and the U.S. presidential election.14
Trump also capitalized on growing fear of both Mexican migrants and Muslim militants to argue
for a fortress approach to government, to build a border wall, and to try to close the door on as
many Muslim refugees as he could. His “America First” rallying cry was crafted to build
confidence that he, unlike his opponents, put their interests above the wealthy and well-
connected who built fortunes off global trade and investment.In Europe, the 2010 debt crisis
plunged the eurozone into turmoil. Emergency austerity in some countries, economic stagnation
in others, and declining demographics throughout have produced pain and frustration. Citizens
of some European countries were told their taxes would be used to bail out workers in other
European countries that have free-spending governments. Citizens in the countries that received
those bailouts were told that their rescue depended on a willingness to work longer for less
generous pensions and services.People who are afraid for their livelihoods lash out as they look
for others to blame for their troubles. And economic fears generally breed a second kind of



fear.CULTURAL ANXIETYThe second way in which globalism creates fear centers on identity.
Globalization doesn’t just move factory-built products. It also moves people, feeding public
anxiety by shifting the racial, ethnic, linguistic, and religious makeup of communities, sometimes
abruptly. Many Americans believe that some illegal immigrants, willing to work for less, take the
low-wage jobs that working-class Americans are trained to do while others live off public
assistance paid for by U.S. taxpayers. And as political scientist Dani Rodrik points out,
immigrants to Europe, whether from inside other EU countries or other parts of the world, add to
anxiety among the unemployed that there will be more competition for jobs and fewer social
services to go around.15 This was a particularly controversial issue during the Brexit campaign,
as exit advocates like the Conservative Party’s Boris Johnson argued that “uncontrolled
immigration is politically very damaging, particularly when politicians promise that they can
control it,” because it creates “huge unfunded pressures” on the National Health Service and
other public services.16 In other words, the foreigners are coming for both your job and your
health insurance.In the United States, as in many European countries, there’s an especially
strong sense of national identity based on racial, ethnic, and religious affinity. Two June 2017
reports published by the Voter Study Group, a nonprofit research firm, offer interesting
conclusions. The first, authored by political scientist John Sides, found that “nearly two-thirds of
Trump’s primary supporters believe that being Christian is important to being American. This . . .
finding implies a continuing divide over whether members of minority religious faiths, and
especially Muslims, can be fully American.”17Fears of diluted identity mix with economic
anxieties. Despite the Republican Party’s traditional aversion to entitlement programs, political
scientist Lee Drutman has found interesting data on the movement of a surprising number of
Barack Obama voters toward Donald Trump. From a survey of 8,000 Americans conducted in
December 2016, Drutman identified a group of voters he classified as “populist” because they
were “liberal on economic issues [and] conservative on identity issues.” About 28 percent of
Obama 2012 voters who qualified as “populist” then chose Trump in 2016. Most of these
crossover voters agreed with the statement that “people like me are in decline,” expressed
strong support for protecting safety net programs like Social Security and Medicare, but also
held negative views of racial, ethnic, and religious minorities.According to Drutman, “We can see
that Trump’s biggest enthusiasts within the party are Republicans who hold the most anti-
immigration and anti-Muslim views, demonstrate the most racial resentment, and are most likely
to view Social Security and Medicare as important.”18 And while it may seem strange that voters
motivated by racial resentment would have voted for Obama, they apparently believed that the
first black U.S. president would protect their pensions and health insurance while Mitt Romney,
his 2012 Republican opponent, would roll them back. It is this economic insecurity that explains
growing opposition to existing free-trade deals like the North American Free Trade Agreement
(NAFTA) and proposed plans like the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP).In Europe, this fear of lost
identity and economic insecurity come together with the cross-border flow of human beings.
First, the free movement of EU citizens across the EU’s internal borders, a central principle of



the European Union, brings people with foreign names who speak different languages into the
labor force in countries across the union.The percentage of UK residents born outside Britain
more than doubled between 1993 and 2015, from 3.8 million to about 8.7 million of 65 million
people in total.19 That’s a direct result of EU rules on free movement of people within the union,
particularly from poorer countries of the east to wealthier countries of the west. “What did Brexit
play on?” asked the newly elected pro-EU French President Emmanuel Macron in 2017. “On
workers from Eastern Europe who came to take British jobs. The defenders of the European
Union lost because the British lower middle classes said, ‘Stop!’” Macron told a British
newspaper.20Add the migrant crisis that brought the largest influx of homeless people since
World War II, many of them Muslims fleeing violence and oppression in the Middle East and
North Africa, and Europeans begin to feel much less secure about the future of their nations.
Recent terrorist attacks, many of them like those in Paris (2015), Brussels (2016), and
Manchester (2017) carried out by Muslims born inside Europe, have added accelerant to the
political fire. The financial burden of integrating so many migrants will be hotly debated for years,
and many estimates of its size are politicized, but a member of the advisory council for
Germany’s Ministry of Economic Affairs estimated in 2017 that the cost of integration for
Germany alone would top €400 billion.21 The newest arrivals, in particular, will need access to
social services that put considerable strain on welfare systems. In addition, a surge in racism is
predictable when white Christian men come to see that they don’t dominate the United States
and Europe as they once did. Western countries are beginning to look more like the rest of the
world, and at a time when it’s fast becoming harder for a person without a university degree to
earn a living, the suddenness of this trend gives it a new intensity.More than 2.5 million migrants
applied for asylum in the European Union in 2015 and 2016.22 More than 1.1 million arrived in
Germany alone.23 That’s one reason why in 2017 Alternative for Germany (AfD) became the
first far-right party to win seats in parliament since the end of World War II. The far right has also
made big gains in Austria, in part by promising a tougher approach on borders and immigration.
The backlash has transformed the political landscape. Though anti-EU, anti-Muslim nationalists
like Le Pen and the Netherlands’ Geert Wilders have failed so far to win power, every economic
slowdown, migrant controversy, and terrorist attack inside European borders will reamplify a
political message that is sure to outlast their personal ambitions.Antiestablishment parties
continue to feed popular fury in nearly every EU country. Their leaders insist that unelected
Brussels-based Eurocrats strip EU nations of their ability to defend themselves against all sorts
of economic and security threats. As in the United States, European nationalists call for border
controls, and they vilify journalists, politicians, and business leaders—groups that Italy’s
comedian-turned-political-arsonist Beppe Grillo calls the “three destroyers.”In Eastern Europe,
nationalist anger and a rejection of the democratic values of the European Union have gained a
much stronger foothold, particularly among the so-called Visegrád countries: Poland, Hungary,
the Czech Republic, and Slovakia. Governments of all four have publicly pledged to ignore an
EU quota system for accepting refugees from outside the union. Slovak Prime Minister Robert



Fico was the first to close the door, and Hungary followed suit. Poland’s President Andrzej Duda
has called for a referendum on the refugee question, which he knows will allow Poles to vote to
keep them out. Under the EU quota system, the Visegrád Four were expected to accept 11,069
refugees. By June 2017, Slovakia had admitted sixteen, the Czech Republic had taken in twelve,
and Poland and Hungary had accepted zero.24 The European Court of Justice has ruled that all
members must comply, and the European Commission has threatened penalties, but the
leaders of these countries, confident in the support of enough citizens to win the next elections,
have not backed down.
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Gary Moreau, Author, “4.5 - A book about the social contract without the usual politics. The “we/
they” division is global in scale and catastrophic in scope. It is already testing our civility, our
security, our cultural identity, and our commitment to the ideals of democracy. But you already
know that.This is the latest in a growing list of books that seeks to understand why the we/they
divide exists without, to its credit, falling into the trap of using the data to simply fan the fires of
partisan division. Bremmer has a political agenda (we all do), and he’s no fan of Trump, the
person. He does, however, go out of his way to note, “Donald Trump didn’t create us vs. them. Us
vs. them created Donald Trump, and those who dismiss his supporters are damaging the United
States.” Whether you agree with that or not, he is one of a handful of analysts willing to try and
rise above the personal vilification that defines so much of our current political debate.The
author reviews the “we/they” division around the world and his analysis of current events in
places like Nigeria and Venezuela is revealing and informative. I must admit, however, that for a
time I found the analysis to be just a bit repetitive and a little superficial. There are lots of facts
and figures but not a lot of insight into the why behind the what.I do believe, however, that
Bremmer essentially closes the “why” loop in the last section of the book when he takes up the
obvious question of a way forward. In short he believes that we must do no less than redefine the
social contract between the government and the governed.And it is here that he once again
opens his thinking in a way that few other authors have. All too often any discussion about the
social contract devolves into a largely PC debate about freedom of the press, representative
democracy, and the legal protection of marginalized people. We talk about authoritarianism and
fascism, but what most citizens want, in the end, is a government that is fair, trustworthy, and
competent, treats them with respect, and, most importantly, has their collective interests at
heart.And that, Bremmer points out, is a social contract we can find common ground on. We are
never going to agree on every aspect of what a good government should or should not do. If we
can agree on the framework of a social contract that acknowledges the inequities created by
globalism, the challenges presented by the mass migration of people, the need for lifelong
education in a technologically advancing world (without ignoring the continued importance of the
traditional liberal arts), and the global desire for personal security, we can make a start.My only
disappointment with the book is that he doesn’t really take on the issue of the growing power of
the corpocracy. No segment of society has benefited more from the asymmetry of globalism
than the corporate and financial elite. Adjusting the social contract without, at the same time,
revisiting the economic contract between workers, employers, and communities, will amount to
nothing.Bremmer does, however, introduce the universal wage, which is not a new idea and will
ultimately have to precede any chance of addressing the we/they divide. Globalism and
technology have essentially commercialized every aspect of what it means to live in the modern
world. We have to take the mere fight for survival (and the security of health care) off the table if
we are to have any hope of restoring economic progress and human dignity.The author does



provide several ideas for doing that although he stops short of a specific agenda and he is a little
less optimistic than I’d prefer, perhaps naively, to be. “Things have to become much worse,
particularly for the winners, before they can become better for everyone else. This is the ultimate
failure of globalism.”If, however, we can all approach the issues with the even-handedness and
objectivity that Ian Bremmer does here, we can surely accelerate the process.”

Cathryn Conroy, “Read This Short Book. It Will Make Your Smarter Because It Will Help You
Better Understand Our World. Be afraid. Be very afraid. That is exactly how I felt after reading
this cogent book that explains why the "us vs. them" thinking that currently pervades virtually all
nations on Earth will hurt us all politically and financially sooner or later.And even though it isn't
the primary point of the book, the lucid and forceful arguments laid out by author Ian Bremmer
succinctly and understandably explain why Donald J. Trump won election as president of the
United States in 2016 and why the underlying fear, trepidation, deep-seated anger, and despair
that enshroud much of his base have lead them to view him as a kind of messianic savior who
will bring back the prosperous life they once knew. What's more, this attitude will only increase
in fervor and spread among those who increasingly feel left behind, if not actually abandoned,
by an economy that has essentially created two societies with a huge wide and gaping hole
between them—the haves and the have nots. And the have nots have had it.What's more, this is
not a USA-only phenomenon. It is worldwide, affecting both developed and developing
countries. There are winners and there are losers, and the losers are most upset by the feeling
that it's all so unfair. Society itself is unequal. And the real inequality—the one that is most worth
fighting for—is opportunity. That is, not everyone has the same opportunity to succeed.An
important point: This is not a book that takes sides. It is not a diatribe against Trump. Rather, it is
an explanation told in a relatively unbiased way how and why globalism—no matter how good it
sounds on paper—isn't working in this era of unabashed nationalism.Read this short book. It will
make you smarter because it will help you better understand our world today.A disappointment:
Even though the book was published in April 2018, it is not formatted well for Kindle. That is
surprising and disappointing to say the least.”

wsmrer, “A calm mind in a troubled world. Ian Bremmer’s Us vs. Them: The Failure of Globalism
will not please many for very different reasons but in the growing literature on the impact of 21st
century developments, globalization and inequality, Bremmer leads in setting out the playing
fields and their future for a wide cross section of the world in revealing analysis, and where
answers are beginning to be advanced.*In the age of Trump he refreshingly has nothing to say
about the man until a final chapter his point being the times have made Trump possible but the
man is just one of many populists gaining political power, Bremmer being among the few who
understand why. As he notes, ‘My mother would have voted for him, my brother did.’Among
those who have been aware of how fast former perceptions have fallen away since the turn of
the century Bremmer will be enjoyed for his multinational studies, for those conditioned by the



carping ignoramuses in the media ‘Us vs. Them’ will only be a puzzlement that may start to open
new channels. The book could richly change what the media rattles on about if read and
understood by the pundits searching for answers.For those who follow the generated
discontents in many lands and locations, Bremmer list out what is being offered as remedies
without pushing any particular agenda. The future is a vast unknown but some are paying
attention. If curious do read it, he knows his subject.* China, India, Indonesia, Russia, Turkey,
Brazil, Mexico, Venezuela, Nigeria, Saudi Arabia, Egypt, and South Africa.”

TANYA, “The Failure of Globalism. Excellent! Insightful!”

pascal73, “Great book. Nice little book. Concise introduction to the subject of globalisation.”

Aly, “Loved it. Thank you for this deep and thoughtful analysis of the countries around the world.”

James Watson, “A must read. Amazing book that everyone should read!”
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