One Country
Two Realities




On virtually every political topic, the political right and left will provide details not simply
tinged with their own particular bias; they will typically provide completely different facts.

Simply asking each side who won the 2020 presidential election will provide different
results depending on who you ask.

These differences reflect not just policy disagreements but also contrasting worldviews
about the role of government, the nature of society, and the pursuit of social and
economic progress.

Over the past several decades, the economic landscape for the average American has
undergone significant changes, particularly in areas such as wages, housing, and
everyday living expenses.

Why Left and Right Seem Worlds Apart

America is a country built on debate. From the moment our founders gathered to draft the
Constitution, there has never been a time when we all agreed on everything. The clash of
ideas has always been part of who we are, and in many ways, it has helped us grow.

But today, something feels different. Our political disagreements no longer feel like
healthy debate—they feel like a battle.

Conversations about the future of our country quickly turn into arguments. Families avoid
talking about politics at the dinner table. Friendships end over ideological differences. It
seems like we’re not just disagreeing anymore; we’re speaking entirely different
languages.

If you’ve ever wondered why a friend, family member, or coworker can look at the same
set of facts and come to an entirely different conclusion, you’re not alone.

Many Americans feel frustrated, confused, or even angry at those on the “other side.”

Conservatives often see liberals as reckless, naive, or trying to change too much too
quickly.

Liberals often see conservatives as stubborn, heartless, or standing in the way of
progress.

Both sides feel like they are fighting for the soul of the country, and both feel like the other
side is dragging it in the wrong direction.
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But what if | told you that the real problem isn’t that we

want completely different things? What if the real divide
isn’t about our goals but about how we frame them?

In reality, most Americans—whether they lean left or
right—want many of the same things.

We want good jobs, safe communities, and a
government that works for us rather than against us. ? 9 0/

We want our children to have opportunities, our 0
economy to be strong, and our country to live up to its

highest ideals.

The difference lies in the language we use and the ways America ns
we prioritize these goals. bel ievi ng th at

When conservatives talk about economic policy, they i1F1

often emphasize personal responsibility, .p.OI.ItlcaI .
entrepreneurship, and limiting government interference. d|U|S|0nS IN
When liberals talk about the same issue, they might the Country
focus on fairness, systemic barriers, and the need for are a majOI‘
government action to ensure opportunity for all. th reat tO
When conservatives talk about crime, they may democracy

emphasize law and order, while liberals may focus on
criminal justice reform.

Both want safer communities, but they have different
ideas about how to achieve them.

For too long, these differences in language and
approach have been used to divide us.

Politicians, media outlets, and those in power have o
benefited from keeping Americans angry at each other E

rather than working together to solve problems.

Before we can solve the challenges facing our country, we must first understand why we
disagree, where our beliefs come from, and how we can begin to talk to one another
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again.

You may not change your mind on any given issue—but you will be better equipped to
have conversations that don’t end in frustration or anger.

And that, perhaps more than anything else, is the first step toward building a stronger,
more united country.

What We Mean By Left and Right

The terms "left" and "right" in modern politics originated during the French Revolution in
the late 18th century, specifically in the National Assembly of 1789. This period marked a
stark divide between those who aimed to preserve the existing order and those who
advocated for radical change, a division symbolized by the seating arrangement in the
assembly.

Members who supported the monarchy, aristocracy, and the Catholic Church occupied
the right side of the Assembly and are known as conservatives.

They sought to maintain the power structures of the Ancien Régime, resisted the
revolutionary changes that emerged and prioritized stability and traditional hierarchies.

Conversely, revolutionaries, republicans, and progressives occupied the left side of the
Assembly. They aimed to abolish the monarchy, dismantle aristocratic privilege, and
establish a republic founded on liberty, equality, and fraternity.

Driven by their desire for a more just society, they aimed to empower the working class,
reduce the Church's influence, and create a more democratic government.

Over time, people have evolved the meanings of "left" and "right" to encompass a broader
ideological spectrum globally.

The political right generally links to conservatism, which emphasizes traditional
values, limited government intervention in the economy, and individual liberties.

Right-wing politics often prioritize national identity, law and order, and cultural norms, with
some factions reflecting far-right ideologies focused on nationalism and authoritarianism.

In contrast, the political left typically supports progressive social policies, advocates
for wealth redistribution, government intervention in the economy, and reduced inequality.

Left-wing ideologies range from moderate social democracy to more radical socialism or

12



communism, generally prioritizing collective well-being over individual gain and promoting
state involvement in social and economic matters.

Thus, "left" and "right" represent fundamental ideological differences regarding societal
structure, power distribution, and governance values.

While these terms have evolved, they continue to reflect the tension between tradition
and progress, individualism and collectivism, and the desire for change versus the
preservation of order—a legacy of the French Revolution that remains relevant today.

Research indicates that even infants exhibit early preferences that may align with one
side of the political spectrum.

Some scholars suggest that innate tendencies towards order (linked to the right) or
fairness (associated with the left) may exist, though environmental factors—such as
family, education, and personal experiences—significantly shape political views.

It is crucial to recognize that neither the left nor the right is wholly correct or incorrect.
Individuals on both sides aim for the best outcomes for their country and its citizens, albeit
through differing approaches.

We will begin with a brief look at how each side views various topics to help understand
their worldview.

The Three Biggest Words That Tear Americans Apart

For decades, Americans have been taught to fear socialism and communism while
embracing capitalism as the only acceptable economic system. This narrative has been
carefully constructed to protect the wealth and power of the elite at the expense of the
working class.

By examining the real differences between these systems and the myths that have been
used to discredit them, we can better understand how these ideas align with the values of
the nation's founders and the Constitution.

Let’s begin with 3 words that seem to have been used a certain way for decades. These
words are capitalism, socialism, and communism.

Typically, these words are used by right-wing politicians in such a way as to mislead
people as to their real meanings.
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While many will accuse me of oversimplification in these definitions, my intent is to make
these words easy to understand.

The most important thing to understand about these three words is that they are not forms
of government. These words are the names of economic systems.

In short:

o Capitalism: Businesses are owned by individuals, who hire a set of workers
to do the work, and all profits are kept by the owners.

e Socialism: Businesses are owned by a set of workers who do the work, and
all profits are shared by those workers.

e Communism: Businesses are owned by the government, which hires a set of
workers to do the work, and all profits are kept by the government, which
uses those profits to provide and distribute resources to all the citizens of the
country.

Now, let's take a deeper dive into the meanings of these words.

Capitalism is an economic system based on private ownership of the means of
production, where businesses operate for profit in a competitive market.

It is often associated with individual freedom, but in practice, it has led to extreme wealth
inequality and corporate dominance. In a capitalist system, those who own property and
capital accumulate wealth, while workers earn wages, often struggling to keep up with the
rising cost of living.

Proponents argue that capitalism fosters innovation and economic growth, but critics point
out that it also prioritizes profit over human well-being, leaving many without access to
basic needs like healthcare, education, and housing.

Socialism, on the other hand, is an economic system in which the means of production
are owned and controlled collectively, either by the state or by worker cooperatives.

It emphasizes social welfare and aims to distribute wealth more equitably. Socialist
policies exist in many countries, including the United States, in the form of public
education, Social Security, and universal healthcare systems like Medicare.

The fear-mongering against socialism in America often equates it with government control
of every aspect of life, but in reality, socialism is a broad spectrum of ideas that range
from democratic socialism—where markets still exist alongside strong social
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programs—to more centralized forms of state control.

Communism, in its theoretical form, envisions a classless, stateless society where
wealth and resources are distributed based on need rather than profit.

Karl Marx, who laid the foundation for communist thought, believed that capitalism
inevitably leads to the exploitation of workers and that a revolutionary shift to communal
ownership would create a more just society.

In practice, governments that have claimed to be communist, such as the Soviet Union
and China under Mao, have been authoritarian regimes that centralized power rather than
achieving true communal ownership.

However, the failures of those governments are often used to discredit all forms of
socialism, despite the fact that many socialist policies have thrived in democratic nations.

The United States has long been synonymous with capitalism, a system that prioritizes
private ownership, free markets, and competition.

This economic model has fueled innovation and growth, but it has also produced
significant inequalities in wealth, healthcare, and access to basic needs.

Many Americans associate socialism with foreign ideologies that contradict the nation’s
founding principles, yet a closer examination reveals that socialist ideals align more
closely with American values than many assume.

The fear of socialism and communism in America has been deliberately cultivated by the
wealthy and powerful to keep workers from demanding policies that would benefit them.
During the Cold War, politicians and business leaders equated socialism with tyranny,
painting any attempt at wealth redistribution as a step toward Soviet-style oppression.

This rhetoric continued long after the fall of the Soviet Union, with corporate interests
funding campaigns to demonize universal healthcare, union protections, and higher taxes
on the rich.

The label “socialism” has been used to shut down discussions about policies that are
standard in other developed nations, reinforcing the false belief that any challenge to
capitalism is inherently unAmerican.

This manufactured fear directly contradicts many of the values upon which the United
States was founded. The Constitution was designed to protect individual liberties, but it
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also emphasizes the general welfare of the people.

Thomas Paine, one of the most influential voices of the American Revolution, advocated
for wealth redistribution through social programs.

Even the Founding Fathers, while they were capitalists in the sense that they supported
private enterprise, feared the dangers of unchecked corporate power. Thomas Jefferson,
for example, warned against the rise of an aristocracy of wealth that would subvert
democracy.

If we examine the core values of socialism, capitalism, and communism through the lens
of American ideals, we see that each system contains elements that align with the
nation’s founding principles.

Capitalism aligns with the values of personal liberty and entrepreneurship, but without
regulation, it can undermine democracy by concentrating wealth in the hands of the few.

Socialism aligns with the commitment to the common good and ensuring that all citizens
have access to basic needs, which is consistent with the Constitution’s mandate to
promote the general welfare. Even communism, at least in its idealistic form, shares some
values with the revolutionary spirit of America—an opposition to oppressive ruling classes
and a desire for an egalitarian society.

Ultimately, the fear of socialism and communism in the United States has not been
based on an honest assessment of these systems but rather on a campaign to protect
the interests of the wealthy.

By keeping Americans afraid of policies that would improve their quality of life,
corporations and billionaires ensure that they remain in control.

To move forward, Americans must recognize how these false narratives have been used
against them and demand a system that prioritizes people over profit.

Whether that means regulated capitalism, democratic socialism, or an entirely new
approach, the conversation should be based on facts rather than fear.

At its core, socialism advocates for collective ownership of key industries and resources,
ensuring that the wealth generated by society benefits all rather than a privileged few.

It prioritizes economic democracy, where workers have greater influence over their
workplaces and the government plays an active role in guaranteeing basic rights such as
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healthcare, education, and fair wages.

Capitalism, on the other hand, operates on the principle
of market-driven growth, where private entities control
most industries, competition dictates wages, and
success is often measured by profit rather than societal
well-being.

The debate between socialism and capitalism is not
new to the United States, nor is it a battle between
freedom and oppression, as some critics suggest.

The Founding Fathers envisioned a government that
ensured the well-being of its people while preventing
the concentration of power in the hands of a few.

They championed ideals such as justice, equality, and
the pursuit of happiness—principles that resonate
strongly with socialist policies aimed at reducing
economic hardship.

While capitalism encourages personal ambition,
unchecked market forces have led to corporate
monopolies and economic instability, outcomes that run
counter to the founders’ vision of a fair and democratic
society.

Many aspects of socialism already exist in the United
States, embedded in some of the most cherished
institutions.

Public schools, Social Security, Medicare, and
infrastructure projects funded by tax dollars reflect the
idea that a government should invest in its people.

These programs operate on the belief that certain
services should not be dictated by profit motives
but rather should be accessible to all, a sentiment

George
Washington

did not
belong to a

political party.

He was the only
president that did not
belong to one.

His farewell address
warned against
political factions.

watk

deeply aligned with the American ideals of fairness and opportunity.

If ensuring that every citizen has access to healthcare and education strengthens the



nation as a whole, then such policies are not radical—they are practical extensions of the
values Americans hold dear.

The Constitution itself provides a framework that allows for economic models beyond
pure capitalism. The government is tasked with promoting the general welfare, a phrase
that suggests an obligation to safeguard the well-being of its citizens.

The Bill of Rights protects freedoms, but it does not dictate an economic structure that
prioritizes corporate power over public needs. Instead, it lays the foundation for a system
that evolves with the times, one that can embrace economic policies ensuring that
prosperity is shared rather than hoarded by a small elite.

Opposition to socialism often stems from fears of government overreach, but democratic
socialism—a model that preserves political freedoms while ensuring economic
fairness—offers a compelling alternative.

Countries that blend socialist policies with market economies, such as Sweden and
Germany, maintain high levels of innovation and economic stability while providing
universal healthcare, free education, and worker protections.

These nations are not oppressive regimes; they are thriving democracies that have found
ways to balance individual enterprise with collective responsibility.

The question Americans should ask is not whether socialism is un-American but rather
whether the current system truly serves the people. Rising costs of living, stagnant
wages, and inaccessible healthcare suggest that capitalism, in its current form, is failing
many.

Exploring socialist policies does not mean abandoning personal freedom or individual
ambition. It means acknowledging that a nation’s strength lies not just in its wealthiest
citizens but in the well-being of all its people. In that sense, embracing elements of
socialism may not only be viable—it may be the most American choice of all.

Socialism and the American Dream

The ongoing debate between capitalism and socialism has shaped economic and political
discourse for centuries. In the United States, capitalism has long been held as the
foundation of prosperity, fostering innovation and individual success.

However, as economic inequality widens and corporate interests increasingly influence
public policy, questions have been raised about whether capitalism alone can truly serve
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the needs of all Americans.

Socialism, often misunderstood, has been portrayed as a system in direct opposition to
American values. Yet, a closer examination reveals that many principles of
socialism—such as fairness, mutual aid, and economic democracy—are deeply
embedded in the nation’s history.

In fact, the Founding Fathers envisioned a republic in which power would not be
concentrated in the hands of a wealthy elite, but rather distributed among the people. The
principles of the Constitution, which promote the general welfare and secure economic
liberties, align more closely with certain socialist ideals than many Americans realize.

In successful socialist-leaning nations, the transition from pure capitalism to a mixed
economy has led to improved living conditions, better worker protections, and stronger
communities.

Sweden, for instance, had once experienced economic instability under a more
laissez-faire model but saw significant improvements when socialist-inspired policies were
introduced.

Universal healthcare, free higher education, and strong labor protections did not stifle
economic growth but rather enhanced it by ensuring that all citizens had the opportunity
to participate fully in the economy.

As a result, Sweden consistently ranks high in measures of quality of life, economic
mobility, and innovation.

Similar transitions have taken place in other Nordic countries such as Norway and
Denmark. These nations have not abandoned market principles but have instead
combined them with socialist policies that prioritize public well-being.

Business remains competitive and dynamic, but workers are protected by strong unions,
and essential services such as healthcare, childcare, and education are provided
universally. The benefits of these policies have not been limited to low-income citizens;
rather, middle-class prosperity has expanded, and social stability has been strengthened.

Despite these successes, attempts at socialism in other nations have sometimes failed,
not because of socialism itself but because of poor implementation, corruption, or external
interference.

The Soviet Union, for example, collapsed under the weight of an authoritarian model that
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lacked democratic participation and suppressed economic flexibility. In Venezuela,
mismanagement of socialist policies, coupled with economic miscalculations and political
instability, contributed to economic collapse.

These failures are often used as proof that socialism is inherently flawed, yet the context
of their decline is rarely examined. Where democracy and a balance between private
enterprise and public welfare have been maintained, socialist policies have flourished.

In the United States, many organizations already operate under socialist values, often
without being recognized as such. Credit unions, for example, are member-owned
financial institutions where profits are redistributed among account holders rather than
being concentrated at the top. Worker cooperatives such as the Evergreen Cooperatives
in Cleveland have demonstrated that businesses can be run democratically, with
employees sharing in decision-making and profits.

Public institutions, including the postal service and public libraries, function on socialist
principles by providing essential services for all citizens, regardless of income.

By gradually adopting more socialist-aligned business practices, the American economy
could begin to reflect the ideals of economic democracy and shared prosperity.

If worker cooperatives were expanded, employees could have a greater say in their
workplaces, reducing economic exploitation.

If universal healthcare were implemented, small businesses would no longer be burdened
by the costs of providing insurance, leading to increased entrepreneurship and
innovation. If public investments in education and infrastructure were prioritized,
economic mobility would rise, fulfilling the American promise of opportunity for all.

The Founders of the United States sought to create a system that empowered individuals
while ensuring the common good. Thomas Jefferson warned against the excessive power
of banks and corporate monopolies, fearing that unchecked capitalism would lead to
inequality and corruption.

The Constitution itself calls for the promotion of the general welfare, a concept that
suggests a collective responsibility for ensuring that no citizen is left behind. By
incorporating socialist principles into economic policy, America would not be rejecting its
traditions but rather embracing them more fully.

The false dichotomy between capitalism and socialism has prevented the U.S. from
engaging in meaningful conversation about economic justice. The question is not whether
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capitalism or socialism should prevail, but rather how they can be balanced to create a
fairer and more prosperous society.

The successes of countries that have blended socialist policies with free-market
economies demonstrate that economic justice does not require the elimination of private
enterprise. Instead, it requires a commitment to ensuring that prosperity is shared rather
than concentrated.

By re-examining the values upon which the nation was built, Americans may find that
socialism is not an alien ideology but rather a natural extension of the ideals of
democracy, fairness, and collective well-being.

A transition toward socialist-oriented policies would not undermine American traditions but
would instead strengthen them, ensuring that the economy serves the many rather than
the few. In doing so, the promise of the American Dream—where every individual has a
fair chance to succeed—could finally be realized for all.

Understanding The Political Spectrum

Politics is the battle of ideas, and political philosophy defines the principles that guide how
societies should be governed.

From left to right, these ideologies shape policies, influence elections, and determine the
direction of nations.

While no philosophy is entirely rigid—many overlap and evolve—understanding their core
beliefs provides a roadmap to the modern political landscape.

The Left: Equality, Social Welfare, and Collective Action

Communism

On the far left, communism envisions a classless society where the means of
production—factories, land, and resources—are owned collectively. The state, in theory,
withers away as people share wealth equally. Inspired by Karl Marx, communist regimes
have historically centralized power in the government, controlling industries, wealth
distribution, and even daily life.

Policies: Government-run economy, elimination of private property, universal
employment, wealth redistribution.
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Socialism

Less extreme than communism, socialism seeks a balance between economic equality
and individual freedom. Socialists believe the government should regulate key industries,
such as healthcare and education, while allowing some private enterprise. They
emphasize social welfare programs and worker protections to prevent economic
exploitation.

Policies: universal healthcare, free or low-cost education, labor rights, progressive
taxation, public ownership of key industries.

Social Democracy

A middle ground between socialism and capitalism, social democracy embraces free
markets while ensuring the government provides a strong safety net. Popular in
Scandinavian countries, this philosophy maintains capitalism but uses high taxes to fund
extensive welfare programs.

Policies: Strong unions, public healthcare, universal basic income, environmental
protections, corporate regulations.

The Center: Balance, Pragmatism, and Incremental Change

Liberalism (Classical & Modern)

Liberalism champions individual rights, democracy, and free markets. Classical liberals
emphasize limited government and economic freedom, while modern liberals advocate for
state intervention to correct social inequalities.

Policies: civil liberties, free speech, private enterprise, government intervention to ensure
equal opportunity, moderate taxation.

Centrism

Centrists prioritize compromise and pragmatic governance over strict ideology. They pull
from both left and right, advocating for free markets while supporting social safety nets
and moderate reforms.

Policies: mixed-market economy, moderate taxation, incremental social progress,
bipartisan governance.
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The Right: Tradition, Free Markets, and Limited Government

Conservatism

Conservatives believe in preserving tradition, maintaining a limited government, and
promoting personal responsibility. Economic conservatives favor free markets, while
social conservatives prioritize cultural and religious values.

Policies: lower taxes, deregulation, strong national defense, restrictions on abortion,
opposition to expansive government programs.

Libertarianism

Libertarians prioritize personal freedom above all else. They oppose government
interference in both economic and personal matters, advocating for minimal taxation and
deregulation while supporting social liberties like free speech and same-sex marriage.

Policies: Free markets, small government, gun rights, decriminalization of drugs, reduced
government surveillance.

The Far Right: Nationalism, Authoritarianism, and Traditionalism

Fascism

On the extreme right, fascism rejects democracy in favor of a centralized, authoritarian
state. It glorifies nationalism, militarism, and strict social order. Fascist regimes often
suppress dissent, control the economy, and promote a single national or ethnic identity.

Policies: Strong authoritarian rule, state-controlled industry aligned with national goals,
suppression of opposition, nationalism, militarization of society.

How the Left and Right Took Shape in America

The political landscape of the United States has not always looked the way it does today.
If you traveled back in time to the 1860s, you would find the Republican Party fighting to
end slavery and expand civil rights, while the Democratic Party was largely controlled by
Southern conservatives who wanted to maintain the status quo.

Fast forward to the early 20th century, and you would see progressive Republicans
pushing for workers' rights and trust-busting to break up powerful monopolies, while many
Democrats remained skeptical of too much government interference in business.
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Yet today, the Republican Party is known for its conservative values, advocating for
limited government, lower taxes, and traditional social policies, while the Democratic Party
champions progressive causes, social welfare programs, and broader government
involvement in economic and social issues.

So how did we get here? The evolution of America’s political parties is a story of shifting
coalitions, changing priorities, and responses to the major events of history.

In the late 19th and early 20th centuries, the Republican Party, still the party of Abraham
Lincoln, was associated with economic modernization, infrastructure investment, and
expanding civil rights.

Meanwhile, the Democratic Party represented a mix of rural farmers, Southern
segregationists, and urban political machines.

But as the country industrialized, tensions grew within both parties.

The Progressive Era saw leaders from both sides—Republicans like Theodore Roosevelt
and Democrats like Woodrow Wilson—embrace reforms aimed at curbing corporate
power and improving workers' rights.

The Great Depression and the New Deal of the 1930s marked a major turning point.

Under Franklin D. Roosevelt, the Democratic Party embraced a vision of government
intervention in the economy to provide relief, recovery, and reform.

Social Security, public works programs, and labor protections reshaped the party’s
identity, attracting working-class Americans, minorities, and urban voters.

Meanwhile, many Republicans opposed these expansions of government power,
emphasizing free markets and individual responsibility.

Another major shift came during the Civil Rights Movement of the 1950s and 1960s.

While many Republicans had historically supported civil rights—after all, Lincoln had been
the first Republican president—the Democratic Party increasingly became the party of
civil rights under leaders like John F. Kennedy and Lyndon B. Johnson.

When Johnson signed the Civil Rights Act of 1964, many white Southern
Democrats—who had opposed desegregation—began shifting toward the Republican
Party.
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This realignment, often called the “Southern Strategy,” contributed to the modern partisan
divide on race, social justice, and government intervention.

By the 1980s, under the leadership of Ronald Reagan, the Republican Party fully
embraced the principles of limited government, lower taxes, deregulation, and a strong
national defense.

The Democratic Party, meanwhile, continued advocating for social programs,
environmental protections, and expanded rights for marginalized groups. While there
have always been exceptions—moderate

Democrats who support free markets or Republicans who advocate for social
programs—the broad ideological divide we see today became firmly established during
this era.
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How the Parties Align with Left and Right Today

In modern American politics, the Democratic Party aligns with the broader values of the
political left, while the Republican Party aligns with the political right.

These alignments shape their policies, priorities, and rhetoric.
The Democratic Left

The political left, represented primarily by the
Democratic Party, tends to support government
intervention in the economy to promote fairness and
opportunity.

Democrats advocate for higher taxes on the wealthy,
stronger labor protections, universal healthcare
access, environmental regulations, and expanded civil

rights.

They argue that a well-functioning government can and should play an active role in
ensuring that economic prosperity benefits everyone, not just the wealthy. On social
issues,

Democrats tend to favor progressive stances such as LGBTQ+ rights, abortion access,
and racial justice initiatives.

The Republican Right

The political right, represented primarily by the
Republican Party, generally favors limited government

and free-market economics.
* % X

Republicans advocate for lower taxes, reduced
regulation, and policies that prioritize economic growth
over government intervention.

They believe that excessive government involvement
stifles innovation and personal responsibility.

On social issues, Republicans tend to support more traditional values, oppose abortion
rights, emphasize religious liberty, and advocate for stricter immigration policies.



Many also support a strong military and a tough-on-crime approach to law enforcement.

The Reality: A More Complicated Picture

While it is easy to categorize the parties in broad terms, the reality is more complex. Many
Americans hold views that do not fit neatly into either party’s platform. A voter might
support gun rights (typically a Republican position) but also favor universal healthcare
(typically a Democratic position).

Another might favor tax cuts but also support stronger environmental protections. There
are also regional and cultural differences—Republicans in rural areas may have different
priorities than Republicans in suburban districts, just as Democrats in California may have
different policy views than Democrats in the Midwest.

Additionally, both parties contain internal factions. Within the Democratic Party, there are
centrist politicians who emphasize bipartisanship and business-friendly policies, as well
as progressives who advocate for major structural change. The Republican Party includes
traditional conservatives focused on economic policies, libertarians who want minimal
government involvement in all aspects of life, and populists who oppose globalization and
immigration.

Despite these differences, most Americans—whether they lean left or right—want many
of the same things: a stable economy, good jobs, strong national security, and a
government that works for the people. The challenge is that they often disagree on how to
achieve those goals.
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