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Introduction
Daniel Ziblatt and Steven Levitsky have raised claims on the decline of American democracy under the influence of president trump. His policies and public critiques on media have raised concerns on the future of American democracy as per the two professors. During their interview with Dave Davies at “FRESH AIR” Stephen Levitsky, said that president trump is a sign of deeper decay that might happen to the American democracy. He claimed that since the closure of World War II, democracies have died under the hands of democratically elected leaders who undermine their opposition and the press. They compared the Turkish situation under president Erdogan, who has suppressed all his critiques and established his authoritarian leadership in turkey with what the United States is experiencing under President Donald Trump since he took office in 2016. Their main contention is that a country with well-established democracy can experience the decline of the rule of law when authoritarian leaders elected democratically take office and ally themselves with the well-established politicians in the country. They highlighted the likes of Hugo Chavez and president caldera of Venezuela, Italy in the 1920s under Mussolini and Germany in the 1930s under Hitler. They are for the view that authoritarian leaders can be prevented from taking office by their political parties just like what happened to the united states in 19th and 20th centuries where George Wallace was denied the chance to run for presidential election by his party in 1968 and 1972. Levitsky highlight lack of mutual tolerance and forbearance as the key issues that cause authoritarian leaders to undermine democracy. Ziblatt and Levitsky are for the view that Trump and his ideologies his harmful to the justice of united states but he could have prevented by his Republican Party just like Huey Long, Joe McCarthy, and George Wallace.
Under how democracy can die under elected leaders, professors’ Levitsky and Ziblatt have identified several cases where democracy has died and how these leaders were able to subdue freedom.  Their first case was in Venezuela under President Caldera. Caldera has weakened the opposition allying Hugo Chavez, a dominant political leader who has given President Caldera a federal aid. They also highlighted Italy and Germany as other countries where democracy died. Hitler became a Germany chancellor by being a leading statesman in the country but later become an authoritarian leader and undermined democracy. Just like Hitler, Mussolini in Italy became a leader through public support but more afterward to an authoritarian leader. All these were elected leaders, but after taking office, they expressed their authoritarian leadership. To support their theoretical approach of preventing authoritarian leaders from rising to power, they gave they used several U.S leaders like George Wallace in 1968 who was denied to run for the presidential election in the year and 1972 before his assassination. Also, they singled Huey long in 1924, who did not get the chance to run for presidency though they did not support political assassinations. They argued that, just like the previous leader's Trump could have prevented from gaining power and whose policies might cause the decline of the United States. Authoritarian leaders who can be detrimental to democracy should be vetted and prevented from acquiring leadership posts during party primaries just like the 19th and 20th centuries.
Democracy dies under authoritarian leaders and the United States under president trump is not an acceptation. Most of the autocratic leadership that has witnessed a decline in freedoms had elected leaders just like united states have the public elected Donald Trump. Authoritarian governments undermine democracy by violating the existing democratic norms and just like the way President Donald Trump is breaking the current patterns in the United States' democracy. Also, the incumbent government is using democratic institutions like the security forces to undermine rivals and discourage the opposition from agitating for democracy. This affects how leaders relate and create fear among opposition leaders. The executive powers of the president also threaten freedom. The president can use his power to restrain the operation of democratic institutions like the Supreme Court and the security forces. United States is experiencing the same thing where Trump is using his executive powers to undermine and utilize the FBI and Congress in an attempt that is seen as undermining democracy. Though Ziblatt has insisted that the United States democracy has a long-lasting commitment, the efforts by the incumbent president is a threat to future democracy. His public critiques to media are a significant threat to the United States democracy. Media is a powerful agent of justice and thus undermining its functioning pose a threat to democracy as it is not free to question the anti-democratic actions of the government. This is what Trump is doing to the media. All these actions but the incumbent government led by President Donald Trump fits well in the Levitsky and Ziblatt model of democracy die under authoritarian governments elected democratically. 
According to them, though people argue that president Donald Trump has been more talk than actions, his words inspire groups of people and thus have support against the rule of law. This, therefore, will undermine democracy soon even if he is not in power. This is true as authoritarian leaders who will take office will turn democratic institutions like the FBI, the office of the attorney general and even judiciary in their favor. This will be the end of democracy in the United States. Trump has been vocal on the delegitimizing elections monitored by the media. Though this can be termed by mere talk of the president, more people and groups of individuals will gain the mentality that media does not provide the relevant information, and thus it is used by some individuals against the current leadership. This will thus undermine its functions, and therefore, the media will not be able to educate voters on their rights. As such, they will be manipulated by any leader to their point of view, be it against the rule of law or not. This will thus undermine the election system in the United States and mostly become unfair and in favor of authoritarian leaders. 
It will be unfair for anyone to claim that the political, cultural, and social future of the United States will be profoundly affected in the post trump era. Though Daniel Ziblatt and Steven Levitsky have raised concerns on how Trump has handled some matters, it is not enough to associate such claims to the failure of democracy in the United States.  Though society might experience slight changes, will be the growth of its democracy and not its fall. Freedom in the United States is founded on broad norms that have been inculcated among the citizens, and thus, it is difficult to change this. The attempt of the federal government to give voting rights to African-American citizens is a way of promoting democracy and not killing it as claimed by the two professors. This makes every American feel part and parcel of the elected government. As such political stability that has been experienced in the United States will thrive under the leadership of the able president. Though the society will be more diverse in ethnic groups, attempts have shown that diversity will strengthen ties among them and thus be a more compact society. This will, therefore, mean a more stable democracy under the president. Most of the democratic institutions will remain and operate as designated under the constitution of the United States and the democratic norms of the country. 
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