Debate Donal Trump 
3- A favor 
Economic consequences
 
The president-elect of the United States appeals to the impoverished middle classes since the Great Crisis, with an economic model that shows difficulties in offering well-being and security to large majorities. Economic Trumpism will pivot on trade wars, deregulation and tax cuts

Donald Trump offers a vision of rentier capitalism that has seduced many heads of industry and finance. While he may fulfill his wishes for more tax cuts and less regulation, it won't be good for everyone else. 
As the crucial US presidential election approached, both Donald Trump and his acolytes uttered increasingly radical promises about what they would do in power. But those promises – for example, those related to fiscal policy – ​​will inevitably be broken during his second time in the White House. It is mathematically impossible to cut taxes for corporations and billionaires, sustain basic defense and Social.

Security programs, and lower the deficit, all at the same time.
Some of the most implausible promises of Trump's campaign came from Elon Musk, who claims to know how to cut $2 trillion from the federal budget. That's saying a lot for someone whose companies rely so heavily on government contracts and bailouts (without the $465 million loan it received from the Obama administration, Tesla might well have gone bankrupt).
Musk's statements reveal ignorance in both economic and political matters. Their proposals represented a cut of about a third of government spending – eight times more than what the General Accountability Office (the government's internal watchdog) estimates constitutes waste or fraud. Among other things, the United States would have to cut all “discretionary” spending on defense, health, education, and the Treasury and Commerce Departments, as well as slash Social Security, Medicare, and other well-established and widely popular programs.

Such savage cuts mean Trump would have to persuade Congress to make major changes to these programs. But wait seated. Trump already had four years to dismantle the “administrative state” when he was president and he didn't do it. Now he is making populist promises that would increase (not reduce) the deficit – more than $7.5 trillion over the next ten years.

These traumatic cuts would have devastating effects on the US economy and society. Slash and burn policies end up failing. In the same way that US Treasury Secretary Andrew Mellon's cuts strategy during Herbert Hoover's presidency contributed to the Great Depression, austerity policies in the United Kingdom under 14 years of Conservative government have led to a decade and stagnation average.

3- Contra 
Donald Trump does not respect women.
Trump has made many offensive comments about women over the years. Some examples: In 1992, Trump told New York Magazine, “You have to treat them like shit,” and that's how he has treated the women in his life, women like Megyn Kelly and working women who have faced sexual harassment in the job, saying they should “find another
career".
Women now make up 47% of the workforce; In 40% of households, women are the sole or main breadwinners of the family. And women are the majority in the electorate. Trump is following his own advice and treating women
like shit But that's a lot of voters.


Racismo y xenofobico 

"I will never retire. I have never retired in my life." With these words, Donald Trump made it clear that he will not abandon the United States presidential election race after the scandal unleashed by a 2005 recording in which he is heard expressing obscene comments about women.
In an interview Saturday, Trump said: "No, I'm not giving up this race. I have enormous support."
The storm broke out on Friday when The Washington Post published a recording in which Trump is heard telling television host Billy Bush: "You can do whatever you want to (women) when you're a star."
The New York businessman also boasts of trying to have sex with a married woman as well as kissing and touching other women.


First, Donald Trump's support in the 2016 campaign was clearly fueled by racism, sexism, and xenophobia. While some observers have explained Trump's success as a result of economic anxiety, data shows that anti-immigrant sentiment, racism and sexism are much more strongly related to support for Trump. Trump's much-discussed voting advantage with non-college-educated whites is misleading; When accounting for racism and sexism, the educational gap among whites in the 2016 election returns to levels typical of previous elections since 2000. Trump did not do especially well with non-college-educated whites, in comparison with other Republicans. He did especially well with white people who express sexist views about women and who deny that racism exists.
Even more alarming, there is a clear correlation between Trump campaign events and incidents of prejudicial violence. FBI data shows that since Trump's election there has been an anomalous increase in hate crimes concentrated in counties where Trump won by larger margins. It was the second largest increase in hate crimes in the 25 years for which data is available, surpassed only by the increase after September 11, 2001. Although hate crimes are typically more frequent in the summer, in 2016 They peaked in the fourth quarter (October-December). This new and higher rate of hate crimes continued throughout 2017.
The association between Trump and hate crimes is not limited to the election itself. Another study, based on data collected by the Anti-Defamation League, shows that counties that hosted a Trump campaign rally in 2016 saw hate crime rates more than double compared to similar counties that did not host a rally.
The data analysis discussed above has focused on correlations; They suggest a link between Trump and racist attitudes and behavior, but do not actually prove that one leads to the other. However, there is also causal evidence to point to. In the experiments, being exposed to Trump's rhetoric actually increases expressions of prejudice. In a 2017 survey, researchers randomly exposed some respondents to racist comments from the president, such as:
"When Mexico sends its people, it's not sending its best. They're sending people who have a lot of problems... They're bringing drugs. They're bringing crime. They're rapists. And some, I guess, are good people."

Disminución de educación publica
No surprise from a man whose only foray into “education,” Trump University, was a scam so brazen that multiple states launched investigations.
Trump wants to take $20 billion of existing federal dollars to fund private school voucher programs. He says his $20 billion program would provide vouchers for 11 million students to attend the schools of their choice, but the reality is it will mean that every dollar now spent on disadvantaged kids, English language learners and students with special needs would be redirected out of public education. If you do the math, his plan would harm 10 stu- dents for every 1 student it covers.
Vouchers don’t boost student achievement or improve opportunities for kids from low-income families; they take needed money from public schools while failing to offer greater educational resources.

