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It’s interesting to speculate about what Buchanan has done either to or for the Republican party.  Depending on whether you view the Republicans as a party of excuses or a party of answers, he has either hurt them badly or given them the opportunity to shine.  Let me explain.





His primary message of less government appeals to all Americans, regardless of political party.  His other message is that the working man, i.e. middle class and down, has been neglected, hurt, and abandoned in the current “global competition” contest. This  has hit a sensitive nerve in a large segment of the American population.  





His party, as well as the Democrats, has had to recognize that he hit that nerve.  It’s an issue they were trying to make believe didn’t exist, but he has shown that it does.  And it’s a hot issue.  But, what can they do about it?  And that is the Republican’s dilemma.





There are basically only two ways to help those who have been hurt.  We’re talking about those who have been financially hurt by downsizing and/or the lack of higher paying jobs.  Either the government can help, or the private sector can help.  Either way, it’s going to cost someone money.





If they choose government, that would be a complete turn around from their basic position that government is the problem not the answer.  It would result in a new, expensive and possibly intrusive governmental role.  This would go against their policy to make government smaller, their policy to balance the budget, and their policy to reduce government’s regulation of the private sector.





The other alternative, to ask/expect the private sector to solve the problem, would cause a completely different set of problems.  





The biggest one would be setting a precedent that the private sector is responsible for problems outside of a particular business’s day to day operations.  This would require whole industries to develop guidelines or, worse, rules affecting layoffs and pay scales.  It could involve a relationship between stock values, profits and responsibilities to workers.  This is heavy stuff.





The result of all this is to turn the spotlight on the Republicans’ ability or inability to actually solve a problem.  As the minority party, this hasn’t been their responsibility for the past forty years.  If the Democratic party is the party of “too much," the Republican party is the party of “too little."  The Democrats are perhaps too quick to jump in with a solution to something the country hasn’t decided is a problem.  The Republicans, in their minimalism, don’t recognize any social problem as theirs and won’t propose any solution that can’t be summed up by, “Let the market decide."  Remember the national health plan debate.





The issues of jobs, job security and job anxiety are issues that can’t be ignored.  No matter what happens to Buchanan in the primaries, these issues will be considered much more important than Whitewater by most of the voters in November.





I see the current attitude of the voters towards both parties as, “Solve our problems or get out of the way and let someone else have a try."  The Contract with America has shown the public there is a big difference between saying something in sound bite form that seems good and developing a detailed method to implement that statement.  Both parties are suspect, in that, just saying the right sounding phrases isn’t good enough anymore.





While I personally don’t like Buchanan and the rigid positions he takes,  I must admit I think, “Here’s the man who will do in detail what he says he’ll do in sound bites."  Unless the Democrats start getting more effective and the Republicans start getting more sensitive to the general population,  Buchanan could be a third party candidate.   

















 





