Finding Their Own Obama

From David Harsinyi at The Federalist, Admit It. You Just Want
Your Own Dictator:

Trump’s entire case is propelled by the notion that a single
(self-identified) competent, strong-willed president, without
any perceptible deference to the foundational ideals of the
nation, will be able to smash any cultural or political
obstacles standing in the way of making America Great Again.

But this is certainly not the first time we’ve seen voters
adopt a cultish reverence for a strong-willed presidential
candidate without any perceptible deference to the
foundational ideals of the country whose personal charisma
was supposed to shatter obstacles standing in the way of
making America great again. Many of the same people anxious
about the authoritarian overtones of Trump’s appeal were
unconcerned about the intense adulation that adoring crowds
showered on Obama 1in 2008, though the spectacle featured
similarly troubling signs—the iconography, the messianic
messaging, and the implausible promises of government-
produced comfort and safety. Just as President Trump fans
will judge every person on how nice or mean they are to
Trump, so too, those rooting against Obama were immediately
branded unpatriotic or racist.

Obama’s inevitable failure to live up to the hype has had
many repercussions, and none of them healthy.

One: the hypocrisy of liberalism, which only a few years
before was lamenting how W.’s abuses had destroyed the
republic, now justify Obama’s numerous executive overreaches
because they correspond with liberal political aims. Obama’s
argument—and thus, the contention of his fans—seems to pivot
on the notion that the president has a moral imperative to
“act” on his favored policies because the law-making branch
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of government refuses to do so. That is weird. This reasoning
will almost certainly bemodus operandi for presidents unable
to push through their own agendas—which, considering where
the country is headed, will be every president.
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Three: many one-time small-government conservatives,
frustrated with president’s success and the impotence and
corruption of their party (often a legitimate complaint, but
often an overestimation of politicians can accomplish) are
interested in finding their own Obama—or what they imagine
Obama is: which is to say, a dictator.



