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By MICHAEL GERSON
The Washington Post

“A signifi cant part of the 
Roma are unfi t for coexistence. 
These Roma are animals, and 
they behave like animals. ... Inar-
ticulate sounds pour out of their 
bestial skulls. ... These animals 
shouldn’t be allowed to exist. In 
no way. That needs to be solved 
– immediately and regardless of 
the method.”

These words were written, not 
in 1943, but in 2013. They are 
from an article by Zsolt Bayer, 
one of the founders of Hunga-
ry’s ruling party, Fidesz, and a 
friend of Prime Minister Viktor 
Orban. Bayer’s attitude toward 
the Roma (Gypsies) is part of a 
broader theory that big corpora-
tions, leftists, Jews and Muslim 
migrants are engaged in a con-
spiracy to undermine Hungar-
ian identity. “There are all kinds 
of weapons: traditional, chemi-
cal, atomic,” Bayer argues. “And 
now we see that there are also ra-
cial weapons. This is the weapon 
that they, the ‘invisible hands,’ 
have employed against Europe 
and against the white race.”

Orban is not quite so blunt, 
but he seems more than willing 
to gather the political benefi t 
of ethno-nationalism. “We, the 
Hungarians of national solidar-
ity,” he has said, “must squeeze 
all disunity out of Hungarian 
life.”

Hostility to outsiders, of 
course, pre-existed the politi-
cal movement taking advantage 
of  it. But what role does lead-
ership play in encouraging this 
attitude? This has been a topic 
of recent research by Emile Bru-
neau of the University of Penn-
sylvania and Nour Kteily of 
Northwestern University. They 
have devised an appropriately 
offensive scale on which to mea-
sure blatant dehumanization. In 
September 2014, a representa-
tive sample of Hungarians was 
asked to place Muslim migrants 
somewhere on the familiar “as-
cent of man” scientifi c illustra-
tion – the one showing the grad-
ual development from monkey 
to Homo sapiens. The same sur-
vey was done in October 2015. 
In a little over a year, the level of 
blatant dehumanization in Hun-
gary doubled.

There are a number of pos-
sible explanations. But Bruneau 
postulates that political rhetoric 
played a role. “When people see 
this as normative,” he told me, 
“they are more likely to express 
themselves.”

Bruneau has also studied 
the disturbing neuroscience of 
bigotry. One might expect de-
humanization to light up emo-
tional, pre-rational parts of the 
limbic system. Instead, he says, 
“it is deeply seated in the cor-
tex, in a reasoned cognitive re-
sponse.” Viewing others as less 

than human involves a very con-
scious and deliberate decision.

“Dehumanization,” argues 
Bruneau, “morally disengages 
us.” Most humans hold to a 
morality that forbids harm to 
other humans. But if someone 
is regarded as less than human, 
those moral rules no longer ap-
ply. This rationalization is what 
allows people who commit geno-
cide to go home, kiss their chil-
dren and sleep at night. It is also 
what leads Bayer to say: “Who-
ever runs over a Gypsy child is 
acting correctly if he gives no 
thought to stopping and steps 
hard on the accelerator.”

How does this relate to U.S. 
politics? In a survey of Ameri-
cans conducted by Bruneau and 
Kteily, the dehumanization of 
Muslims (as you’d expect) was a 
strong predictor of support for 
policies such as carpet bombing 
in the Middle East or denying 
visas to Muslims. “Conserva-
tism does predict some support 
for these positions,” says Bru-
neau, “but dehumanization goes 
above and beyond this. It is more 
strongly predictive than political 
ideology.”

Blatant dehumanization was 
also more strongly correlated 
with support for Donald Trump 
than for any other candidate.

If political leadership can 
increase dehumanization – as 
the evidence seems to indicate 
– Trump is guilty of it. He has 

falsely asserted that “thousands 
and thousands” of Muslims 
cheered after the World Trade 
Center came down and that 
Syrian refugees are entering 
America with “cellphones with 
ISIS fl ags on them.” He has 
called for a ban on Muslim mi-
gration and the establishment of 
a database to track Muslims in 
the U.S. “I want surveillance of 
these people,” Trump has said. 
And: “We’re going to have to do 
things that we never did before.”

Trump has turned legitimate 
concerns about terrorism into 
the indictment of a religion. In 
his rhetoric, the distinction be-
tween “these people” and the 
American “we” is clear enough. 
But there is a problem, other 
than the obvious ethical one. 
Bruneau and Kteily also sur-
veyed Muslim Americans. And 
the more they feel dehumanized, 
the less likely they are to report 
activities that might be related to 
radicalization.

This is a vicious and danger-
ous cycle: Dehumanizing rheto-
ric, leading to distrust of gov-
ernment and law enforcement, 
contributing to tragedies that 
feed dehumanizing rhetoric. 
Both our ideals and our safety 
are compromised when politi-
cians provide permission for 
bigotry.

Michael Gerson is a columnist for The Wash-
ington Post. Charles Krauthammer is on vaca-
tion.

This fall, Purdue Univer-
sity undergrads will welcome 
two things: their parents wav-
ing goodbye and their tuition 
bills frozen for the fourth 
straight year – with a fi fth tu-
ition freeze coming for under-
grads in 2017-18. Purdue un-
der effi ciency-wise President 
Mitch Daniels is showing col-
leges across the nation how to 
control costs, restrain tuition 
increases and still provide a 
quality education.

But across the country, col-
lege tuition remains ruinously 
high for many students who 
graduate with staggering debt 
loads. Thousands of  young 
people wind up defaulting on 
those loans, wrecking their 
credit. Many more delay their 
lives – marriage, buying a home 
or starting a business – because 
of  their onerous debt burden.

Is there a better way to help 
students afford college and its 
aftermath?

Daniels thinks so. He has 
launched “Back a Boiler,” an 
innovative program for stu-
dents to fi nance their educa-
tion and get a job without 
a crushing debt-repayment 
schedule. The concept is called 
an income-share agreement – 
fi rst proposed by famed Uni-
versity of  Chicago economist 
Milton Friedman in the 1950s.

Here’s how it works:
A student needs, say, $20,000 

for tuition. Instead of  borrow-
ing it via private or federal 
sources and then being on the 
hook to pay it back with inter-
est after graduation, the stu-
dent instead signs an income-
share agreement.

The Purdue Research Foun-
dation, a nonprofi t that serves 
the mission of  Purdue, fronts 
that student the $20,000. In 

exchange, the student prom-
ises to pay a set percentage of 
his or her post-college income 
over the next nine years or 
fewer.

The terms – payments and 
length of  payback – vary ac-
cording to the student’s major 
and her post-college job pros-
pects. A chemical engineering 
major is projected to earn a 
higher salary and would pay 
a lower percentage of  her in-
come. A history major would 
pay a higher percentage on his 
lower estimated salary.

If  students snag better jobs 
and earn more, the payback 
would be higher because each 
graduate’s repayment percent-
age remains the same. The op-
posite is also true: If  they earn 
less that the original projec-
tion, the paybacks would be 
lower.

If  a student remains un-
employed or earns less than 
$20,000 a year for the entire 
term of  the contract, he would 
pay nothing. That’s right. 
Zilch.

Overall, students cannot 
pay more than 2.5 times the 
amount of  the contract. Yes, 
students who land lucrative 
jobs could pay more than they 
would if  they had taken out 
conventional private loans. 
That would be a windfall for 
the foundation, which plans 
to plow most of  the proceeds 
back into the program to help 
more students afford Purdue.

It’s easy to see the appeal 
here: Grads can count on af-
fordable payments for a lim-
ited time, no matter their in-
come after college. There is no 
specifi c amount that must be 
paid back and thus no interest. 
Students never face a mount-
ing loan balance that they may 

never be able to repay.
No debt collectors. No 

threats. No defaults.
As Daniels wrote in a Wash-

ington Post op-ed: “If  the 
graduate earns less than ex-
pected, it is the investors who 
are disappointed; if  the stu-
dent decides to go off  to fi nd 
himself  in Nepal instead of 
working, the loss is entirely on 
the funding providers, who will 
presumably price that risk ac-
cordingly when offering their 
terms. This is true ‘debt-free’ 
college.”

Well, not exactly. Students 
still are on the hook to ful-
fi ll their agreement. Purdue 
is betting, and so are we, that 
students won’t resolutely turn 
their backs on paychecks for 
years and loll on the beach 
to avoid paying a reasonable 
chunk of  earnings back to the 
foundation.

Income-share agreements 
have a track record of  suc-
cess in Mexico and other Latin 
American countries, Daniels 
says. They have been tried spo-
radically in the U.S. but on a 
smaller scale than Purdue’s 
program.

The Purdue Research Foun-
dation just started accepting 
applications May 2. Offi cials 
there tell us they won’t know 
for several years if  the program 
is a success. But we’re rooting 
for it. ISAs could offer immea-
surable relief  to many Purdue 
students – and their parents. 
And, we imagine, the program 
could become a much-copied 
model for other colleges.

Will battalions of  Boiler-
makers take advantage of 
ISAs? Given Daniels’ history 
of  savvy fi nancial moves at 
Purdue, we say: Bet on it.

– Chicago Tribune

Will there be blood?
That question has gone 

conspicuously unasked as we enu-
merate the possible outcomes of 
November’s election. The potential 
impact on the nation’s economy, its 
foreign policy and its standing in 
the world have all been duly ana-
lyzed. But there has been little, if  
any, discussion of  the potential for 
violence.

It is, of  course, Donald Trump’s 
name on the ballot that neces-
sitates the discussion. His rallies 
have erupted into brawls with de-
pressing frequency; his followers 
assaulting demonstrators while he 
eggs them on.

And then, there’s 
this: Last year, two 
South Boston broth-
ers – Scott and Steve 
Leader – were ar-
rested after allegedly 
peeing in the face of 
a homeless, 58-year-
old Mexican immi-
grant sleeping on a 
bench. They beat him with a metal 
pole, breaking his nose. Authori-
ties say Scott Leader explained 
himself  thusly: “Donald Trump 
was right. All these illegals need to 
be deported.”

Trump’s initial response was sim-
ply to note that his followers “love 
this country and they want this 
country to be great again. They are 
passionate.” If  that is the sort of 
“passion” a few rallies and speech-
es incite, how much worse would 
it be in the event – God help us 
all – of  an actual Trump victory? 
How emboldened in their bully-
boy behavior would people like the 
Leader brothers become with one 
of  their own in the White House?

And that’s not even the worst-
case scenario. What if  the far 
more likely thing happens? What 
if  Trump loses? His followers are 
already fi lled with fury and an ex-
aggerated sense of  their own vic-
timhood and entitlement. What 
happens if  an embarrassingly em-
phatic repudiation is added to that 
mix?

Hate crimes might be the least of 
our problems. The greater worry 
might be terrorism.

In a nation conditioned to think 
of  terrorism as the exclusive prov-
ince of  Muslim fanatics with dif-
fi cult names, the idea will strike 
some as ridiculous. But to be san-
guine about the danger of  radical 
right violence is to pretend Cliven 
Bundy’s armed standoff  in Nevada 
and the armed takeover of  federal 
property in Oregon never hap-
pened. And it is to ignore a litany 
of  radical right terror plots enact-
ed or interdicted in recent years.

From the Oklahoma City bomb-
ing to the Atlanta Olympics bomb-
ing to a New York state plot to 
murder Muslims by radiation poi-
soning, to a massacre at an Afri-
can-American church in Charles-
ton, to the attempted bombing of 
a Martin Luther King Day parade 
in Spokane, to the crashing of  an 
airplane into an IRS offi ce in Aus-
tin to a mass shooting at a Planned 
Parenthood facility in Colorado 
Springs to, literally, dozens more, 
the radical right has hardly been 
shy about using violence to fright-
en people as a means of  achieving 
their political goals – the diction-
ary defi nition of  terrorism.

Small wonder Mark Potok, 
editor of  Intelligence Report, the 
magazine of  the Southern Poverty 
Law Center, does not laugh off  
the possibility of  violence from 
aggrieved supporters of  Donald 
Trump. Radical right terror, he 
says, “is a worry anyway, as we go 
through this huge demographic 
transition in the United States. 
But the thing about Trump’s vot-
ers is that they are angry, they are 
riled up, and they are expecting to 
win.” If  and when they don’t, he 
says, terrorism might well be their 
response.

It’s not as unthinkable as some 
of  us will want to believe. Too of-
ten, as the right has descended into 
tribalistic incoherence, the rest of 
us have underestimated the crazy, 
baselessly reassuring ourselves that 
they’ll go this far, but surely no 
further. And too often, we’ve been 
wrong. Maybe it’s time to abandon 
baseless reassurance. Maybe it’s 
time to take crazy at face value.

Will there be blood? Here’s a bet-
ter question:

Will you honestly be surprised if  
there is?

Leonard Pitts is a columnist for The Miami Her-
ald. His email is: lpitts@miamiherald.com.

Trump’s         
presence in 
race ups the    
possibility       

for violence

LMC board was wise to 
address problem head on

Editor,
As a former board mem-

ber and board chair of Lake 
Michigan College, I know 
about some of the challeng-
ing decisions trustees are 
presented with on a regular 
basis. These dedicated public 
stewards volunteer count-
less hours and expertise to 
protecting one of our com-
munity’s greatest resources. 
Choosing an individual with 
the ability to lead effectively 
is not easy. What would have 
been easy is if the board had 
chosen to look the other way 
when the problems began to 
surface with Jennifer Spiel-
vogel. Instead, they identifi ed 
a problem, practiced due 
diligence, took decisive ac-
tion, and effi ciently handled 
the situation. They took a 
preemptive strike against 
what could have been a devas-
tating chapter in the college’s 
history.

Of extreme importance is 
the nation’s concern about 
the rising cost of attending 
state colleges, and I believe 
college tuition will continue 
to increase in the years ahead. 
Furthermore, I think it will be 
very diffi cult to pass legisla-
tion to subsidize individuals 
to attend state colleges.

Therefore, in my opinion, 
community colleges will begin 
to play a larger role in provid-
ing education and training 
beyond high school. It will be 
necessary for community col-
leges to fi ll the gap for career-
focused degrees which will 
enable students to fi ll jobs in 
our community and beyond. 
In the future, the offerings 
of community colleges will 
parallel state colleges. This is 
a very important issue which 
I am very sure could happen, 
and we as a community need 
to support the operations and 
growth of LMC.

Community colleges don’t 
need to be the “other” choice 
for anyone choosing to go to 
college. LMC is doing great 
work, the faculty and the 
board are dedicated, and I 
trust this recent episode will 
not dampen their fortitude 
while guiding the exciting and 
important projects which are 
in progress or the communi-
ty’s support for these projects.

Merlin Hanson
Former Lake Michigan 
College Board Member              

and Chairman
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