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MANCHESTER, N.H. — 
The biparti-
san moment 
has come, 
and gone, in 
Washington.

Forget 
about  the 
budget 
agreement 

President Donald J. Trump 
sculpted with Democratic 
leaders in early September. 
Put aside the accord the 
president and Senate Minor-
ity Leader Chuck Schumer 
and House Minority Leader 
Nancy Pelosi formed over a 
White House dinner a few 
days later. There are no more 
signs that bipartisanship has 
broken out in Washington 
than there are indications 
Kim Jong Un is abandoning 
his nuclear missile plans.

Just because Trump is 
a president who won the 
Republican presidential 
nomination does not make 
him a Republican president; 
John Tyler was elected to the 
vice presidency in 1840 on 
the Whig ticket, but when he 
ascended to the White House 
after the death of William 
Henry Harrison, he did not 
comport himself as a Whig 
president.

At his core, Trump is more 
rebel than Republican, more 
provocateur than politician.

And while a political 
novice occupies the White 
House, the professionals up 
on Capitol Hill remain mys-
tified by his instincts and 
impulses, some of which 
— for the briefest breath in 
time — seemed to indicate a 
presidential willingness to 

abandon House Speaker Paul 
D. Ryan and Senate Majority 
Leader Mitch McConnell to 
embrace their Democratic 
counterparts.

But overlooked amid the 
shock emerging from the 
agreement with his Demo-
cratic rivals — political 
figures he had demeaned, 
derided and dismissed — 
was the fact that Trump may 
have talked about bipartisan-
ship but, because he was not 
negotiating with both par-
ties, was not practicing it.

Indeed, Trump, whose 
Republicans hold a 240-194 
majority in the House and a 
52-48 advantage in the Sen-
ate, was not negotiating with 
Republicans at all. He was 
negotiating with one party, 
and, as former Reagan White 
House Chief of Staff Kenneth 
Duberstein said in a tele-
phone conversation the other 
afternoon, “You have to get 
both sides together to have 
bipartisanship, and talking 
with one side doesn’t do it.”

The notion of bipartisan-
ship is more than a philo-
sophical concept in American 
politics. Just last week, as 
Republicans pressed, and 
failed, for the third time to 
overturn Obamacare, an 
early bellwether of the fate 
of the effort came with the 
refusal of Sen. John McCain 
to side with the Republican 
repeaters. McCain, the GOP 
presidential nominee eight 
years before Trump cap-
tured the prize, said that 
legislation to alter one-sev-
enth of the American econ-
omy “requires a bipartisan 
approach.”

McCain’s relationships 
across the partisan aisle 
have been productive over 

the years. In 1993, the Ari-
zona Republican and Mas-
sachusetts Democratic Sen. 
John F. Kerry, both veter-
ans of the Vietnam conflict, 
embarked on a joint mission 
to the Hanoi prison where 
McCain was held for six 
years, producing a cease-fire 
in the war of recriminations 
growing out of that country. 
With Sen. Russ Feingold, 
a Wisconsin Democrat, he 
won a landmark campaign 
finance overhaul 15 years 
ago. So it was with a plea for 
bipartisanship that McCain 
doomed the Obamacare 
repeal effort:

“We should not be content 
to pass health care legisla-
tion on a party-line basis, 
as Democrats did when they 
rammed Obamacare through 
Congress in 2009. If we do 

so, our success could be as 
short-lived as theirs when 
the political winds shift, as 
they regularly do.”

Trump may be less an 
operative and more an 
opportunist — not always a 
pejorative term, as Frank-
lin Roosevelt and Richard 
Nixon, both accomplished 
schemers and rule-breakers, 
demonstrated. The president 
may have moved toward the 
Democrats merely because, 
as George Washington Uni-
versity political scientist 
Sarah A. Binder put it, “the 
Democrats had some lever-
age: votes the president 
needed.”

That confederation of con-
venience was as artificial as 
the World War II partner-
ship between the Western 
allies and the Soviet Union 

— an arrangement that 
Winston Churchill called 
a Grand Alliance, but that 
Adolf Hitler characterized 
as an “unnatural coalition” 
and that the British histo-
rian Max Hastings termed a 
“great charade.” At least the 
World War II alliance lasted 
four years and produced a 
victory that changed, and 
saved, the world.

But Trump’s sometimes-
partnership with the Repub-
licans makes no sense 
either. He is more alienated 
than ever from McConnell, 
and he and Ryan, who have 
sparred repeatedly since 
Trump emerged as a cred-
ible presidential candidate, 
seem to have contempt for 
each other. Meanwhile, Sen. 
Jeff Flake, McCain’s fellow 
Arizona Republican, has 
published a book excoriat-
ing Trump. And here in New 
Hampshire, likely Repub-
lican voters surveyed in an 
August poll indicated that a 
majority favored Gov. John 
Kasich of Ohio, who finished 
a distant second to Trump, 
for president in 2020.

“A lot depends on what 
happens in the 2018 midterm 
elections,” says former state 
Attorney General Thomas 
D. Rath, an important New 
Hampshire campaign strate-
gist vigorously recruited by 
presidential candidates for 
the first primary of the politi-
cal season.

At least the Whigs of 1840, 
understanding their dif-
ferences, created no party 
platform.

Trump’s best chance to 
repair his alliance with 
Republicans is a massive 
overhaul of the tax code, an 
effort that almost certainly 

will return the Democratic 
leadership into strong oppo-
sition and will prompt Pelosi 
and Schumer to characterize 
the Republicans as tools of 
the wealthy and of business 
interests.

All this underscores the 
frustration that Trump has 
fostered in Washington — 
and that he surely feels 
about Washington.

“Political parties are a mar-
velous mechanism, which, on 
the national scale, ensures 
that not a single mind can 
attend to the effort of per-
ceiving, in public affairs, 
what is good, what is just, 
what is true,” the French 
philosopher and political 
activist Simone Weil wrote 
in a landmark book, “On the 
Abolition of All Political Par-
ties,” published in Paris in 
1957. “As a result — except 
for a very small number of 
fortuitous coincidences — 
nothing is decided, nothing 
is executed, but measures 
that run contrary to the pub-
lic interest, to justice and to 
truth. If one were to entrust 
the organization of public 
life to the devil, he could not 
invent a more clever device.”

Perhaps Weil — an anar-
chist and onetime Marxist 
who harbored Leon Trotsky 
in a Paris apartment — is 
the political lodestar for 
Trump, who until now has 
been identified with no 
known political philosophy, 
nor political party. It is hard 
to guess which of the two 
would be more bewildered, 
or horrified.

North Shore native and 
Putlitzer Prize winner 
David M. Shribman is execu-
tive editor of the Pittsburgh 
Post-Gazette.

The fleeting feeling of bipartisan bliss
David M. Shribman

Letters to the editor

To the editor:
In the Sept. 15 edition of 

the Gloucester Daily Times, 
an opinion piece was pub-
lished titled “Climate change 
another fact for team Trump 
to conveniently ignore,” by 
Ann McFeatters, a columnist 
for the Tribune News Ser-
vice. She says, “Scientists 
have figured out that hur-
ricanes are stronger, bigger 
and more dangerous because 
warming ocean temperatures 
spawn monster storms. Cli-
mate change, worsened 
by burning fossil fuels, is 

warming oceans. Storms will 
get worse.”

McFeatters then says, “But, 
friends, this is not a matter 
of religious-like belief. Facts 
are facts or they wouldn’t 
be facts.” And, she goes on 
to state that these facts are 
being ignored by the Trump 
administration.

The problem is that her 
facts are not correct. When 
one looks at the federal gov-
ernment’s historical hurri-
cane data, the truth is that 
Harvey and Irma were not 
at all unusual. In fact, the 

official data available from 
NOAA, clearly shows that 
hurricanes are not becoming 
more numerous or more pow-
erful when they make land-
fall in the U.S., negating the 
key point of her argument.

N O A A ’ s  H u r r i c a n e 
Research Division maintains 
a database of all the Hurri-
canes that impacted the U.S. 
mainland from 1851 to 2016. 
Harvey and Irma have not 
yet been added to the official 
database, but news reports 
indicate that, at landfall, 
both had maximum winds of 

about 115 knots or 135 miles 
per hour. This puts them on 
the low end of Category 4 on 
the Safir-Simpson Hurricane 
Wind Scale (131 to 150 mph). 
There are 14 hurricanes in 
the NOAA hurricanedData-
base that were stronger than 
these two, and 10 others that 
tied them.

A more detailed inspection 
of the NOAA Hurricane data 
base shows that, in the 160 
years between 1850 and 2010, 
there was an average of 17 
hurricanes per decade that 
made landfall in the U.S. Of 

these, an average of five per 
decade, or about one-third, 
were Category 3 or higher.

If one compares those long-
term averages to the last 40 
years (1970 to 2010), there 
were fewer hurricanes, 15 
per decade compared to 17 
per decade for the previous 
160 years. And, on average, 
five per decade of Category 
3 or higher. This is the same 
average as that for the last 
160 years.

So, the data shows the 
opposite of what is being 
claimed by Ms. McFeatters 

and other climate change 
zealots. Hurricanes are not 
becoming more frequent or 
of higher intensity due to cli-
mate change.

Those who advocate that 
climate change is occurring 
at an alarming rate, is man-
made and that drastic, expen-
sive actions need to be taken 
to avert disaster, are free to 
make their points. But, they 
need to be sure that their 
“facts” are true, or they lose 
all their credibility.

ANTHONY J. MAROLDA
Gloucester 

Fact checking a climate change zealot
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David C. Olson
Editor

When I started my career 
as a civil rights attorney more 
than 32 years ago, my first 
job involved elder advocacy. I 
quickly learned that the most 
vulnerable elders — those 
who live in nursing homes 
— were often subjected to 
abuse and neglect, shortening 
their lives and making them 
miserable.

As if navigating Social 
Security, Medicare and Med-
icaid were not challenges 
enough.

By the early 1990s, the fed-
eral Older Americans Act was 
amended by Congress, requir-
ing all states to have legal 
counsel for their ombudsman 
programs. Shortly thereafter, 
I became the first attorney to 
hold this position in Wiscon-
sin. My charge was to help 
elders and people with dis-
abilities assert their rights 

to be free from abuse and 
neglect in long-term-care 
facilities.

Along with other advocates, 
I worked to protect vulner-
able elders and people with 
disabilities, and pushed to 
improve regulatory standards 
and enforcement. I learned 
that regulatory bodies mainly 
focus on compliance, leaving 
victims of abuse and neglect 
without compensation for the 
harm they suffered.

When I started a private 
practice representing vic-
tims of abuse and neglect, it 
became clear that obtaining 
monetary damages for these 
victims was vitally important 
to them and their families. It 
also served to further qual-
ity care, since neither nurs-
ing homes nor their insurers 
enjoyed making large pay-
outs to victims of abuse and 
neglect.

But in the age of Donald 
Trump, even vulnerable 

elders are under attack. The 
nursing home industry, with 
the president’s support, has 
proposed lifting an Obama-
era rule that prohibits nurs-
ing homes from insisting that 
all disputes get resolved by 

arbitration. If this change 
goes through, a critical piece 
of private enforcement to 
protect vulnerable people 
who live in institutions will 
be neutered.

R e m a r k a b l y,  t h e s e 

proposed reduction of nurs-
ing home residents’ rights fly 
in the face of ongoing abuse 
and neglect of residents of 
long-term-care facilities. A 
recent report found that more 
than one-quarter of serious 
nursing home abuse incidents 
are not reported to the police, 
as required. Shockingly, all of 
these incidents involved inju-
ries so severe as to require 
emergency room care.

Elders also face perils due 
to natural disasters caused 
by climate change. Approxi-
mately 71 percent of Hur-
ricane Katrina victims were 
older than 60. In response, the 
Center for Disease Control 
urged disaster planners to 
take steps to protect vulner-
able older adults.

Yet when Hurricane Irma 
hit Florida, knocking out 
power for much of the state, 
nine residents of a nursing 
home died of heat-related 
causes. Their facility hadn’t 

invested in emergency power 
generators. This disaster 
caused Florida Gov. Rick 
Scott to announce new rules 
requiring all nursing homes 
and assisted-living facilities 
to have sufficient generator 
capacity to keep their facili-
ties and residents cool for 
96 hours in case of a power 
outage.

Yet even the best planning 
and new protective rules will 
not protect every vulnerable 
nursing home resident. That 
means victims must have 
recourse to the courts to 
obtain compensation and to 
hold long-term-care facilities 
accountable.

Advocates for these vulner-
able residents of long term 
care facilities must keep up 
the fight to resist removal of 
their legal protections.

Jeff Spitzer-Resnick is a 
civil rights attorney who runs 
Systems Change Consulting 
in Madison, Wisconsin. 

Nursing home residents need protection
Jeff Spitzer-Resnick

AP Photo/Evan Vucci
President Donald Trump pauses during a Sept. 6 meeting with, 
from left, Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell, R-Ky., 
Senate Minority Leader Chuck Schumer, D-N.Y., House Minority 
Leader Nancy Pelosi, D-Calif., and other Congressional leaders 
in the Oval Office of the White House

 AP file photo/ John McCall, South Florida Sun-Sentinel
Police surround the Rehabilitation Center in Hollywood Hills, 
Florida. Nine elderly patients died after being kept inside a 
nursing home that turned into a sweatbox when Hurricane 
Irma kn via AP, Focked out its air conditioning for three days.

At his core, Trump is more rebel than 
Republican, more provocateur than politician.
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