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Democracy
Forges Ahead
ATHENS

“Democracies are like angry dragons,” said Kishore
Mahbubani, a professor of public policy in Singapore,
expressing what emerged, in effect, as the theme of
the Athens Democracy Forum here last week convened by The New York Times, the city of Athens and
the United Nations. Speaker after speaker talked in
fearful terms of the challenges to liberal democracy
posed by a widespread backlash to migrants, globalization, social change and other tectonic movements
many have found threatening.
Radoslaw Sikorski, a former defense and foreign
minister of Poland, declared that between the minute
scrutiny of social media and the election in some countries of autocrats, “in Western society leadership is
becoming impossible.” The names of President Trump,
Jaroslaw Kaszynski of Poland and Viktor Orban of
Hungary were often invoked, and the word “fascism”
was uttered more than once.
Yet just as the dragon is also a symbol of strength
and excellence, there are solutions to the problems,
speakers said: in the rule of law, in technology giants’
learning to better manage their great power and
reach, in the diversity of new generations, in more
socially conscious businesses.
Democracy is not at a dead end, was a consensus
that emerged — though as Professor Mahbubani said,
it needs constant attention. The United States is not
Trump, Poland is not Kaczynski and Hungary is not
Orban, said Karolina Wigura of Poland’s Kultura Liberalna think tank; even in China, said Ai Weiwei, the
Chinese artist and activist, change could come at any
moment. Dragons, hold your fire.
SERGE SCHMEMANN
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A call to arms for liberals
Leaders detail how democratic ideals are under attack around
the world. But the time has come to fight back.

ATHENS

BY FARAH NAYERI

If we fail to learn from the past, we do so at
our own peril. That was one of the messages
from the Chinese artist-activist Ai Weiwei to
a gathering of world leaders, academics and
activists at the Athens Democracy Forum
here last week.
“There’s a potential to totally forget the
past, and not to remember those lessons we
have learned,” said Mr. Ai, who spoke in support of migrants around the globe. “We have
a potential to be very mean, to be hateful, not
only to close in but really damage others,
and to use some excuse and reason to separate humanity. I think that is part of human
nature.”
Mr. Ai, whose recent artwork has been inspired by the plight of refugees, said that all
countries needed to unite and assert “global
leadership” on the issue of migration, because it was “not going to stop” and might
worsen because of environmental disasters,
famine and population growth.
Yet a strikingly different response to
global migration came from others at the
forum, which was convened by The New
York Times in cooperation with the city of
Athens and the United Nations and is in its
sixth year.
“What’s corrupting politics in Europe today is the influx of migrants,” said Kishore

Mahbubani, former ambassador to the
United Nations from Singapore, “and that
clearly is shifting the debate in Sweden, Germany and everywhere to the far right.” Mr.
Mahbubani, a professor at the National University of Singapore, then suggested that
Europe should consider a “strategic pause”
on immigration.
“That way the populations can breathe a
sigh of relief,” he added, speaking at the panel, “The Allure of the Illiberal.” “Then the political debate will shift to the middle, where
you want it to be.” Otherwise, “you’re going
to end up with illiberal regimes because of
liberal principles.”
Immigration was a prominent part of the
overall theme of the forum: that liberal democracy is facing perils on multiple fronts
and must be defended to prevent the rise of
more dictatorships.
Participants at the conference — government officials, lawmakers, academics, business leaders and activists — warned that
core components of democracy were being
challenged in the United States and Western
Europe, but also in Eastern Europe, Turkey,
Venezuela, Sweden and India. The rule of
law is being eroded, the press is being discredited, if not silenced, and social media is
being used to spread illiberal ideas and sway
elections.
“The threat we face is very, very real,”
said Yascha Mounk, a lecturer on government at Harvard and the author of “The PeoCALL, PAGE A10
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Migrants stranded in the Strait of Gibraltar before their rescue on Sept. 8.
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EXCERPTS FROM THE FORUM

Seeing how
democracy
will survive
At the Athens Democracy Forum last
week, a conference convened by The New
York Times in Athens from Sept. 16 to 18,
international leaders and policymakers
debated a wide range of issues affecting
the political health of the globe. Here are
excerpts from the discussions. They have
been edited and condensed.

When technology collides
with citizenship
RICHARD ALLAN

Vice president, Policy
Solutions, Facebook

When we build social
media the kind of
platforms that we and
others build, what they
essentially do is dramatically lower the cost of entry for anybody who wants to become media. And so
anybody sitting in the audience today with
a smartphone could decide that they are
now the TV station “Athens Today” and
they can go out and they can film stuff and
broadcast it live to the world over our
server, essentially at no cost to themselves,
to a global audience. People have used that
lower barrier to entry to create some
amazing things. And if we think back over
the last few years, there were moments
like the Arab Spring when I think a lot of
people were celebrating the political convening power of technologies like ours.
They brought people together to assert
themselves against repressive regimes.
We’re now seeing the other side of it, which
is people who, I guess, people in this room
would feel much more concerned about
using exactly the same technology, using
the low barrier of entry to come at us. The
question now is how do we deal with that?
We think it’s a combination of ourselves
and governments.

FRANZ FISCHER/EPA, VIA SHUTTERSTOCK

Cellphones illuminate people gathered at a soccer stadium in Chemnitz, Germany, in August. Tensions mounted in the city as far-right demonstrators and counterprotesters clashed after the death of a
man in what the police described as a “scuffle between members of different nationalities” at a city festival.
DAMIAN COLLINS

Member of Parliament
and chairman, Digital,
Culture, Media and Sport
Committee, Britain

What we’ve seen in
the last year is concerns about different
elections, different countries in the world,
with a common thread, which is how relatively easy it is for an organization or,
indeed, even a Russian agency, to gain
social media to manipulate what people
see, and to promote their favorite content,
and try and influence the outcome of the
elections as a consequence of that. And
what we should be looking at in terms of

protecting our democracy against that sort
of attack is a combination of things. It’s
about the transparency of the information
that users see. I think it’s about the responsibility of the companies to monitor what’s
going on their platform.
RAISA
WICKREMATUNGE

Editor, Groundviews,
Sri Lanka

Sri Lanka has a high
literacy rate — 90
percent. But when it
comes to media literacy we don’t think critically. When somebody sends us something on WhatsApp,

for instance, we’ll often, especially if it’s
from a friend, we’ll often forward it on. So
how do we get people to stop and think
before blindly sharing things? I think
that’s what we’ve also been trying to do —
we’ve been trying to put infographics on
photo and video verification, for example,
and trying to push people to think more
critically. And when it comes to the role of
platforms like Facebook, I guess people in
the audience might know that Facebook
actually announced they’ve ruled out this
misinformation policy for Sri Lanka. So
we’ve been in communication with them.
We’ve been learning more about the community standards and things like that. So
this misinformation policy for Sri Lanka is

kind of different to what’s happening in the
rest of the world. It basically says that
content will be proactively removed if it
can be shown to result in real-world harm.
Now this is a really progressive policy and
a great step. But having said that, given
how fast fake news can spread — you
know, for example, it’s sometimes a matter
of a couple of hours when things spread on
Facebook and WhatsApp. And sometimes
even faster. So how effective the new policy that’s going to be in place is, is an open
question. But having said that, we think
that this policy is really going to be useful
and progressive. It’s still a little early to
say how successful it will be, but we think
it’ll help.

Countering a surge in populism
CALL, FROM PAGE A9

ple vs. Democracy.” “If you care
about liberal democracy, if you care
about those values, those are now
imperiled in a very serious way.”
Mr. Mounk said that people were
“falling out of love with democracy
at alarming rates.”
For instance, he noted, less than a
third of millennials in the United
States considered it essential to live
in a democracy. And across Europe,
the average vote share of populist
parties had more than doubled, to 20
percent from 8 percent, since the
late 1990s.
He attributed the surge in populism to economic stagnation; a shift
from monocultural societies to multicultural ones following mass migration; and the rise of technology,
which allowed “fake news to spread,
fabrications to be accepted as
gospel and hate to have a real voice
in our system,” Mr. Mounk said.
Under the circumstances, he
warned, political systems that were
“not sufficiently democratic” could
easily morph into dictatorships.
Hungary was held up as an example of the populist peril by several
panelists, including Mr. Mounk.
There, Prime Minister Viktor Orban
has applauded “illiberal democracies” in places such as Turkey, China
and Russia, and undermined the
rule of law. His example is being followed by Poland.
Karolina Wigura of the Polish
think tank Kultura Liberalna placed
blame for recent developments on a
state of amnesia.
While previous generations in Europe had a fear of World War II, she
said, “with time, this fear of the past
evaporated, and there was a certain
shift from the fear of the past to the
fear of the future” — concerns about
migrants, one’s economic well-being and job prospects.
“And the fear of the future is the
passion that is best embraced by the
populists.”
Another issue at the forum was
the role of social media in amplifying illiberal ideas and affecting
election outcomes.
Facebook (a conference sponsor)
was criticized for being too slow to
react to the discovery that thousands of ads had been bought by
Russians to mislead American voters in the 2016 presidential election
and that the data analytics firm
Cambridge Analytica had used personal information from up to 87 million Facebook users to compose targeted political ads in the United
States.

MARKO DJURICA/REUTERS

Preparations for a rally in support of Prime Minister Viktor Orban of Hungary in
March. He has applauded “illiberal democracies” in Turkey, China and Russia.

Damian Collins, a member of the
British Parliament who is chairman
of its Digital, Culture, Media and
Sport Committee, said Facebook
was taking actions only after these
episodes had been uncovered.
“We’ve got these disclosures because the company has been forced
into doing it,” he said. “There should
be more transparency about the in-

done a good job,’ or ‘No, actually, it’s
all smoke and mirrors.’”
Mr. Allan said that in the first
quarter of the year, Facebook had
stopped 583 million fake accounts
from going live, in a “robot war” led
against computers that randomly
generate names and try to register
as many as 1,000 Facebook addresses per hour.

Across Europe, a fear of the past has
become a fear of the future.
ternal investigation Facebook is
running. “It’s not good enough for
us to get things piecemeal, when
Facebook feels like telling us.”
Richard Allan, Facebook’s director of policy in Europe and a member of the British House of Lords, replied: “We’ve admitted that we’ve
made mistakes. We weren’t particularly focused on various vectors of
attack, and so trust has been damaged.”
Mr. Allan acknowledged that
there was “a need for us to be accountable externally.”
At the same time, he said, Facebook’s efforts had to be verified. “I
do think that people want some formal regulatory body to be testing
that proposition and either saying,
‘Yes, you’re right, Facebook, you’ve

Facebook was also hiring 10,000
more ad reviewers, engineers, security experts and others working on
improving user safety.
Ultimately, the populist tide has to
be combated by individual citizens,
said Mr. Mounk, the Harvard lecturer. He recalled the recommendation of Amos Oz, the Israeli author,
that if you witnessed a calamity or a
fire, you could always bring a bucket
or glass or teaspoon of water to help
put it out.
Mr. Mounk suggested that conference attendants do exactly that.
“There are a lot of us in the room. We
all take a bottle of water and take it
to the fire together,” he said. “The future of our political system is in our
hands, and I think it’s our duty as citizens to fight for it.”

COVER ILLUSTRATION BY JOHN WHITLOCK; PHOTOGRAPHS BY ARCHIVE PHOTOS/GETTY IMAGES, PETE MAROVICH FOR THE NEW YORK TIMES, ATTILA KISBENEDEK/AFP/GETTY IMAGES, HAZEM BADER/
AFP/GETTY IMAGES, GETTY IMAGES, POOL PHOTO BY ALEXANDER RYUMIN, LEAH MILLIS/REUTERS

..
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 25, 2018 | 11

THE NEW YORK TIMES INTERNATIONAL EDITION

John F. Kennedy to Donald Trump. And
you expect us to believe that liberal democracy is still as attractive as ever. So
clearly you have to address this challenge,
too.
And third — and this is a somewhat
provocative point I want to make here —
the difficulties that liberals have in trying
to understand the world of today and with
the end of Western domination, is that
liberals like to live in what I call a “liberal
bubble” and talk to other liberals, and have
a somewhat intolerance for non-liberal
voices.
Can you imagine a dialogue today based
on mutual respect, let’s say between a
representative of the United States and a
representative of China, without a representative of the United States condemning
China for saying, “Why don’t you have our
form of government now?”
If a British utilitarian philosopher from
the 18th century was alive today, and you
asked him to name the one society that
has delivered the greatest improvement of
human happiness in the last 30 years, it’s
China.
So how do you bring China into the
conversation if you want to talk about the
world of tomorrow? That’s the problem. So
the liberals have got to come out of their
bubble and deal with other voices on this
planet.
STÉPHANE DION

Ambassador to Germany
and special envoy to the
European Union and
Europe
ANDRE PENNER/ASSOCIATED PRESS

A man checks his phone in São Paulo, Brazil. Concern about the effect of “fake news” on elections is high in Brazil, where the use of WhatsApp is widespread.

Democracy and social solidarity
in a changing world
MARIANNA V.
VARDINOYANNIS

Founder and president,
Marianna V. Vardinoyannis Foundation, Unesco
goodwill ambassador

One thing has always
remained the same —
this is the human soul and heart. The
personal journeys of each and every one of
us are different, but we do share the same
human inclination: When we face somebody in need, we want to help. This is one
of the informal norms on which democracies are built. Because apart from laws and
institutions, that are of course the foundation of democratic governance, what holds
democracies together are also these informal norms, human acts that we all know
are right. It is upon these common values
of social solidarity, of standing by each
other, of helping those in need, that we
should try and rebuild our society.

What is the business of business?
ROYSTON BRAGANZA

C.E.O., Grameen
Capital India

I’m seeing an interesting tension between
business and social
movements, and I do
believe that there is a
tangible bridge that one can build between
the two. I think the core is exclusion or
inclusion. If you’re able to say which part
of that spectrum you want to be part of,
then you are part of the problem or part of
the solution. Exclusion caused the Arab
Spring, caused Brexit, caused all sorts of
populist movements that we’re seeing
everywhere. I think if we’re able to have
businesses take that first step, if businesses are able to come forward and say,
“What’s the solution that I can be part of
the solution? What do I need to do? Can
we use these goals — zero poverty, zero
net carbon emissions, zero unemployment,
zero inequality — and put them into business objectives?” That will make businesses really meaningful and inclusive.
BRUNELLO CUCINELLI

Chairman and C.E.O.,
Brunello Cucinelli

We are a company, so
obviously we do have
to make a profit. But
the objective is to
make a fair profit, to
manufacture without harming mankind.
Also, some portion of the profit should be
earmarked to protect and safeguard the
world. I want to try and act as a temporary
guardian of these places. This is the great
dream. In our business we are trying to set
up not globalization, but rather the universalism of man. We want to have respect for
religions, for different cultures, for places.
Pericles held a very important, fascinating
speech in 400 B.C., where he said, “That’s
the way we do things here in Athens.” And
then he made a list of all the things that
they do in Athens. And the very last sentence is, “Our city is open to the world, and
we never kick out anybody.” We really
need to be so brave as to be open to the
world. We are a company — we have to
make a profit, but without harming
mankind in the process. This is what really
matters.
OUIDED
BOUCHAMAOUI

Nobel Peace Prize laureate, 2015

I was elected to the
Tunisian Confederation for Business.
When I was elected, I
called the general secretary of the union. I
said to him: “We have to be together. We
have to dialogue. We have to sit together.
And we have to find solutions to all our

conflicts.” We had this idea of a road map,
a solution for Tunisia — how we can finish
the constitution, how we can have democratic elections and how we can also have
answers for young people. When they took
to the streets in 2011 they asked for democracy, they asked for dignity and they
asked for jobs. I think we have this feeling
that we have to do something for our
country. We didn’t do everything for our
country, but I think we launched a challenge, how we can achieve democracy
with dialogue.

Expert insight: freedom on the net
SANJA KELLY

Director, Freedom on the
Net, Freedom House

Authoritarians are
working to refashion
the internet from
technology that promotes freedom to a
tool of oppression. This is being done
through the use of disinformation, internet
shutdowns, arrests and the blocking of
political information.
A growing number of countries are
manipulating content to impact elections.
In most cases, it’s actually governments
that are trying to maintain power, or political parties that want to come into power.
In order to deal with fake news and disinformation, countries are trying to legislate
solutions. But these types of laws are
deeply problematic. In all of these instances, the authorities are saying that
they are trying to combat gossip and fake
news. This becomes a problem in environments where criticism of the government is considered fake news.
More and more governments are shutting down the internet completely in times
of crisis, whether that be during elections
or during political protests. China is building infrastructure in its neighborhood and
in different African and Eurasian countries that could expose internet traffic to
greater monitoring by the Chinese authorities.
I still see the internet as holding an
unprecedented liberating power. We’ve
seen it in Russia, where activists have
been using YouTube to expose human
rights abuses. We’ve seen it in the right-todrive movement in Saudi Arabia. We need
to work together to combat emerging
challenges to internet freedom.

The allure of the illiberal
KISHORE
MAHBUBANI

Former president of the
United Nations Security
Council; professor of
public policy, National
University of Singapore;
author, “Has the West
Lost It?”

I’m going to begin by saying something
very shocking to some of you. I actually
believe that liberal democracy is a very
good thing, contrary to what some of you
may think. At the same time it’s very clear
it’s facing some challenges.
But I do believe that if you look at the
longer history of humanity, the directions
are still very clear. Whenever societies
develop a strong middle class, the middle
class wants to be represented, and the
best way to represent the middle class is
through a liberal democratic regime. Now,
it doesn’t mean the history is going to go
in one simple direction. If you ask me if
I’m optimistic that by the end of this century we’ll have a world which is thriving
with democracy, I say, yes, I’m optimistic.
But I’m also going to tell you about the
challenges we will face on the way.
I think the problem that we are facing
with liberal democracies is a result not of
what we call the illiberal, but the failure of
the liberal to understand the three big
structural changes that have happened in
the world. The full structural challenge is
that we are coming to what I call the end
of an artificial 200-year period of Western

domination of world history. And liberalism travels on the power of its ideas, but it
also travels on the back of the economic,
military and political power that the West
had. Now Western power is receding. So
you now have got to market liberal democracy in a different way.
That’s structural challenge number one.
Structural challenge number two:
When I grew up in the poorest society in
Singapore as a child in the 1960s, liberal
democracies looked like Gardens of Eden.
And when I was 13 years old, you had
John F. Kennedy as president. And you
can imagine what a source of inspiration
he was. Now, today you’ve gone from

Democracy, as you
know, is when the
representatives are
chosen through free elections, and kept
under watch by — as the president of
Greece explained — by strong checks and
balances, the independence of the judiciary able to protect basic human rights, like
free speech, parliament, also freedom of
the press, academic freedom and so on. So
that’s the system. And today the majority
of human beings are under democratic
regimes that may be very different from
each other’s, some more effective than
others.
But we had an improvement of democracy around the world, with some setbacks
recently that we need to speak about.
So why it’s good in a nutshell, as
Churchill said, is that “Democracy is the
worst form of government, except for all

the others.”
So we need to keep this quote in mind in
order to make sure that people don’t have
romantic hopes about democracy. It will
not deliver everything, but it will do better
than the other systems. So the main advantage of democracy to me, it is protecting people against two insecurities — two
sources of violence: anarchy and tyranny,
chaos and despotism. So if you want to be
protected by both, choose a democratic
system.

The beginning of the end?
YASCHA MOUNK

Senior fellow at the New
America Foundation,
author of “The People vs.
Democracy: Why Our
Freedom Is in Danger
and How to Save It”

If you look at the
president of my adopted country, the
United States, you may have noticed that
he doesn’t appear to be, let’s say, overly
fond of Muslims. When you look at another populist, Recep Erdogan, the president of Turkey, you might’ve noticed that
he doesn’t appear to be overly fond of
anybody who’s not a Muslim.
There are some populists who are very
right-wing on the economy, who want to
slash the welfare state and who like to
serve big corporations. There are others
who are very left-wing on the economy,
people like Hugo Chávez and his handpicked successor, Nicolas Máduro, in
Venezuela, who want to bolster the welfare state, but who rail against big corporations. They don’t have that in common
either.
So does it make sense to speak of populists as a unitary item? I think it does.
Because what they do have in common is
a conception of politics in which they say
the only real reason that we have problems today is because the political elite is
corrupt and self-serving, and they need to
be thrown out of office. But since you don’t
want to admit that you’ve overpromised,
you start to blame. You start to blame
everything that goes wrong on the media,
which are apparently fake news and need
to be cowed and regulated. You start to
blame it on the opposition, who supposedly are traitors. You start to blame it on
independent institutions like law enforcement agencies or the courts, who supposedly are enemies of the people.
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Saving our future
Only activism and action can restore trust
in democracy and our institutions.
BY JOHN KERRY

John Kerry served as
the 68th United
States secretary of
state, under President Barack Obama,
and is the author of
“Every Day Is Extra.”

The liberal world order we have relied upon
since the end of World War II is under attack. Forces long presumed dead and buried
are rearing their ugly heads. Authoritarian
power grabs, sectarian prejudice and the
toxic brew of nationalism and nostalgia
combine to gnaw away at the institutions
that underpin global peace and prosperity.
But these forces are symptoms of something more potent, something legitimate
and not malign. People sometimes choose
the wrong path when they’ve lost confidence in the old answers.
The frustration is real, and it’s justified.
The global economy is accelerating at a digital pace, but our systems and politics are
stuck in the industrial age. The basic contract at the heart of democratic societies is
fraying. Wages are stagnating. Schools are
failing to meet the demands of the marketplace. Governance is weakened or outright
subverted by organized money and partisan
paralysis. It’s little wonder that citizens everywhere are in revolt, for fear that they’re
being left behind while others are always
racing ahead.
To ignore this fear of the future is to invite
even greater economic dislocation, and all
the anger and alienation it entails. Our institutions depend on the public’s trust, and regaining that trust must be priority No. 1.
Today, at home and abroad, our next steps
are not set. They never have been. But
rather than talk about whether democracy
is dying and the liberal order is decaying, we
must embrace activism and action to ensure
that neither of those outcomes becomes
real, let alone irreversible. Otherwise, our
reflexive defense of the liberal order will
only contribute to its defeat.
The American experiment itself didn’t
emerge from gauzy parlor talk; it was
earned the hard way — by people willing to
put themselves on the line for a powerful vision strengthened year by year, mile by
mile, since 1776. Hundreds of millions of people didn’t just one day sign up for some great
theory because they’d read a policy white
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A reflection of the United States Capitol in a puddle on Sept. 18, a rainy day in Washington.

paper. They did it because they’d lived and
felt the devastating failure of the alternative, and they wanted peace, freedom and
opportunity.
We need to make democracy and the international liberal order relevant to people’s

lives in actions, not in words.
A few critical issues must be tackled if we
are to make our leaders accountable and
make them work for people.
Nothing can be fixed if we don’t first deconstruct the gridlock that is choking gov-

ernments everywhere. That starts by recognizing that healthy democracies rest on the
firm foundation of civil discourse and reasoned debate. Both, however, are in diminishing supply today, and a decision will
never be effective if even the facts it’s based
on are a point of contention.
No wonder, then, that around the world
there is a growing constituency of neo-populists who argue against the very alliances
and organizations that protect us. Many see
an easier life on a path of isolation — they’re
tempted by the promise that walls on our
borders and less contact with our neighbors
will keep the world’s troubles at bay. Brexit
lingers as a reminder of the costs that would
befall a Fortress America. In Washington today, globalism is a burden, not a badge of
honor.
But history tells us that we must open ourselves up if we are to restore faith in government or empower Americans to compete in

The American experiment didn’t emerge from
gauzy parlor talk; it was earned the hard way.
a world that’s changing faster and becoming
more vulnerable to reactionary forces, not
less.
Just as important, we must strengthen
our collective response to violent extremism
and to forces that seek the return of a world
in which might makes right and the strong
bully the weak. Resurgent authoritarian
powers like Russia and nonstate actors like
the Islamic State and Al Qaeda are waging
war against the very principles the United
Nations and NATO were founded to protect.
Effective leadership requires that we do
more to deter immediate threats even as we
shore up the global institutions that provide
security in the long term.
It is clear that we need to do a better job of
providing young people with good-paying
jobs and peaceful outlets for expression. Today’s agitators, from neo-populists to vio-

lent extremist groups, know all too well that
legitimate authority is hard won and easily
lost. When young people see opportunities
denied to them because of corruption or
marginalization, growing indignity makes
the siren song of extremism all the more appealing.
We must also create an environment
where innovation can flourish and the benefits are widely shared. Education for people
of all ages, combined with apprenticeship
programs, makes up the foundation of fair,
inclusive economic growth. Governments
need to support entrepreneurs while also
helping them to absorb the disruptions that
come with rapid advances in such fields as
artificial intelligence, robotics and 3-D printing. The gig economy is a reality of 21st-century work. We need to make sure workers
are protected and empowered to take risks,
pursue flexible arrangements and change
jobs without losing their benefits.
Efficient and reliable public infrastructure is the beating heart of a modern, dynamic economy. Extending broadband access and upgrading our roads, bridges and
dams isn’t a luxury; it’s a necessity for inclusive growth. That also means using trade to
foster better relationships, not as leverage
in political brinkmanship. New environmental and labor standards will encourage innovation and demonstrate the ability of democracies to deliver sustainable growth and
jobs, economic dynamism and fairness. We
must seize the extraordinary opportunity
presented by a new clean energy market to
power our economies and protect this fragile planet we share.
The challenges are real, but there is every
reason for optimism. History has proved
time and again that adapting to big changes
in technology and society is stamped in the
American DNA.
Our global system demands renewal and
reform, not rejection and recrimination. If
we treat it as a relic of decades past, it will
rust away and future generations will pay
the price. Nostalgia won’t defeat neo-populism; progress will.
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A gathering in Charlottesville, Va., on Aug. 12, the anniversary of a deadly clash between white nationalists and counterprotesters.

