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emeritus professor at the Goldman School of Public Policy at the University of California, 
Berkeley. A brilliant scholar and a wonderful teacher, Gene brought his characteristic wisdom, 
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Introduction 

As we commemorate America’s 250th anniversary, Donald Trump’s second presidency 
represents a fundamental break from those that preceded it. It reflects a sustained effort to 
expand executive power in ways that strain constitutional limits on checks and balances and 
concentrate authority in the executive branch to a degree never previously attempted. In his first 
inaugural address, in 2017, Trump warned of “American carnage.”1 Today, “American carnage” 
is less a warning than a threat fulfilled. 

When he returned to the White House in January 2025, the president vowed to bring a new 
“golden age” to America, “proud, prosperous, and free.” “We will be the envy of every nation,” 
he promised. “The American dream will soon be back and thriving like never before.”2 To date, 
Trump’s “golden age” has fallen far short of those promises. Inflation is untamed, our country is 
engaged in active military conflict, and many foundational democratic institutions and norms are 
at risk.  

Americans did not vote for this. 

The pages that follow assess in some depth the consequences of actions during the first 16 
months of this second presidency. Its authors include both bipartisan and nonpartisan experts, 
former government officials, former military officers, academics, and scholars. Together, we 
bring centuries of experience to this analysis. And, while care has been taken to ensure that this 
report is scrupulously fact-based, we are not dispassionate. 

This work brought us to a clear conclusion: The course now being pursued by the 
administration must be stopped. Many Americans, understandably frustrated by a government 
they viewed as unresponsive, and by their own economic anxieties, no doubt hoped that Trump 
would deliver the change they sought. The administration, however, has too often substituted 
retribution for reform, fallen short of the competence its promises required, and produced 
disorder instead of desperately needed leadership.  

So far, the through line of the Trump presidency has been destruction—of the institutions 
undergirding our democracy, the norms that govern civil discourse and public integrity, and 
America’s standing as a force for global stability and human rights. 

• America’s international stature has been diminished. Unpredictable actions and 
provocative rhetoric have disrupted an 80-year period in which America’s strength and 
values were instrumental in contributing to general global peace and rising prosperity. 
Alliances have been strained, and a major military operation was launched with questionable 
justification and questionable strategic execution. As the world watched in dismay, the 
administration dismantled the U.S. Agency for International Development, with grievous 
humanitarian consequences for millions of the world’s poorest people. With a growing 
number of nations turning to China as a more predictable partner, “America First” risks 
becoming “America Alone.” 
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• Our economy is under pressure. The global economy has been disrupted by unprecedented 
tariff policies, strained trade relationships, threats to the independence of the Federal 
Reserve, and conflict with Iran. The U.S. labor market is showing signs of weakness, and 
Americans increasingly report difficulty affording basic necessities. Stock market record 
highs mean little to the majority of Americans who have no investments. Key pledges to 
voters who contributed to the president’s electoral success—bringing down the cost of living 
and avoiding costly foreign conflicts—have been brushed aside. For many of his core 
supporters, the American dream Trump promised is receding. 

• Core civil liberties are threatened. The administration’s battle against “wokeness” has 
manifested in actions that stifle dissent and free expression, including enforcement actions 
against peaceful protesters, legally groundless investigations against political foes, and 
lawsuits against journalists and companies most legal experts view as frivolous. Too often 
the administration’s rhetoric has been harsh and divisive, thereby needlessly heightening the 
threat of political violence. 

• The administration’s actions are eroding public confidence in the fairness, impartiality, 
and competence of government. Serious concerns about corruption and self-dealing have 
gone unaddressed under a Department of Justice focused more on carrying out administration 
political priorities. Civil servants have been dismissed in massive waves; sometimes they’ve 
been replaced by political loyalists, but often positions have been just left vacant. Serious 
factual inaccuracies in official government communications are further undermining public 
trust. 

• The nation’s future prosperity is at risk. Policies implemented during these first 16 months 
have jeopardized Americans’ long-term health and economic well-being. Administration 
actions have undermined America’s position as the global leader in scientific research and 
development, thereby hobbling future innovation and ceding our competitive advantage to 
rival nations. Key medical research has been curtailed, and health care made less affordable 
and less accessible for many Americans. Investments that could improve our climate outlook, 
public health, and economic security have been abandoned, while China has seized the 
opportunity to leap ahead in the global clean energy transition. 

Deep concern about this presidency brought the authors of this report together six months ago, 
prior to the violent ICE enforcement events in Minneapolis and commencement of military 
operations against Iran. Congress and the American people must ensure this administration 
adheres to the rule of law. For the sake of the citizens who elected them, senators and 
representatives must prioritize their constitutional responsibilities above partisan interests and 
restore Congress as a coequal branch of government. They need to consider the fundamental 
questions of how this administration can be held accountable. 

President Trump won the 2024 election fairly. But that electoral mandate hardly extends to 
the systematic weakening of foundational institutions, the upending of long-standing alliances, 
and the destabilization of world commerce through ill-planned military action—much less the 
deepening of inequality while many in the administration and their families financially benefit. 
The American electorate did not vote to support the policies and conduct described in this report. 
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Decades of experience often inclines one to seek compromise and common ground, with 
confidence that our nation, having weathered serious difficulties before, will do so again. This 
report seeks to provide factual analysis in a measured manner. But current circumstances are 
such that niceties sometimes must give way to direct, unvarnished language. This was true when 
our country confronted the American Revolution, the Civil War, and World War II. Future 
generations will determine the ultimate fate of the American project. Our purpose here is to 
report facts we believe require the attention of all voting Americans, now, in order that we, 
collectively, can help restore and preserve what we each inherited from our Founding Fathers. 
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1. 

A Relentless Assault on the Rule of Law 
Over the past year, the Trump administration has repeatedly violated limits on presidential 

power and trampled on the protections afforded all people within America’s borders. The 
administration has usurped the powers of Congress, violated judicial orders, and threatened the 
integrity of the courts. It has hijacked the machinery of government to wage a campaign of 
retribution against political enemies. Ordinary citizens should take no comfort in having been 
untouched so far. The rule of law is our nation’s safeguard against tyranny. Its erosion 
jeopardizes every American’s freedom and notions of justice. 

 
*** 

 
The American revolutionary Thomas Paine wrote in his pamphlet Common Sense “that so far 

as we approve of monarchy” in America, “the law is king.”  
President Donald Trump would prefer the inverse—a political order where “the king is law.” 

A single, persistent theme pervades the chaos and institutional demolition characterizing 
Trump’s second term: his contempt for the rule of law.  

 
Trump’s claims to limitless executive power are unprecedented—whether on the imposition 

of massive tariffs, the deployment of federal troops over state governors’ objections, or the 
deportation of immigrants without due process. Even before an extraordinarily friendly Supreme 
Court, these claims have been too extreme to prevail. For Trump, however, the legal merits are 
irrelevant. In his view, rulings that limit his power are self-evidently wrong, and the judges who 
issue them deserve excoriation and impeachment.  

 
Undermining the rule of law does not necessarily require illegality. Indeed, a president who 

rejects core democratic values can degrade the rule of law without violating a single statute. It’s 
unsavory but not illegal, for example, for a president to pardon supporters who commit crimes on 
his behalf. No law prohibits a president from directing federal law enforcement officials to target 
political enemies (though such charges can be susceptible to dismissal for “vindictive 
prosecution”). Nor is it illegal for a president to level false and inflammatory accusations against 
judges and legislators to dissuade the exercise of constitutional checks on presidential power.  

 
Nevertheless, abuses like these—a hallmark of the current administration—degrade the health 

of our democracy, our trust in elected leaders, and our faith in government to act in citizens’ best 
interest.  

 
This chapter does not attempt to provide a comprehensive assessment of the damage done to 

the rule of law in America since January 2025. That is a project for historians and legal scholars 
working from a fuller record in the decades ahead. We focus instead on two core aspects of the 
rule of law that have endured particular abuse under this administration: (1) fidelity to 
constitutional limits on the scope of presidential power; and (2) the fair and impartial exercise of 
power within those limits. During his second term, Trump has twisted, bent, and broken legal 
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and normative restraints on his power, and he has weaponized the government to punish 
opponents, suppress dissent, and achieve his policy agenda.  

Usurping Congress’s Constitutional Powers  
At the heart of our constitutional system are the checks and balances among the three 

branches of government. The Framers viewed the division of power between the executive and 
legislative branches as a key feature of this system, and history reveals many examples of how 
the resulting tension has checked excessive ambition and strengthened our democracy. There is, 
however, no precedent for the usurpation of congressional power that Trump has attempted.  

 
Article I of the Constitution vests “all legislative power” in the “Congress of the United 

States.” This includes the power to “lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises,” “to 
regulate Commerce,” “to declare War,” and “to provide for calling forth the Militia to execute 
the Laws of the Union, suppress Insurrections and repel Invasions.”1 The Constitution also 
prohibits the withdrawal of funds from the Treasury “except in Consequence of Appropriations 
made by Law,” thereby bolstering Congress’s “power of the purse.”  

 
Article II, meanwhile, obligates the president to “take Care that the Laws be faithfully 

executed.”2 While the president’s appointees can issue regulations within the limits set by valid 
delegations of legislative power (and the president can veto bills), the president cannot legislate 
by himself. Nor can he violate the “supreme Law of the Land,” which includes federal statutes as 
well as the Constitution and ratified treaties.3  

 
This administration’s version of “faithful execution,” however, encompasses an extraordinary 

subversion of congressional decisions. Within days of taking office, Trump issued executive 
orders to upend federal funding and staffing in areas ranging from health care to climate to 
immigration to foreign policy.4 The disbursement of billions of dollars in research funding 
appropriated by Congress was paused, frozen, or rescinded. He also ordered a near-total freeze 
on foreign aid and the destruction of the U.S. Agency for International Development, established 
under congressional direction in 1961.5 Thousands of federal employees were peremptorily fired, 
without regard to the civil service protections accorded to them by statute.6  

 
Trump then continued to trample on congressional authority with his tariffs. In April 2025, he 

unilaterally levied his “Liberation Day” tariffs on dozens of countries, claiming authority under 
the International Emergency Economic Powers Act of 1977 that no president had ever asserted.7 
In subsequent months, he invoked the same supposed powers for transparently personal and 
political purposes. When Brazil refused to withdraw its prosecution of his ally, former President 
Jair Bolsonaro, Trump levied punitive tariffs of 50 percent.8 After the Canadian province of 
Ontario aired ads critical of tariffs during the World Series, Trump raised Canadian tariffs by an 
additional 10 percent.9 In February 2026, the Supreme Court ruled that IEEPA does not empower 
the president to impose tariffs.10 Trump then immediately announced a fresh round of 10 percent 
“global tariffs” under the authority of a different statute.11 These new levies have already drawn 
legal challenges that are pending as of this writing.12  
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Violating Court Orders and Attacking Judges 
The Trump administration has also shown unparalleled disdain for the judiciary’s 

constitutional role in checking executive power—even as appeals courts and the Supreme Court 
have tended to rule in Trump’s favor.13  

 
According to one analysis, federal appellate judges appointed by Trump sided with the 

administration 92 percent of the time in 2025.14 The Supreme Court also ruled in the 
administration’s favor 21 out of 24 times in 2025 (though 20 of these were interim rulings in 
cases filed on the Court’s so-called emergency docket).15  

 
Nevertheless, Trump has been dissatisfied. He has vilified judges who rule against the 

administration and called for their impeachment. When the Supreme Court struck down his 
tariffs, Trump attacked the six justices who ruled against him (including two Trump appointees) 
as “fools and lapdogs” who were “unpatriotic and disloyal” and “a disgrace to our nation.”16 A 
judge who blocked his deportation plan was labeled “crooked” and “a Radical Left lunatic who 
“should be IMPEACHED.”17 Other federal judges have been accused of “sedition and treason” 
for enjoining the implementation of his executive orders.18  

 
High-level subordinates have joined the chorus as well. In December 2025, then Attorney 

General Pam Bondi and Deputy Attorney General Todd Blanche attacked “rogue judges” on 
social media.19 Stephen Miller, the White House deputy chief of staff, warned of a left-wing 
“judicial insurrection.”20 These inflammatory attacks have persisted in the face of extraordinary 
numbers of threats against judges and their families, and public criticisms of the attacks from 
Supreme Court Chief Justice John Roberts, retired federal judges, and the New York City Bar 
Association.21 

 
These expressions of contempt for the judiciary by the president and his senior appointees 

may have helped set the tone for the current administration’s unprecedented level of 
noncompliance with court orders. In at least 35 instances from August 2025 to February 2026, 
federal judges and magistrates issued “show cause” orders requiring the government to explain 
why it should not be held in contempt for failing to heed court orders.22  

 
The administration has been especially recalcitrant in the face of challenges to its aggressive 

immigration agenda. In a January 2026 order addressing the Department of Homeland Security’s 
failure to comply with a court order, Chief Judge Patrick Schiltz of the federal district court in 
Minnesota listed 96 court orders that the Bureau of Immigration and Customs Enforcement had 
violated.23 “The Court is not aware of another occasion in the history of the United States in 
which a federal court has had to threaten contempt—again and again and again—to force the 
United States government to comply with court orders,” Schiltz wrote (emphasis in original). (In 
a supplemental order, issued in late February, Schiltz corrected the initial count to 97 violated 
orders and identified 113 additional violations of court orders that had occurred in the month that 
followed compilation of the initial list.)  

 



 

 13 

Unlawfully Coercing States and Infringing on Their Authority  
Donald Trump has, moreover, overstepped constitutional limits on his authority in order to 

punish and coerce states that oppose his policies.  
 
For example, he has blocked or threatened to withhold federal funds from states that do not 

comply with his agenda. In January 2026, he froze $10 billion in federal child care funding for 
five states with Democratic governors, claiming without evidence that the freeze was needed to 
combat fraud in these programs.24 He also threatened to withhold wildfire relief funding from 
California unless the state passed a voter ID law, and he tried to block federal highway funding 
for New York State unless it abandons congestion pricing in New York City.25 The Department 
of Justice has sued the District of Columbia and 30 states because they have refused to provide 
sensitive voter information protected by state and local law.26 Following the killing of two anti-
ICE protesters in Minneapolis, then Attorney General Bondi requested that Governor Tim Walz 
provide access to Minnesota’s voter rolls to the Department of Justice as a step toward 
establishing a cooperative relationship with the administration to end the violence.27 

Most troubling are the administration’s deployment of federal troops in states led by 
Democratic governors, over those governors’ objections. This has happened in Oregon, 
Minnesota, Illinois, and California. (It has also happened in two cities with Democratic 
leadership, Memphis and New Orleans, where Republican governors have consented, and in the 
District of Columbia, where Congress has given the president unique power to use federal 
troops.)  

 
Knowing that the deployment of the military on domestic soil threatens both democracy and 

civil liberty, Congress passed the Posse Comitatus Act 150 years ago to prohibit the use of 
federal troops for civilian law enforcement.28 Trump claimed that his deployments in California, 
Illinois, and Oregon were authorized under one of the act’s few exceptions—an argument 
rejected by the Supreme Court.29 In response, Trump has repeatedly threatened to invoke a 
separate, arguably broader authority—the Insurrection Act of 1807—to suppress protest. He has 
called it “the strongest power a president has” and claimed “the absolute right to do it,” even 
though the law does not, in fact, give him such unconstrained authority.30  

 
Weaponizing the Department of Justice 
As the nation’s chief law enforcement agency, the Department of Justice should be dedicated 

to fair, independent, and impartial justice. Under the direction of President Trump, however, the 
department has veered far from its historic mission (still stated on its website) “to uphold the rule 
of law, to keep our country safe, and to protect civil rights.”31 Instead, it has become an 
instrument of retribution against Trump’s political enemies. Rather than upholding the rule of 
law, it aggressively undermines it.  

 
During his 2024 presidential campaign, Trump promised to investigate and prosecute political 

opponents and public officials he believed had wronged him. Once back in office, he insisted 
that his appointees put a high priority on carrying out this vow. His targets have included former 
FBI Director James Comey, who oversaw a probe of alleged Russian interference in the 2016 
election; New York Attorney General Letitia James, who won a civil judgment against Trump 
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and his family for business fraud; members of the House select committee that investigated the 
January 6 insurrection, who Trump said should “go to jail”; six lawmakers who taped a video 
urging members of the armed forces not to follow illegal orders, a message that Trump labeled 
“SEDITIOUS BEHAVIOR, punishable by DEATH”; and even the chair and a governor of the 
Federal Reserve.32  

 
In each instance, the Justice Department has opened spurious investigations or filed frivolous 

charges that have failed to withstand serious scrutiny. Trump has also pressured prosecutors in 
violation of long-standing norms and replaced career prosecutors with inexperienced loyalists. 
The prosecutions of Comey and James, for instance, were triggered by Trump’s repeated, public 
demands on Bondi, who was told, “We can’t delay any longer.”33 After multiple top prosecutors 
quit or were fired for declining to bring what they regarded as unsupported charges, Trump 
installed Lindsey Halligan, the president’s former personal lawyer with no prosecutorial 
experience, as the interim U.S. attorney for the Eastern District of Virginia.34 Her subsequent 
indictment of James was dismissed by a judge on the grounds that her appointment was 
unlawful, after which two separate grand juries declined to indict James.35 Comey’s indictment 
was also dismissed (though as of this writing, he has since been indicted on new, equally dubious 
charges involving an Instagram post).36 Likewise, a grand jury refused to indict the members of 
Congress who appeared in the military orders video, and the Justice Department’s efforts to 
prosecute Federal Reserve Bank Chair Jerome Powell have so far been blocked by judges.37  

Yet Americans can take, at most, modest comfort from the Justice Department’s failures so 
far in pursuing politically motivated investigations and prosecutions. Targets incur enormous 
financial and personal costs even when they ultimately prevail. The result is a chilling effect on 
any officials who might consider opposing Trump. Even more troubling, however, is the 
reputational damage to the Justice Department itself, as it has become more feared than trusted, 
and more deserving of contempt than admiration.  

 
Shielding Friends and Allies from Legal Accountability 
At the same time that Donald Trump has worked to prosecute his political enemies, he has 

bestowed undeserved clemency on friends and allies convicted or accused of crimes—an 
appalling violation of the nation’s expectations about the impartial administration of justice.  

 
Trump has particularly abused his constitutional power to pardon, which the Framers 

originally intended as a check on the excesses of the judicial branch. On the day of his second 
inauguration, Trump granted more than 1,500 pardons and commutations, benefiting nearly 
everyone accused or convicted of crimes relating to the January 6 insurrection, including the 
most violent offenders.38 Other beneficiaries have included the “fake electors” who conspired to 
overturn the results of the 2020 election, wealthy donors, and individuals convicted of money 
laundering and facilitating illegal drug transactions involved in the crypto industry (in which 
Trump and his family are heavily invested).39 

 
In the meantime, ordinary citizens hoping for clemency are finding their applications delayed 

or denied. “If you’re just an average citizen, you can’t even get in the line,” one attorney who 
represents clemency petitioners told ProPublica. “I told my guy he’d probably be better off if he 
broke into the Capitol or made a major donation to Trump’s inauguration.”40 
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Trump has also dropped investigations or chosen not to prosecute friends, allies, and donors 

accused of illegality. In just the first six months of his presidency, the administration canceled or 
halted enforcement actions against more than 170 corporations, many of them big donors to 
Trump’s campaign and inauguration, according to the watchdog organization Public Citizen.41 
The Justice Department has also reportedly withdrawn thousands of white-collar criminal 
prosecutions in favor of cracking down on immigration enforcement and “divisive DEI 
policies.”42  

 
There are strong indications that Trump has used his authority over the Justice Department to 

conceal the extent of his dealings with the late convicted sex trafficker Jeffrey Epstein. The 
department slow-walked the release of the files for months, until public anger prompted 
Congress to enact the Epstein Files Transparency Act in December 2025. The department then 
released a large tranche of documents, more than a month after the statutory deadline. Journalists 
and congressional investigators are still working to resolve questions concerning improper 
omissions and redactions. And despite thousands of references to Trump in the files that have 
been released, including allegations of serious wrongdoing, no federal investigation is ongoing or 
imminent.43  

*** 

The dangerous effects of this administration’s utter disregard for the rule of law will outlive his 
presidency. His unrestrained actions have deepened the cracks in our democracy and have 
potentially emboldened others to follow his example. It has taken Trump mere months to shatter 
norms that have been generations in the making. Their restoration will be a long-term 
undertaking that could take decades. 
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2. 

A Weaker America and an Unstable World 
For 80 years, from the end of World War II, American military and economic power, 

American alliances, and American values provided the foundation for a period of general global 
stability and rising prosperity. President Donald Trump has shattered that foundation. He has 
launched costly and impetuous worldwide military adventures with little strategy, foresight, or 
respect for the rule of law. He has abandoned long-standing alliances and cozied up to 
authoritarians and dictators. At a time when the United States faces multiple challenges—the 
wars in Ukraine and Gaza, the rise of China, and the dangers of nuclear proliferation posed by 
Iran and North Korea—Trump has made the United States and its allies uniquely vulnerable to 
their enemies.  

 
*** 
Presidents of both parties have launched military attacks without seeking authorization from 

Congress, including Ronald Reagan in Grenada, George H. W. Bush in Panama, Bill Clinton in 
Kosovo, and Barack Obama in Libya. But while steadily eroded, the War Powers Act, enacted in 
1973 as a response to the “imperial presidencies” of Lyndon Johnson and Richard Nixon, 
remains the law. Prior presidents explained to the American people their reasons for acting, and 
Presidents George H. W. Bush and George W. Bush sought and received authorization from 
Congress to wage wars against Iraq in 1991 and 2003. They recognized that this momentous 
decision should not be made by one person, and they understood the importance of seeking 
congressional and public support by making the case for military action. 

 
In contrast, Trump has unilaterally plunged our country into multiple conflicts, with little 

regard for the limits on his authority, and even less apparent regard for the consequences. When 
asked, shortly after the incursion into Venezuela in January 2026, if there was any check on his 
power, Trump told the American people, “There is one thing. My own morality. My own mind. 
It’s the only thing that can stop me.”1 Recent polls show that roughly two-thirds of Americans do 
not share his view.2 

 
In February 2026, Trump decided to attack Iran in what appears to be an unlimited military 

operation. Remarkably, Trump professed surprise about Iran’s willingness to spread the war by 
attacking other countries in the region that host U.S. military facilities and by closing the Strait 
of Hormuz,3 although most experienced analysts found Iran’s responses to be completely 
predictable.4 It will be many months before the results and repercussions of this decision can be 
assessed reliably. But it is already clear that the decision reflected many of the traits that 
characterize Trump’s foreign policy decision-making: impulsiveness; an obsession with 
“lethality”; contempt for the rule of law (domestic, international, and constitutional); indifference 
to the concerns and interests of allies; and an inability to make reasonable decisions based on an 
informed analysis of possible impacts.  
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A Stunning National Security “Strategy” 
Under federal law, each presidential administration must deliver to Congress a “National 

Security Strategy,” a comprehensive report intended to communicate the executive branch’s 
commitments, objectives, and policies for national security, along with an assessment of 
potential threats. In December 2025, the Trump administration issued an NSS that Mara Karlin 
of Brookings called “a full-scale repudiation of America’s approach to the international 
community over the last 80 years or so.”5 According to this document, Russia and China—as 
well as North Korea and Iran—pose less of a threat to the United States than uncontrolled 
immigration, narco-terrorism, and the behavior of “U.S. foreign policy elites.”6  

 
Especially shocking is the NSS’s no-holds-barred assault on America’s European allies, 

condemning them for inadequate defense funding and unlimited immigration that was leading to 
“civilizational” decline. Indeed, the NSS expressed a clear preference for the right-wing 
nationalistic parties in Europe rather than the more centrist national governments (as evidenced 
by Vice President J. D. Vance’s embarrassing efforts to prop up ousted Hungarian strongman 
Viktor Orbán).7 

 
At the same time, the president’s new strategy barely acknowledged the challenges that 

Russia poses to the United States and its national interests. Since 2022, Russia has launched the 
largest war that Europe has seen since 1945, conducted hybrid attacks against American allies, 
violated the New START Treaty, loudly rattled its nuclear saber, and developed exotic new 
strategic nuclear weapons that can strike America. Yet the administration’s NSS called for 
efforts to “reestablish … strategic stability with Russia,” perhaps in keeping with Trump’s 
mystifying affinity for Russia’s president, Vladimir Putin, to whom he has gladly subordinated 
U.S. interests.8  

 
But if the administration’s NSS has only one virtue, it is honesty. As Caitlin Talmadge, 

another Brookings scholar, observed, the NSS simply laid bare the “ethno-nationalism, 
militarism, xenophobia, and transactionalism” that have characterized Trump’s dealings with the 
world.9  

 
Unfortunately, we Americans are paying the price. Though Trump may call his strategy 

“America First,” the result is “America Weaker” and, ultimately, “America Alone.” 
 
Trashing Our Alliances 
During Donald Trump’s first term, his “America First” philosophy, his outspoken contempt 

for our European allies, his scorn for U.S. military leaders, and his distrust of America’s 
intelligence agencies prompted deep concerns in Congress and around the world. Central to 
Trump’s worldview is an inexplicable and abiding admiration of Vladimir Putin; Trump 
outraged Congress and shocked the world by accepting at face value Putin’s assertion that Russia 
had not interfered in the 2016 election, rather than the contrary conclusion of the U.S. 
intelligence community.10  
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To our country’s lasting disgrace, Trump effectively switched sides in the Ukraine war, for 
the first time in history aligning U.S. interests with a vicious international aggressor rather than 
with the lives and territorial integrity of a free people. Trump has treated Moscow and Putin 
better than the democratic government in Kyiv and Ukraine’s president, Volodymyr Zelensky, 
openly seeking to humiliate Ukraine and its people.11 He cut off U.S. aid to Ukraine in an effort 
to force the country to make concessions that Russia could not win on the battlefield. Trump now 
seems to have lost interest in a war he once promised to end “in a day.”12 It has become the 
deadliest conflict in Europe since the end of World War II, with thousands of civilian deaths and 
nearly 2 million military casualties—deaths and injuries—on the two sides.13   

 
The central principle of Trump’s “America First” foreign policy is that “might makes right.” 

Strength unquestionably matters, but Trump fails to understand how America’s network of 
worldwide alliances enables it to project its strength credibly. Trump shook America’s alliances 
in his first term; returning to office, unconstrained by wise and experienced advisers, he quickly 
turned on virtually every major U.S. ally.  

 
He shocked Canada, our closest neighbor, strongest ally, and largest single export market, by 

insisting that it should become America’s 51st state.14 Despite expressing respect for Mexican 
President Claudia Sheinbaum, Trump mused about sending our military, uninvited, against 
cartels in Mexico.15 He threatened Denmark with the annexation of Greenland, and he asserted 
that America would take back the Panama Canal.16 Despite Trump’s professed bond with India’s 
prime minister, Narendra Modi, his irresponsible rhetoric, unpredictable negotiating style, and 
punitive tariffs gravely damaged the painstaking diplomatic work of five administrations 
(including his first) to build a closer relationship with India.17 After threatening the nations of 
Latin America by asserting that the hemisphere was our special sphere of influence, Trump acted 
on that belief by attacking Venezuela to capture its president, Nicolás Maduro.18  

 
As Kori Schake, a former senior national security official under George W. Bush, now at the 

American Enterprise Institute, wrote in Foreign Affairs in July 2025: 
 

When it comes to burning bridges, nothing matches the speed and destructiveness of 
Trump’s policies in the past few months … Trump has a deep-seated ideological 
conviction that allies are a burden … [His] erratic trade war, which targets rivals and 
allies alike, has whipsawed markets, spooked investors, and convinced Washington’s 
partners that they can no longer trust the United States.19  

 
Trump fails to recognize that our network of alliances contributed to our position as the 

world’s leading nation and our ability to keep the peace and promote prosperity. He acts as 
though our allies have no choice but to accept his dictates, ignoring the likely consequences 
when they no longer see the United States as a trusted, reliable ally, trading partner, or friend.  

 
It became clear early in Trump’s second term that our bruised allies would respond to 

Trump’s economic threats by seeking trade agreements with friendly countries, and even 
accommodation with China. In March 2025, Japan and South Korea, our two most significant 
allies in the Asia-Pacific region, held a trade summit with China in which they announced a plan 
to pursue a new trilateral trade agreement and work for “a predictable trade and investment 
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environment in the region.”20 In January 2026, Canadian Prime Minister Mark Carney led a 
three-day mission to China, as a centerpiece of his efforts to build Canada’s non-U.S. trade by 
more than 50 percent in the next decade.21 In the same month, the European Union announced a 
far-reaching trade agreement with the four Latin American countries of Mercosur (Argentina, 
Brazil, Uruguay, and Paraguay), seeking new trading partners as an alternative to Trump’s tariffs 
and bullying.22 At the same time, our allies are now wary of sharing intelligence with the United 
States as they question whether their sources and methods of collecting sensitive information 
will be protected.23  

 
As Schake soberly predicted:  

In the years to come, the alliances it took decades to foster will begin to wither, and 
U.S. rivals will waste no time in leaping to exploit the resulting vacuum … Trump and 
his team are destroying everything that makes the United States an attractive partner 
because they fail to imagine just how bad an order antagonistic to American interests 
would be.24  

Trump and Vance might claim that their trashing of alliances somehow reflects public 
weariness of America’s entanglement with international affairs. The evidence shows otherwise. 
In April 2024, the Republican Congress authorized $60 billion in military aid for Ukraine despite 
the strident opposition of Trump, soon to be the Republican presidential nominee.25 In October 
2025, after 10 months of Trump’s attacks on alliances, the Chicago Council on Global Affairs 
reported on a major survey showing that U.S. public support for alliances was at an all-time high. 
The survey showed the highest levels of American support yet recorded for U.S. security 
alliances in Europe (68 percent), Asia (72 percent), and the Middle East (67 percent); the 
alliances were seen to benefit the United States along with its regional allies. While self-
described Democrats were most convinced about the effectiveness of alliances (64 percent), a 
majority of Republicans agreed (53 percent), along with about half of independents (48 
percent).26  

 
As the Chicago Council stated, “These data suggest that if alliance relations are undercut by 

US policy, that shift is not being driven by US public discontent.” Rather, we were witnessing 
Trump and Vance on a disastrous march of folly destructive to America and its interests 
throughout the world. 

 
Unduly Focusing on the Western Hemisphere 
The 2025 National Security Strategy and the National Defense Strategy (issued in 2026) seek 

to “pivot” U.S. policy toward the Western Hemisphere by imposing “American preeminence” in 
the region.27 The Monroe Doctrine, proclaimed in 1823, was intended to warn departing 
European colonial powers not to try to reestablish themselves in the hemisphere. The Trump 
administration’s “might makes right” unilateral actions and the expansive “Trump Corollary” 
have made the United States the newest colonial power in a region with a historical hatred of 
colonialism. 

 
Curbing illegal drug importation is the principal stated objective of Trump administration 

policy in the hemisphere. The administration has undertaken performative naval strikes28 
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(Operation Southern Spear) against suspected drug-laden boats headed to the United States, 
killing dozens,29 without having produced any credible evidence to support the claim, nor any 
explanation why the able and experienced U.S. Coast Guard was not used to seize vessels, crews, 
and contraband. Trump professes to have saved thousands of American lives from imported 
fentanyl, despite U.S. intelligence having known for decades that fentanyl is neither 
manufactured in nor shipped from Venezuela.30 Notwithstanding Trump’s avowed “war on 
cartels,” he gave a “full and complete” pardon31 to former Honduran President Juan Orlando 
Hernandez, who was convicted by a U.S. federal court of involvement in trafficking more than 
400 tons of cocaine during his time in office.32 

 
When U.S. Special Forces captured Venezuelan President Maduro to face justice in the 

United States, Trump declared that he himself would “run” Venezuela and struck a deal with the 
country’s remaining leadership to invite U.S. investment and sell oil together. He did not insist 
on any transition away from the repression and corruption that has driven Venezuela into poverty 
and resulted in 8 million Venezuelans fleeing the country.33 

 
The Western Hemisphere is certainly our neighborhood, but this administration’s unilateral, 

arbitrary military attacks in the region are decimating our influence to shape events there. The 
gunboat approach deprives the United States and other democracies in the hemisphere of the 
ability to collectively address our common challenges in any lasting way: a shrinking middle 
class, deepening income gaps, climate change, and organized crime—all of which are 
immigration accelerants. The United States cannot bomb its way to greater security. The 
administration is pushing neighbors to choose China as a more reliable partner than the United 
States.  

 
Eviscerating Our Soft Power 
China’s rise as a global power has been fueled in part by its extraordinary worldwide 

investments, particularly in Latin America and Africa. It has long been clear that the United 
States will come nowhere near China’s level of financial commitment to developing nations. To 
the extent we have held our own in competing with China, we have done so through what the 
political scientist Joseph Nye termed our “soft power”—our alliances, of course, but also our 
leadership in international organizations, our democratic values, the skill of our diplomats, and 
our commitment to helping developing nations and the poor.  

 
In one year, the Trump administration has shredded every element of our soft power: 

withdrawing the United States from 66 international organizations;34 silencing the Voice of 
America and the Agency for Global Media; reducing our diplomatic corps through layoffs of 
1,300 State Department employees;35 recalling 30 career ambassadors;36 and allowing Elon 
Musk and DOGE to end the work of the U.S. Agency for International Development during the 
first two weeks of the administration.  

 
The destruction of USAID, an agency created by an executive order issued by President John 

F. Kennedy in 1961 and codified by Congress in 1998, has been reported to have resulted in the 
death of an estimated 762,000 people due to starvation or disease as of January 2026, more than 
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500,000 of them children.37 Bill Gates, whose foundation focuses on global health challenges 
around the world, decried Musk’s actions as indirectly “killing the world’s poorest children.”38  

 
As Brian Atwood and Andrew Natsios, two former USAID administrators, wrote, “The 

Trump administration has taken many controversial actions, but none may prove more 
consequential over the long term to the health, safety and prosperity of the American people than 
the destruction of USAID.”39 The precipitous action took place despite this observation of White 
House Chief of Staff Susie Wiles: “I think anybody that pays attention to government and has 
ever paid attention to USAID believed, as I did, that they do very good work.”40  

 
Politicizing and Misusing the World’s Best Military 
President Trump deployed America’s military power forcefully in the first year of his second 

term, and our service members brilliantly executed the bombing of Iran’s nuclear facilities in 
June 2025 and the capture of Maduro in January 2026. No one doubts the tactical capabilities of 
our military. What alarms countless defense and intelligence experts is the wholesale 
politicization of the military—a dangerous and fundamental departure from our 250-year history 
and tradition of a military subject to civilian control but assiduously removed from politics.   

 
The political science professor Risa Brooks observed that as early as April 2025, the 

Pentagon’s civilian leaders, led by Secretary of Defense Pete Hegseth, were making it clear that 
“the uniformed military, resolutely non-partisan by tradition, and law, will now be expected to 
align itself with the administration’s partisan priorities and echo its ideological world view.”41 
This change was hammered home by the firing of General Charles Q. Brown Jr., the chair of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff, who Hegseth asserted had gotten the job only because he was African 
American, and Chief of Naval Operations Lisa Franchetti, who was fired because of Hegseth’s 
strongly stated views, as an author and Fox News commentator, that women have no place in 
combat.42 At the same time, Hegseth fired the top lawyers in the Army, Navy, and Air Force, 
who were likely to provide independent and apolitical legal advice.43  

These early actions sent a chilling message that independent judgment and certain types of 
leaders were unwelcome. Hegseth went on to fire General Timothy D. Haugh, director of the 
National Security Agency; the acting chair and vice chair of the National Intelligence Council; 
and the head of the U.S. cyber command. Lieutenant General Jeffrey A. Kruse, a 35-year Air 
Force intelligence officer who led the Defense Intelligence Agency, was forced from his position 
after his agency cast doubt on Trump’s assertion that the June 2025 U.S. airstrikes had 
“obliterated” Iran’s nuclear program.44 “These actions, along with reports of pressure on analysts 
to alter or downplay assessments of foreign threats, reflect a concerted effort to bend intelligence 
to fit political preferences,” noted the National Security Leaders for America.45  

 
Hegseth fired or sidelined at least two dozen generals or admirals in his first nine months at 

the Pentagon. He delayed or canceled the promotions of at least four officers because they had 
previously worked for General Mark A. Milley, a former chair of the Joint Chiefs of Staff whom 
President Trump loathes. One was Major General James Patrick Work, who was expected to be 
the deputy commander of the U.S. Central Command, which oversees troops in the Middle East. 
One of the Army’s most combat-experienced officers, Work played a crucial role in defeating 
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the Islamic State during the first Trump administration. Yet he was viewed skeptically by the 
administration because he had served as Milley’s executive officer.46 

 
Other officers fell out of favor after being targeted on social media by right-wing influencers 

or because they had voiced support years earlier for diversity, equity, and inclusion programs. 
Rear Admiral Milton Sands, the commander of the Navy SEALs, who pushed to have female 
instructors in SEALs training, was fired by Secretary Hegseth in August.47 Still others were 
ousted for offering candid military assessments. Hegseth soured on Admiral Alvin Holsey, the 
head of the U.S. Southern Command, after he raised questions about the deadly military strikes 
on boats in the Caribbean.48 In April 2026, during the ongoing war with Iran, Hegseth fired 
Army Chief of Staff Randy George—a decision that Pentagon officials described as “insane.”49 

 
“Many of Mr. Hegseth’s dismissals have left senior military leaders and even Trump 

administration officials puzzled and speculating about the cause,” The New York Times 
reported.50 Democratic Senator Elissa Slotkin of Michigan, a former CIA officer who analyzed 
foreign militaries, described Hegseth’s moves as a “purge,” comparing them to the actions of 
China and Iraq, who “would do the same thing.”51 

 
Repeatedly, Trump has blatantly misused the military as a political prop. In a February 2026 

visit to Fort Bragg, in North Carolina, one of the world’s largest military bases, Trump addressed 
the troops with praise for the capture of Maduro, but then lashed out at the Democrats for 
“weakening the country,” and attacked Joe Biden as “the worst president in the history of the 
country.” He also charged that years of “political correctness” had undermined America’s 
military readiness, as his soldier audience sat in stone-faced silence.52 

 
At the same time Trump and Hegseth have been undermining the nonpartisan nature of our 

military, they have also removed constraints on the use of the military for domestic law 
enforcement. Trump has dictated that the National Guard and even regular Army combat troops 
should be deployed in American cities to carry out his harsh immigration policies, and, where 
needed, to quell domestic dissent. The president and the defense secretary compounded those 
changes by relaxing the rules that for generations, dating to the Civil War, had protected civilians 
from the use of military force.  

 
Hegseth believes that “international law and human rights are a hindrance to U.S. 

warfighters,” as The Washington Post described his views.53 He is unabashed in rejecting 
traditional American military policies on the protection of civilians, declaring that his goal is 
“ensuring that the men and women on the frontlines have the opportunity to destroy … the 
enemy, and that lawyers aren’t the ones getting in the way.”54 We have witnessed the results of 
these policy changes in the eastern Pacific and the Caribbean, where U.S. military strikes on 
alleged drug traffickers, which experts on the use of military force have condemned as violations 
of U.S. and international law, have killed a reported 183 people as of April 2026.55 

 
Ronald Reagan is often given credit for the axiom that “personnel is policy.” Given that 

commonsense truth, our nation’s current insecurity reflects the shameful abdication of the 
Senate, which confirmed the nominations of Hegseth, former Director of National Intelligence 
Tulsi Gabbard, FBI Director Kash Patel, and former Director of Homeland Security Kristi Noem 
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with full knowledge that they were placing extreme, unqualified, and incompetent people in the 
positions most responsible for protecting America. 

 
It is frightening to contemplate this administration’s national security team confronting 

multiple challenges in the world today while cavalierly entering into a contest to resume the 
testing of nuclear weapons, ending the long period after 1945 in which arms control agreements 
limited the number of nuclear nations and deterred the use of those devastating weapons. The 
untold damage the Trump administration has already done is best measured by the urgent 
responses of the National Security Leaders for America and the Steady State, two organizations 
of more than 1,700 military, defense, and intelligence veterans who have spoken out in an 
unprecedented way against a wide range of the president’s actions.  

 
*** 

America has by far the largest defense budget in the world, spending nearly $1 trillion 
annually—more than the next nine countries combined.56 The Pentagon and Congress can debate 
whether we are building the right weapons in an era of drone warfare. But in turbulent times, 
every national security issue requires civilian and military leaders who are experienced, capable, 
and laser focused on our real national interests, rather than slavishly loyal to the dictates of an 
impulsive, unstable, and highly irrational president. 
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3. 

An Unaffordable Economy 
The Trump administration’s policies have sabotaged the American economy and jeopardized 

our nation’s future prosperity. His reckless and illegal tariffs have sown chaos around the world. 
He has shattered long-standing relationships with trusted allies, and decimated American small 
businesses and farmers. Not only has he failed to solve the nation’s affordability crisis, he has 
also aggravated them with his war on Iran. His “One Big Beautiful Bill Act” (OBBBA) has set 
the nation on course for crippling deficits and has accelerated the nation’s insolvency. He has 
threatened the independence of the Federal Reserve and undermined global confidence in 
America’s financial stability. He has kneecapped America’s capacity for innovation, shunned 
global talent, and bargained away our competitiveness to benefit himself and his friends. He has 
betrayed his political base in favor of billionaires and has diminished opportunities for all 
Americans to succeed.  

 
*** 

There is no doubt that public dissatisfaction with the U.S. economy in 2024 helped propel 
Donald Trump back to power. Inflation was far and away the number one economic concern 
among American voters, despite the efforts of President Joe Biden to restrain it.  

 
The economy, however, has not improved under President Trump. In fact, many Americans’ 

financial situations have grown more dire. Even before Trump’s attack on Iran, which 
immediately sent markets into turmoil and threatened long-term volatility, Americans were 
pessimistic about their economic future. A recent New York Times/Siena survey found “a 
widespread belief that a middle-class lifestyle is out of reach for most people.” Nearly six in 10 
voters said they worried about affording basics like rent and groceries, and more than one in 10 
said they couldn’t afford these necessities at all.1 Seven in 10 Americans rated the economy as 
“fair” or “poor,” according to a January 2026 survey by the Pew Research Center, and 38 percent 
expected conditions to worsen in the following year.2  

 
This administration has not only failed to solve the “affordability” crisis, it has also taken a 

wrecking ball to the nation’s economic capacity and global stature. American businesses and 
consumers are reeling, while our rivals have seized the opportunity to leap ahead. China, for 
instance, recently announced the world’s largest-ever trade surplus—$1 trillion in 2025, 
achieved despite Trump’s double-digit tariffs on Chinese imports.3 (The United States, 
meanwhile, recorded a record trade deficit in 2025 of $1.2 trillion—also despite Trump’s 
aggressive tariffs.)4 China now leads the world in clean energy investment, including electric 
vehicle production, and is fast catching up on artificial intelligence.5 Trump’s economy added a 
scant 181,000 jobs in all of 2025, according to the Bureau of Labor Statistics.6 (By comparison, 
the economy created nearly 1.5 million jobs in 2024, the final year of Biden’s presidency.)7  

 
Trump’s policies are already weakening our economy. And the deficits he created to cut taxes 

for the wealthy will do more damage in the decades to come. 
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Burdening Americans with Illegal and Arbitrary Tariffs 
From the start, tariffs have been President Trump’s favored economic tool—and his favorite 

economic weapon. In practice, they have proved ineffectual and injurious to U.S. interests.  
 
During his first term, Trump used tariffs to launch his first trade war against China, with 

significant levies on Chinese imports like aluminum and steel.8 While his initial stated goal was 
to reduce trade deficits and protest unfair practices, Trump has since used tariffs as an all-
purpose cudgel for his political aims. In doing so, he has exceeded his constitutional authority, 
wreaked havoc on the global economy, destroyed long-standing alliances, and burdened U.S. 
consumers with unnecessary taxes on basic goods. Even after the Supreme Court’s decision 
ruling many of Trump’s tariffs unlawful, Americans paid an average tariff of 10 percent on 
imports as of April 2026, according to the Tax Policy Center, amounting to an annual estimated 
tax burden of $1,050 per household.9 A February 2026 study by the Federal Reserve Bank of 
New York confirmed that 90 percent of the cost of Trump’s tariffs has fallen on U.S. firms and 
consumers, despite his claims that foreign countries would foot the bill.10  

 
This administration’s tariff policies have hobbled, not helped, American businesses. For 

instance, they have generated enormous uncertainty, making planning and investment difficult. 
In the aftermath of the “Liberation Day” tariffs that were announced on April 2, 2025, when 
Trump threatened to impose rates as high as 50 percent on adversaries and allies alike,11 the S&P 
500 index lost $5.8 trillion in value, its “steepest four days of losses since the index was created 
in the 1950s,”12 according to the University of Michigan’s Journal of Economics. Trump was 
forced to backtrack with a 90-day “pause,” the first of many such on-again, off-again lurches in 
policy that have led to significant volatility.13 In a January 2026 survey by the Conference Board, 
43 percent of American CEOs ranked “uncertainty” as the “top threat” to their businesses.14  

 
Tariffs have also raised costs for U.S. companies, especially small businesses that do not have 

the cushion to absorb unexpected expenses. Fully half of all small businesses reported that 
Trump’s tariffs had “a negative impact” on their businesses in 2025, according to a survey by the 
small-business payroll processor Gusto.15 And in an August 2025 analysis, the U.S. Chamber of 
Commerce calculated that the tariffs, as initially proposed, would have exacted a $200 billion 
burden on small businesses.16 Trump’s tariffs have also invited retaliation from America’s 
trading partners, the impacts of which have landed especially heavily on U.S. farmers. Soybean 
growers, for example, faced “historic export losses” in 2025, according to the American Soybean 
Association,17 the result of a boycott imposed by China in response to the tariffs.18  

 
The boycott ended in November, but China’s increasing reliance on Brazil for soybeans 

means that U.S. farmers may never fully recover. Overall, rural America is hurting badly. Farm 
bankruptcies in 2025 rose by 46 percent over 2024,19 according to industry reports, and the 
Department of Agriculture reported significant declines in farm income that were only partially 
offset by government payments aimed at mitigating these losses.20 After a similar boycott in his 
first term, Trump spent nearly $30 billion in an attempt to compensate farmers.21 He has already 
spent $12 billion in his second term.22 
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At the same time, Trump’s tariffs have failed to generate the kind of economic gains that he 
promised. Manufacturing employment has declined along with output, resulting in a net loss of 
70,000 jobs from December 2024 to December 2025, according to the Cato Institute.23 A January 
2026 survey by the Association for Supply Chain Management and CNBC found that 32 percent 
of supply chain managers reported layoffs, 65 percent experienced increased costs, and 56 
percent feared an imminent recession.24  

 
Nevertheless, Trump has shown every indication of clinging to his failed policies, even as the 

Supreme Court has ruled many of his levies unconstitutional.25 In the wake of his defeat before 
the Court in February 2026, administration officials sought other statutory authority justifying 
the continuation of tariffs, including under Sections 301, 122, and 232 of the 1962 Trade Act. 
American consumers and businesses may see little relief.  

 
Torpedoing Long-standing Economic Alliances 
The Trump administration’s trade and economic policies have also caused irreparable damage 

to America’s relationships with its closest allies and trading partners, with U.S. businesses 
suffering the consequences of the president’s whims.26 American industries are now the target of 
retaliatory tariffs and the subject of global boycotts by consumers angered by Trump’s 
behavior.27 Boycotts alone cost U.S. companies as much as $90 billion in 2025, according to an 
analysis by Goldman Sachs.28  

 
Perhaps most tragic is the rupture of America’s relationship with Canada, which Trump has 

abused with punitive tariffs and insults to its sovereignty. Both economies have been damaged as 
a result.29  

 
One sector that’s been especially hard hit is the U.S. auto industry, which has been integrated 

across North America for the past 40 years, with vehicles and parts crossing borders multiple 
times before landing in a dealer’s lot. In 2024, the United States, Canada, and Mexico together 
produced 16 million vehicles, or 17.4 percent of global output, according to the Center for 
Strategic and International Studies.30  

 
Trump’s tariffs upended supply chains and raised prices for U.S. automakers and consumers. 

When Trump announced 25 percent tariffs on Canadian automobiles in March 2025, the 
Canadian Chamber of Commerce estimated that the levies would raise the purchase price of a 
pickup truck in the United States by about $8,000.31 More troubling for American automakers is 
the potential loss of the Canadian market. The U.S. share of Canadian auto sales fell to a record 
low in 2025, according to Bloomberg.32 Moreover, Canada has entered into its first-ever trade 
agreement with China to import electric vehicles, an arrangement that could shut U.S. electric 
vehicles out of the market in the future.33  

 
Bankrupting America’s Future 
This administration’s budget-busting economic policies have set the nation on a path to 

financial ruin while boosting the fortunes of those least in need of help. The OBBBA, signed into 
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law in the summer of 2025, will add a whopping $3.4 trillion to the federal deficit over the next 
10 years, according to the Congressional Budget Office.34  

 
America was already living far beyond its means. When Trump first took office in 2017, the 

national debt exceeded $26 trillion. But by the end of April 2026, the debt was approaching $39 
trillion—the fastest increase in U.S. history.35 If the first rule of holes is to stop digging, Trump 
is driving a steam shovel.  

 
The primary effect of this administration’s spending bills is to deliver massive tax cuts to 

America’s wealthiest citizens, not to invest in future growth or create opportunities for the 
nation’s needy and the working and middle classes. Trump’s first tax cut bill, passed in 2017, 
bore a price tag of $1.9 trillion over 10 years36 and provided an average tax cut of $61,090 to the 
top 1 percent of American households, according to the Tax Policy Center.37 The top 0.1 percent 
received an average tax break of $252,300, while the bottom 20 percent of households benefited 
by an average of just $70. The OBBBA will deliver an additional $1 trillion in tax cuts to the top 
1 percent while slashing $1.4 trillion in federal spending for essential programs like Medicaid, 
SNAP (food stamps), and student loans.38  

 
The vast sums of borrowing required to finance these tax cuts will beggar the nation’s future. 

By 2054, according to the Yale Budget Lab, the U.S. national debt will be nearly double the size 
of our GDP (194 percent). One result will be higher interest rates, which will tamp down 
investment and burden consumers. The Yale Budget Lab predicts that 10-year Treasury rates will 
be 1.4 percentage points higher than they would have been in the absence of the law.39 This 
means higher interest rates for mortgages, car loans, credit cards, and other consumer credit. 

 
Another consequence will be a vast diversion of federal revenues just to pay the interest on 

our obligations. Already, net interest on the national debt is crowding out funding on other 
priorities. In 2025, the federal government paid $970 billion in interest, compared to a proposed 
$82.4 billion for the Department of Education.40 

 
Much of this debt is also in the hands of foreign countries, thereby increasing our dependence 

on their willingness to continue to lend us money. All told, the national debt load created by the 
Trump administration will be an albatross on growth, the Yale Budget Lab concludes, “such that 
by 2054 the level of GDP is more than 3 percent smaller than it would have been if the bill were 
not enacted.”41  

 
Politicizing Monetary Policy 
Trump has destabilized America’s financial system, the bedrock of the global economy, by 

jeopardizing the independence of the Federal Reserve. In a desperate bid to mitigate the 
damaging impacts of his economic policies, he has relentlessly pressured the central bank to 
reduce interest rates and has attempted to punish it for its refusal to act on his demands. The 
result has been increased uncertainty in America’s financial markets.42  

 
Congress has long recognized the importance of insulating the nation’s central bank from 

political pressures and has established guardrails to protect its governors from the whims of an 
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aggressive executive. Each of the seven members of the Federal Reserve’s Board of Governors 
serves a 14-year term,43 and they are nominated on a rotating basis to ensure that bank officials 
outlast any given president’s tenure and that the partisan makeup of the board remains relatively 
balanced.  

 
Trump, however, has worked to demolish these foundational safeguards. He has threatened to 

fire the Fed’s chair, Jerome Powell, and even launched a spurious criminal investigation against 
him (which as of April 2026 had been dropped).44 He has attempted to oust another Fed 
governor, Lisa Cook, on dubious claims of “mortgage fraud,” with the hopes of also replacing 
her with one of his loyalists.45  

 
The economic risks of politicizing monetary policy are clear. The experience of other nations 

shows that the loss of central bank independence can bring on episodes of unusually high 
inflation, increase borrowing costs, and sap investment.46 Trump’s efforts to turn the Federal 
Reserve into an institution loyal only to him have spooked investors and even alarmed the 
Supreme Court, which has otherwise deferred to his power as the chief executive.47 If Trump 
succeeds, the United States could lose its stature as the world’s principal haven of investment, 
thereby opening the door for economic rivals to assume that role.48  

 
The Art of the Risky Deal  
Trump has frequently bragged of his prowess as a businessman and has touted the numerous 

deals he’s allegedly struck on the nation’s behalf. Unfortunately, his boasts have proved largely 
hollow. His deals have so far failed to deliver the promised benefits, except perhaps to his 
billionaire cronies.  

 
Trump claims to have negotiated $17 trillion in new foreign investment that would bring 

manufacturing back to America.49 An Associated Press investigation, however, concluded that 
this figure “appears to be exaggerated, highly speculative, and far higher than the actual sum.”50 
Much of this touted investment is also contingent on other nations making good on vague 
commitments to Trump (often after having been threatened with tariffs). Japan, for instance, 
purportedly pledged $550 million in new U.S. investments, but the details have yet to be agreed 
upon.51 A Goldman Sachs analysis concluded that many of the pledges included transactions that 
were already in motion, and that the real value to GDP would be between $30 billion and $135 
billion—not trillions.52  

 
Other deals are of dubious value and may pose greater risk than rewards for the U.S. 

economy. For instance, the government has acquired equity stakes in at least 10 companies, 
including Intel and U.S. Steel.53 Several investments were in companies focused on the 
development of rare earths. While the investments can serve national security needs, the strategy 
poses a host of legal and political risks, including the potential for conflicts of interest and the 
consequences of choosing winners and losers. The Cato Institute’s Scott Lincicome has warned 
of the “misallocation of capital” resulting from these investments, especially if the government 
sinks money into industries and companies that are uncompetitive.54 More troubling are 
transactions where Trump appears to have bargained away U.S. competitiveness in industries 
like artificial intelligence, where America currently holds the global advantage. In late 2025, the 
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Trump administration agreed to allow sales of Nvidia’s powerful H200 AI chip to China, which 
many experts denounced as the prioritization of short-term gains over long-term economic and 
security interests.55 As former National Security Advisor Jake Sullivan told The New York Times, 
“This decision is nuts.”56  

 
Most worrisome of all are the government’s dealings that potentially put the U.S. economy at 

risk while arguably benefiting Trump and his family’s businesses. The most obvious example is 
cryptocurrency, in which Trump and his family hold billions of dollars in assets through their 
entity World Liberty Financial.57 Since taking office, Trump has repeatedly favored the crypto 
industry with deregulatory policies, the establishment of a crypto “strategic reserve,”58 and 
privileged access for crypto industry donors.59 In a 2025 report, Brookings warned of mounting 
risks to the American public and the U.S. economy from the lack of adequate safeguards on the 
crypto industry: “From financial instability to investor fraud to environmental and public safety 
risks, the potential consequences are real and growing.”60 

 
Betraying His Base  
Trump promised a “manufacturing boom,” a revival of coal, and “millions and millions of 

blue-collar jobs and jobs of every type.”61 He said America would recapture its supremacy as a 
“manufacturing powerhouse.”62 

This hasn’t happened. Since his election in November 2024, America has lost more than 
100,000 manufacturing jobs.63 We have almost 2,000 fewer coal miners.64 Trump has also failed 
to arrest the slide in labor force participation by white men, the core of his voter base, whose 
participation in the labor force peaked in 1956 at 88 percent. In March 2026, the workforce 
participation rate for this group was 68.8 percent, down from 69.6 percent in March 2025.65 And 
despite the Trump administration’s claims of a surge in work for “American-born” workers as a 
result of its deportation campaign,66 the unemployment rate for native-born men (of all races) in 
March 2026 was the same as it was in January 2025—4.3 percent.67 At the same time, Trump has 
instituted policies actively hostile to the economic security of his voters. The cuts to food 
assistance (SNAP) included in the OBBBA will fall hardest on rural communities, which suffer 
from higher rates of poverty and food insecurity than in the country at large. Rather than lift the 
fortunes of his core supporters, he has worsened their hardships.68  

Yet another promise Trump has failed to deliver on is his April 2025 pledge “to reach and 
surpass 1 million new active apprentices” in blue-collar trades and other occupations.69 Though 
he vowed to reach this milestone within 120 days of his executive order on apprenticeships, his 
administration has fallen far short of the mark. By contrast, at the end of Joe Biden’s term, there 
were nearly 680,000 active apprentices in America, nearly double the roughly 359,000 nine years 
earlier.70 Under Trump, however, the number of apprentices fell for the first time in 10 years. 
That’s because Trump has systematically dismantled the federal government’s Office of 
Apprenticeship in the Department of Labor and stripped apprenticeship programs of crucial 
funding. Key leadership staff in the Office of Apprenticeship were purged during Elon Musk’s 
DOGE initiative,71 and millions of dollars in grants for apprenticeship programs and 
apprenticeship research have been paused or canceled.72  

*** 
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One year in, the Trump economy is a bust. The Trump administration’s policies have set the 
nation on track to be less prosperous, less globally competitive, and less equipped to provide all 
Americans the opportunities they need to succeed. Americans deserve better: leadership that 
works in their interests and policies that invest in the nation’s potential.  
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4. 

A Sicker, Unhealthier America 
The COVID-19 pandemic, which began during Donald Trump’s first term, had killed more 

than 1 million Americans by 2022. Trump’s mishandling of the crisis, including his attacks on 
science and his embrace of misinformation, contributed to this grim toll. In his second term, the 
Trump administration’s health care policies are no less dangerous and destructive. His top 
officials have embraced conspiracy theories over science and have undermined trust in public 
health. America is woefully unprepared for the next pandemic. Moreover, Trump’s attacks on 
Medicaid and the Affordable Care Act will strip millions of Americans of access to affordable 
medical care. He has canceled promising research that could lead to future cures and has gutted 
the federal government of crucial expertise. All of this is cynically promoted under the banner of 
“Making America Healthy Again.”  

*** 

In January 2026, on the eve of the first anniversary of his return to office, President Trump 
unveiled his “Great Healthcare Plan”—an agenda that falls far short of its grandiose title. The 
single-page document offers vague promises, few details, and proposals that many experts 
consider unworkable. One of Trump’s demands is that hospitals and doctors “prominently post 
their pricing,” as if patients in crisis have the leverage or wherewithal to negotiate the cost of 
their medical care.1 The “plan” would not undo the damage that the Trump administration has 
already done to America’s leadership in medical research, to its public health infrastructure, and 
to publicly funded health care programs.  

 
Trump’s shambolic, unserious, and destructive “plan” also typifies his administration’s 

careless approach to Americans’ health. During the first year of his second term, Trump has 
appointed loyalists with dubious qualifications to fill the roles most crucial to the guardianship of 
public health. These officials have undermined public faith in expertise and have discarded 
accepted scientific consensus, while embracing fringe ideas. The administration has gutted the 
infrastructure of public health, firing hundreds of inspectors, scientists, and other experts crucial 
for the safety of our food and medicines, including many who were on watch for emerging 
diseases.2 Childhood scourges like measles and whooping cough, which U.S. public health 
officials have worked for decades to eradicate, are surging, along with a rise in anti-vaccine 
sentiment. In 2025, the United States reported more than 2,200 cases of measles and three deaths 
from the disease (compared to 285 cases and no deaths in 2024).3 America is likely to lose its 
measles elimination status when international public health experts meet in the fall of 2026.4 

 
Trump has also failed to keep his promise of making health care more affordable. Instead, he 

has put it out of reach for millions of Americans, including many of his supporters. The One Big 
Beautiful Bill Act (OBBBA), which Congress passed in the summer of 2025, cut federal 
Medicaid spending by more than $900 billion and imposed work reporting requirements that will 
burden working-poor Americans with red tape and cut them off from the medical care they need. 
Trump’s refusal to extend premium subsidies for working- and middle-class Americans who get 
their health insurance under the Affordable Care Act has already raised these citizens’ monthly 
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premiums to unaffordable levels, causing many to forgo coverage. All told, the Congressional 
Budget Office (CBO) estimates that 16 million additional Americans will be uninsured by 2034 
as a result of the Trump administration’s policies.5  

 
Trump has further jeopardized Americans’ health through executive actions that will decimate 

scientific and biomedical research. In 2025, the Trump administration terminated or froze more 
than 7,800 research grants and slashed staff levels at the various science-related federal agencies 
by 15 to 25 percent.6 It proposed draconian cuts to funding for the National Institutes of Health, 
which luckily Congress blocked. But the general attack on science has left its mark, putting the 
preeminence of American science at risk. Tomorrow’s cures are now as likely to come from 
Europe or China, leaving U.S. patients to wait for new treatments rather than being at the front of 
the line.  

 
Making Health Care Coverage Less Affordable 
In 2009, the year before the enactment of the Affordable Care Act, 50 million Americans—

one in six—had no health insurance, leaving them vulnerable to being deprived of care or mired 
in unmanageable debt. Coverage was particularly difficult and expensive for individuals and 
small employers to secure. When Americans with preexisting medical conditions applied for 
insurance coverage as individuals, a third of them were denied coverage.7 U.S. hospitals charged 
higher fees to patients without insurance, sent unpaid bills to debt collection, and bore the losses 
as “uncompensated care”—which then required additional government spending to keep the 
hospitals running. In the year before the ACA took effect, more than 70 percent of the care to 
uninsured non-elderly adults ($62.8 billion) was uncompensated.8  

 
The ACA created state-run and federal marketplaces in which insurance was priced the same 

for everyone regardless of health status. Many individuals also qualified for subsidies that made 
health insurance premiums more affordable and assured that healthy people would participate in 
the marketplace, thus keeping costs low for everyone.9 During the COVID-19 pandemic, 
Congress passed temporary additional (“enhanced”) subsidies that further broadened access to 
coverage. For low- and moderate-income individuals, the ACA provided states the option of 
expanding their Medicaid programs to cover individuals and families with incomes that were 
otherwise too high to qualify but too low to afford a health plan through the marketplace.  

 
By 2024, the share of Americans without health insurance had been reduced from 16 percent 

before the ACA was enacted to 7.6 percent. More than 45 million Americans got their health 
care coverage through the ACA in 2025—about half through the marketplace and the other half 
through Medicaid expansion (in the 40 states, plus the District of Columbia, that took advantage 
of it).10 The ACA has been effective in decreasing by one-fifth the rate of uninsurance among 
people with low incomes, chronic conditions, or disabilities.11 These are people who would 
otherwise likely be unable to obtain or afford coverage.12 

 
Despite the ACA’s success, President Trump has waged a long-standing campaign against it, 

including several failed attempts to repeal it in his first term. He has vowed repeatedly to propose 
a health insurance coverage alternative to the ACA, but has not done so. Instead, he and the 
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Republican majority in Congress have passed legislation and supported policies that will cause 
millions of Americans to lose their coverage. 

 
The elimination of the enhanced ACA subsidies as of the start of 2026 is expected to more 

than double the average premium that many Americans will have to pay, with an average 
increase of more than $1,000.13 The consequences will be devastating. In anticipation of an 
exodus of healthier enrollees from the ACA health plans, health insurers have already been 
raising their premiums by an average of 26 percent and as much as 59 percent, to account for 
these higher average costs.14 The CBO estimates that the expiration of the enhanced subsidies 
alone, when combined with new rules adopted by the Department of Health and Human 
Services, will increase the number of uninsured by 5.1 million over the next 10 years.15 

 
The intent of Trump’s termination of the ACA enhanced subsidies may well be destabilization 

of the individual health insurance market, as rising premiums contribute to what insurance 
experts refer to as the “death spiral,” leaving only extremely expensive coverage for the sickest 
patients. Many administration officials have argued for an individual responsibility for health 
care—providing a combination of health savings accounts, high-deductible plans, and enhanced 
tax deductions to pay for medical expenses, and encouraging Americans to avoid full-coverage 
health insurance plans.16 

 
The idea that Americans would pay all of their hospital and physician bills and prescription 

drug expenses with their own cash is delusional. The average total cost of health care per person 
in the U.S. was $15,474 in 2024 (including government, private, out-of-pocket, research, and 
infrastructure spending).17 But the majority of people don’t use much health care in a year; for 
those who need it regularly, the costs would be devastating. The average three-day hospital stay 
in the United States currently costs $30,000.18 Before the ACA was implemented, more than half 
of all personal bankruptcies were linked to medical debt, and one in five Americans was being 
pursued by collection agencies for medical debt.19 Trump’s health care proposals would Make 
Americans Greatly in Debt Again.  

 
Depriving Vulnerable Americans of Access to Care 
The Trump administration has also pushed through drastic cuts in Medicaid, the nation’s 

largest public insurance program—and a vital source of health care coverage for many of 
Trump’s core supporters, particularly in rural America. As of November 2025, 69 million people 
were enrolled in Medicaid, including 30 million children. Medicaid pays for 40 percent of births 
and 60 percent of all long-term care.20  

 
Beginning in 2027, the OBBBA will require that, in addition to meeting their state’s income 

eligibility standards, most nondisabled adults report at least 80 hours per month of work or 
community service in order to qualify for Medicaid. (The law does not provide funding for the 
child care, transportation, or training that would actually support work.) Even though the 
majority of nondisabled adults on Medicaid already work full- or part-time, this reporting 
requirement is intended to be burdensome on applicants and enrollees, in the hope that they will 
give up on filing all the necessary documentation and will thereby lose Medicaid coverage.21  
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Starting in 2028, the same law will limit the revenues that most states can raise from taxing 
hospitals and other providers in order to pay for their share of Medicaid expenses. Most if not all 
of these states will not be able to replace those lost revenues and will instead have to reduce 
payments to medical providers, tighten eligibility standards, and/or cut back on optional 
benefits.22 

 
Because of their delayed effective dates, the impact of these policy changes will not be felt 

until after the November 2026 midterm elections. The CBO projects that once they do take 
effect, the eligibility changes alone will cause 5.7 million Americans to lose their Medicaid 
coverage by 2034, and that 5.3 million of those will become uninsured. Overall, the CBO 
estimates that the financing and eligibility changes will result in 7.5 million additional uninsured 
Americans by 2034—more than the current populations of Alaska, Delaware, North Dakota, 
Rhode Island, South Dakota, Vermont, and Wyoming combined.23 

 
These cuts will fall especially heavily on adults and children in rural areas. Many rural 

Americans may soon find that they cannot get access to care at all. Since 2010, more than 150 
rural hospitals have been closed or converted into non-acute care facilities, according to Harvard 
University’s T. H. Chan School of Public Health, and many more are vulnerable to closure 
because of their dependence on Medicaid for revenues. While the OBBBA included a $50 billion 
“Rural Health Transformation” fund, Harvard’s analysis concludes that it will be far from 
adequate to ensure access to care for the many Americans who will be left out in the cold.24  

 
If these cuts in federal Medicaid spending are not reversed, the consequences will be far-

reaching. Not only will the health of millions be jeopardized as they lose access to needed 
medical care, and not only will they and their families be at real risk of incurring medical debt, 
but the financial stability of the hospitals, clinics, and other providers that now serve them—as 
well as the rest of their communities—also will be put under potentially catastrophic strain.  

 
Jeopardizing Women’s Health 
Women are particularly vulnerable to the consequences of Trump’s policies. In 2022, the 

Supreme Court overturned Roe v. Wade, a longtime goal of the antiabortion movement, ruling 
that reproductive rights should be left to the states. Not content with that victory, Trump has 
continued in his second term to jeopardize women’s health by further restricting abortion and 
reproductive care, even in states where abortion remains legal. 

 
In 2025, the federal government withdrew its guidance to hospitals, under which emergency 

abortion care was protected, even in states with abortion bans. The result of this action was that 
medical providers in those states became hesitant to perform abortions—even if necessary to 
protect the life of the mother—for fear of prosecution or other penalties. This situation is 
especially dangerous for low-income women, who are less likely to have the means or time to 
travel to a state that protects abortion rights in order to receive health care.25 

 
The Trump administration has also made it harder for women in states with abortion rights to 

access care. The Department of Veterans Affairs banned abortion counseling and care at its 
facilities, affecting approximately 365,000 women veterans who live in states that protect 
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abortion access. Cuts to Medicaid in the OBBBA defunded community health care providers, 
leading to the closure of 20 Planned Parenthood health centers, which offer many services 
unrelated to abortion.26 The administration also froze millions of dollars in Title X grants, the 
only federal program solely dedicated to funding birth control and family planning services to 
low-income and uninsured individuals. As a result, many aspects of women’s health that are 
unrelated to abortion, including pregnancy and primary care, have been harmed.27 

 
Finally, as in multiple areas of health care, the administration has relied on unproven 

assertions to justify restrictions on reproductive health and abortion access. Most notably, the 
Food and Drug Administration is reevaluating abortion pill safety despite 25 years of research 
showing that the pill is overwhelmingly safe.28  

 
Dismantling the Infrastructure of Public Health  
Even critics of the U.S. health system agree that America offers some of the most advanced 

health care in the world and has been a global leader in medical research, innovation, and 
technology. It has produced great numbers of new drugs, advanced treatments, and state-of-the-
art technologies and procedures.  

 
However, since January 2025, the Trump administration has dramatically cut programs, 

budgets, and staff at virtually every federal health agency, including the National Institutes of 
Health, the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, the Substance Abuse and Mental Health 
Services Administration, the health service of the Department of Veterans Affairs, and others.29 
The administration has also forced out many agency leaders, whether political appointees or not, 
often without any clear justification. As of March 2026, the NIH had 15 acting or temporary 
directors among its 27 institute and center directors.30 SAMHSA is operating with no director 
and acting or temporary staff in 50 percent of its other leadership positions. The consequence is a 
lack of stable leadership and clear direction for the agencies and their work.31 

 
Either through direct elimination or sudden policy changes, many health programs have been 

significantly diminished. One study found that 383 clinical trials were cut or interrupted due to 
the proposed cuts, leaving vulnerable patients who had volunteered to be subjects without 
treatments.32 Forbes reported that because of a sudden policy change in the way grants are made, 
the NIH supported 22 percent fewer projects in 2025 than in 2024, including a similar decline at 
the National Cancer Institute.33 These cuts are not consistent with the administration’s pledge to 
“Make America Healthy Again,” considering that 99.4 percent of new drugs approved by the 
FDA between 2010 and 2019 were the result of discoveries conducted or funded by the NIH.34 

 
At the CDC, the administration proposed and has begun implementing substantial budget 

cuts, including a proposed 50 percent reduction in the agency’s overall funding. These cuts have 
led to the elimination or suspension of key programs, including those for chronic disease 
prevention, injury prevention, HIV/AIDS prevention, and infectious disease surveillance labs.35 
The administration also abruptly terminated more than $11 billion in COVID relief grants to 
states and local communities, which were used for testing, vaccination efforts, and addressing 
health disparities.36 In addition, thousands of CDC employees were laid off, including hundreds 
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of officers at the Epidemic Intelligence Service, who are key personnel for investigating disease 
outbreaks.37 

 
Substituting Ideology and Intuition for Science  
Biomedical science has been the basis for American health and public health policy for almost 

a century, and it has paid off well in terms of improvements in the prevention and treatment of 
illnesses and the extension of Americans’ life expectancy and promotion of their overall well-
being. The Trump administration, primarily through Robert F. Kennedy Jr., the secretary of 
health and human services, has adopted a set of vastly different, non-science-based policies, with 
the result that the health of millions of Americans is now at risk.  

 
Vaccines are the most prominent example. For a century and longer, they have been a public 

health success story, particularly for children, saving billions of lives around the world. In 
January 2026, Kennedy and then Acting CDC Director Jim O’Neill introduced a new vaccine 
guidance schedule for newborns and young children that reduced the list of recommended 
vaccinations from the long-standard 17 vaccines to a shorter list of 11.38 When asked the reason 
for these changes, O’Neill responded, without citing any underlying evidence, that the CDC had 
done a scientific review and had chosen to align U.S. recommendations with “peer developed 
countries, specifically Denmark.”39  

 
Several of the nation’s leading medical and public health organizations, including the 

American Academy of Pediatrics and the California Medical Association, sharply criticized the 
process and the changes to the vaccine schedule. Critics point out that the rigorous, expert-driven 
review process that was traditionally conducted by the Advisory Committee on Immunization 
Practices was bypassed,40 and that the new recommendations seemed to ignore substantial 
differences between the populations of the United States and Denmark.  

 
These changes reflected Kennedy’s widely known and long-held antipathy to vaccines; they 

were not based on any new scientific studies. Evidence of the foolishness of such anti-vaccine 
pronouncements include the recent increases in measles cases, more than 90 percent of which 
involve unvaccinated individuals.41 The American Academy of Pediatrics, among others, 
believes that adopting the new vaccine standards will likely put millions of children at increased 
risk for contracting infectious diseases.42 

 
Also in January 2026, the DHHS and the Department of Agriculture introduced a new, 

inverted food pyramid as part of the 2025–2030 Dietary Guidelines for Americans.43 This 
pyramid prioritizes protein, dairy, healthy fats, and vegetables at the top, moving grains to the 
bottom—supposedly to emphasize “real food” and reduce processed food consumption. The new 
guidelines were developed under the direction of Kennedy, again departing from the previous 
reliance on expert advisory committees. Once again, no clear scientific justification was given 
for the changes. 
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Ending the Moon Shot on Cancer Research 
Since the National Cancer Institute was established in 1937, the U.S. government has invested 

$184 billion in funding its research.44 The NCI’s value to the nation in reducing the devastation 
that cancer visits upon American families is indisputable. Its scientists have discovered 
preventions, treatments, and cures for cancer, saving an estimated 4.5 million lives over the past 
30 years. Since 1991, there has been a 71 percent reduction in pediatric cancer deaths and a 34 
percent reduction in adult cancer deaths; mortality rates have declined for 12 of the 19 most 
common cancers in men and for 14 of the 20 most common cancers in women.45 

 
Despite these successes, the “war on cancer” has not been won. In 2024, 612,000 Americans 

died of cancer, nearly as many as all the battlefield deaths in all U.S. wars since 1775. Forty 
percent of Americans will develop cancer in their lifetime, and more than 2 million Americans 
were diagnosed with cancer in 2025. It is not only a disease of the elderly: Early-onset cancer 
rates are rising today among younger adults, and 1,600 children died of cancer in 2024.46 
Researchers are looking for answers.  

 
Yet, as part of its war on science, scientific research, and research institutions, the Trump 

administration effectively cut funding for cancer research by 31 percent by March 2025,47 and in 
his budget proposal for the 2026 fiscal year, the president called for a 44 percent cut for the NIH 
(which included a similar percentage cut for the NCI)48 and a 53 percent cut for the CDC. 

 
This attack on cancer research and disease control flies in the face of reason. Cancer knows no 

political favorites. In fact, eight of the 10 states with the highest cancer mortality are Republican-
leaning states, and Trump’s constituency of rural Americans has a higher rate of cancer diagnosis 
and death than urban populations.49  

 
This policy to gut research generally, and cancer research in particular, proved to be wildly 

unpopular. In the next appropriations act, Congress moved quickly—with broad bipartisan 
support and ignoring Trump’s budget proposal—to increase funding for cancer research. The 
increase was minimal—2 percent for the NCI and less than 1 percent for the NIH50—but it was a 
rare victory for research in Trump’s war against science.  

 
Sabotaging the Search for Future Cures 
The modest victory for cancer research, however, cannot offset the long-term impact of the 

Trump administration’s broader attacks on science and its disruption of research. The 
cancellation of existing research grants and termination of funded clinical trials is destroying the 
morale of scientists within the science and health agencies. At the same time, the website and 
communication arms of the NCI have been dismantled. Patients with cancer and their families 
call the NCI thousands of times per month in search of reliable information. Now their questions 
go unanswered. Further, interruptions due to firings, rehirings, freezing of funds, and other such 
disruptions are making one of the world’s greatest scientific institutions rife with chaos and 
destroyed morale. 
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Senior scientists are reluctantly leaving the NCI, but positions at major research universities 
are limited by the administration’s cancellation of grants and further reductions in federal 
funding to universities. Their younger counterparts see declining opportunities for new research 
in the United States and are being courted by the European Commission, which has created a 
$500 million fund to attract American scientists.51 In addition, scientists from other parts of the 
world, who would previously come to the United States to conduct their research, are now 
discouraged not only by the loss of funding but also by the hostile immigration climate.  

 
*** 

The Trump administration has demonstrated its disdain for proven science that has improved 
our lives for decades. By destroying biomedical research, casting doubt and reversing scientific 
knowledge, and causing people to lose health insurance, they are reversing a hundred years of 
medical progress that will result in the exact opposite of their professed claims to “Make 
America Healthy Again.” 

 
The effects on our nation’s health and prosperity will be long-lasting. It is far easier to destroy 

biomedical research and confidence than to create it. The wholesale disruption of the CDC, the 
NCI (and the rest of the NIH), SAMHSA, and the National Science Foundation will take years to 
correct. 
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5. 

An Unprecedented Attack on Education 
Nothing is more critical to our nation’s well-being than the health of its educational 

institutions. Education is the engine of social mobility and economic growth. Yet President 
Donald Trump’s policies have systematically sought to weaken our nation’s public schools and 
universities—the pride of red states and blue states alike. He has undermined neighborhood 
public schools by threatening their funding and autonomy. He has decimated the system of 
federal support for research that is the cornerstone of our scientific leadership in the world, 
sabotaging our long-term economic strength. And he has sought to suppress academic freedom 
under the cynical guise of ending antisemitism and “woke” ideology. The harm he has caused to 
our schools, our students, our economic potential, and our public health is incalculable.  

 
*** 

American public education is older than America itself.  
 
The nation’s first public school, the Boston Latin School,1 was established in 1635 by the 

Massachusetts Bay Colony, one year before the founding of Harvard. Its focus was the 
humanities, and its mission was “dissent with responsibility.”2 In the 1770s, Thomas Jefferson 
introduced a bill in the Virginia House of Burgesses to establish a system of free public 
education in the commonwealth, beginning in the elementary grades. The antidote to tyranny, 
Jefferson wrote, was “to illuminate, as far as practicable, the minds of the people at large” and to 
do so “without regard to wealth, birth or other accidental condition or circumstance.”3 Today, the 
nation’s public schools educate nearly 50 million students.4  

 
America’s early leaders also saw the benefits of investments in higher education. In 1862, 

Congress passed the first Morrill Act,5 which established the nation’s system of land grant 
universities and launched the federal government’s partnership with higher education. In 1950, 
Congress created the National Science Foundation to support pure and applied research at 
American universities. Funding for the NSF has been a bipartisan congressional priority ever 
since.6 

 
Building on this foundation, American universities have become the envy of the world. They 

have dominated global rankings, become leaders in scientific and research output, and served as 
incubators of technological innovation.7 The innumerable scientific breakthroughs that have 
resulted from this partnership are now woven into the fabric of our lives—inventions like the 
internet, GPS, and the mRNA vaccines that ended the pandemic.8  

 
Most Americans recognize the importance of education for themselves and their families, 

even as some have questioned its value and expense. A majority of parents want their children to 
attend universities,9 and large majorities of college students see their education as valuable to 
their future careers.10 More than half of all American adults enroll in postsecondary education 
either directly after high school or later as returning students.11  
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Higher education continues to be the surest path to financial security. The typical college 

graduate earns $32,000 a year more than the typical high school graduate, according to a 2025 
study by the Federal Reserve Bank of New York, which also found that the “college wage 
premium” is near a historic all-time high.12 Over a lifetime, the wage advantage conferred by a 
college degree can mean as much as $1.5 million in additional earnings.13  

 
Yet in the eyes of the second Trump administration, education and higher education are “the 

enemy,” as Vice President J. D. Vance declared in a 2021 speech, years before his ascension to 
the second-highest office in the land.14 Project 2025, the Trump administration’s blueprint for the 
current term, included a 46-page plan for gutting the nation’s educational infrastructure, which 
U.S. officials have been assiduously working to implement.15 One year into Trump’s second 
term, public education is under threat, and American higher education is perilously close to 
losing its high global stature. American students, meanwhile, risk the loss of access to the 
education they need for success.  

 
Undermining the Funding and Autonomy of Public Schools 
The pandemic inflicted enormous damage on student achievement, and it has yet to recover. 

Instead, scores have continued to decline. In math, for instance, just 28 percent of eighth-graders 
were at or above a “proficient” level in 2024—6 percentage points lower than in 2019, according 
to the National Assessment of Educational Progress (also known as the “Nation’s Report 
Card”).16 The Trump administration has done nothing to reverse these trends. Instead, it has 
enacted policies that rob schools of precious resources that would otherwise be directed toward 
student learning.  

 
In the first few months of his administration, Trump issued an executive order to abolish the 

Department of Education, despite lacking the legal authority to do so.17 His officials framed the 
department’s proposed demise as an act of bureaucratic efficiency and a return of control to the 
states.18 In truth, it’s an attempt to weaken the nation’s system of public education, with the 
effect of harming America’s most vulnerable students.  

 
At the same time, administration officials froze at least $12 billion in federal school funding 

already allotted to states and districts by Congress. Educators lost jobs while districts scrambled 
to raise funds to cover these unexpected deficits. Significant chunks of this money were intended 
for special education, according to an analysis by EducationWeek, while other funds were meant 
for vital programs in mental health, literacy instruction, nutrition, building modernization, and 
services for immigrant children.19  

 
The administration’s cuts and cancellations especially hurt low-income students, minorities, 

and students with disabilities, who now have fewer resources for the services they need, and less 
recourse if districts don’t comply with existing federal protections.20 In a perversion of its 
original mission, the Education Department’s Office of Civil Rights has shifted its focus away 
from the enforcement of U.S. civil rights laws and toward the enforcement of Trump’s policy 
priorities. According to a March 2026 investigation by ProPublica, “Complaints about 
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transgender students playing sports and using girls’ bathrooms at school have been fast-
tracked,21 while cases of racial harassment of Black students last year were ignored.”22 

 
The administration, moreover, has retaliated against Democratic states and cities that have 

resisted Trump’s agenda, forcing schools to spend hundreds of thousands of dollars on legal fees 
instead of school instruction. For instance, in February 2026, shortly after mass protests in 
Portland, Oregon, of immigration enforcement activities in the city, the Office for Civil Rights 
opened an investigation against the public schools there.23 The Trump administration also 
threatened to withhold grant funding from five districts in northern Virginia that refused to 
institute policies discriminating against transgender students.24 Fairfax and Arlington Counties 
have sued to release the funds, which amount to $200 million.25  

 
Making College Less Affordable 
The Trump administration has called for massive cuts in federal programs that are aimed at 

making college more affordable, especially for low-income Americans. Congress has so far 
rebuffed his proposals, but there’s little doubt of Trump’s hostility toward expanding access to 
higher education.  

 
Trump’s budget request for the 2026 fiscal year proposed slashing the maximum federal Pell 

Grant for low-income students by about 25 percent, from $7,395 to $5,710.26 It also proposed to 
slash the federal work study program and to defund three programs that seek to help 
disadvantaged students attend college. Among the programs Trump sought to eliminate was 
TRIO, which the Pell Institute found to be effective in increasing college enrollment and 
graduation rates. Thankfully, the appropriations bill passed by Congress rejected these proposed 
cuts.27  

 
Congress did, however, pass a series of administration proposals that significantly limit 

federal student loan programs, as part of the One Big Beautiful Bill Act. The legislation ended 
the Grad PLUS loan program, capped Parent PLUS loans at $20,000 a year, and, most 
significantly, limited federal loans for most graduate school programs to $20,500 a year (with a 
lifetime cap of $100,000). (Before the law was enacted, parents and students could borrow up to 
the cost of the program with no set limit.)28  

 
The law also placed a limit of $50,000 per year for federal loans for so-called professional 

programs like medicine and law, a restriction that the American Medical Association said would 
worsen physician shortages and limit opportunities for lower-income students.29 Moreover, the 
“professional” designation excluded nursing, which the American Nurses Association said would 
“jeopardize workforce sustainability” and “limit access to care.”30 As a result of these 
restrictions, many students will be discouraged from pursuing an education in fields important to 
societal well-being. Others may have to resort to high-interest private loans that lack federal 
protections and, critically, are ineligible for the Public Service Loan Forgiveness program. In 
either instance, an affordable education will be further from reach.  
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Cutting Off the Pipeline for Technological Breakthroughs 
Trump has also disrupted the unique and successful partnership between universities and the 

federal government that has produced decades of cutting-edge innovations and research. The 
result has been to jeopardize scientific progress, including important cures and treatments that 
benefit American patients; to weaken local and regional economies dependent on research-
generated economic growth; and to sabotage America’s future competitiveness and technological 
leadership.  

 
Over the past 80 years, the research carried out at U.S. universities, funded in large part by 

federal grants, has helped lay the foundation for America’s prosperity. Universities have 
developed important innovations and advances in such fields as health and medicine, 
communications, food science, energy, environmental science, and national security. In the 2023 
fiscal year, approximately $108 billion was spent on research at American universities, with the 
lion’s share of this support coming from the federal government.31 Until Trump’s return to the 
White House, these appropriations were noncontroversial and enjoyed broad bipartisan support.  

 
In his first few months in office, however, the Trump administration froze, paused, or 

canceled at least $11 billion in funds already appropriated by Congress, much of which had been 
designated for university research.32 It also halved the number of students participating in the 
NSF’s prestigious graduate student research program and severely limited the funding for 
international students, thereby choking off the pipeline for future talent.33 In the fall of 2025, 
American universities reported a 17 percent decline in new international student enrollments.34  

 
One damaging consequence of these policies has been to halt progress on the search for cures 

to many diseases, to the detriment of American patients. At Johns Hopkins University, for 
instance, researchers lost $50 million in funding (in addition to $800 million in losses from 
canceled grants at the U.S. Agency for International Development).35 As the nation’s largest 
recipient of funding from the National Institutes of Health, the university could ultimately risk 
losing as much as $200 million a year in federal funds—a result that could jeopardize hundreds 
of clinical trials for treatments in cancer, diabetes, and infectious diseases.36 Johns Hopkins has 
been at the forefront of developing the mRNA vaccines that have shown immense promise in 
treating chronic diseases, as well as cancer, but the potential loss of $500 million in funding for 
mRNA vaccine development37—the result of false claims and misinformation about vaccine 
safety—could set back this research for decades, costing untold numbers of lives.  

 
Cuts to research also have been and will be devastating to local economies, in both 

Democratic and Republican states. According to researchers at the University of Maryland and 
the University of Pennsylvania, Trump’s proposed cuts to NIH funding alone could result in 
future annual losses of $17 billion in economic activity and 72,000 lost jobs.38 The loss of 
international students could deliver a further blow. The Institute of International Education 
estimates that international students contributed $55 billion to the U.S. economy in 2024 and 
supported more than 355,000 jobs.39 Much of this economic boost flowed to small towns and 
rural America. Though many Americans may associate international students with elite 
institutions like the Ivy League, many regional and small private colleges depend on tuition 
revenues from international students, who typically pay full freight, to subsidize American 



 

 43 

students. At West Virginia’s Wheeling University, for instance, international students made up 
20 percent of the student body in 2024, according to U.S. News & World Report.40 

 
Similarly, universities provide ample benefits to many states’ economies. University research 

launches start-ups and creates jobs. A study by the Andersen Consulting group, for instance, 
found that public universities in Michigan generate nearly $45 billion in economic activity each 
year, yielding a 28-to-1 return on taxpayer investment in these institutions.41 In Durham and 
Wake Counties in North Carolina, according to the Center for Strategic & International Studies, 
“universities have launched 756 start-ups since 1998,42 helping transform Research Triangle Park 
into a biotech hub that generates $82 billion in economic impact annually while supporting more 
than 200,000 jobs.”43  

 
Trump’s cuts to research funding will mean forgoing new jobs and innovation. It also means 

ceding to China the global lead in scientific research. Recent international rankings show that 
Chinese universities have already seized the global lead in the quantity and quality of scientific 
papers produced. According to a major ranking in research productivity by Leiden University in 
the Netherlands, Chinese universities held 16 of the top 20 spots in scientific publications in 
2025. Harvard placed third, and only two other American universities—Johns Hopkins and the 
University of Michigan—ranked in the top 25. Two decades earlier, seven U.S. universities were 
in the top 10, and Harvard was ranked number one. 

 
Stifling Freedom of Thought 
The Trump administration has also abused its financial leverage in its attempts to control 

universities’ hiring and admissions practices, to mandate curricula, and to suppress academic 
freedom. This effort represents nothing less than a dire threat to the freedom of speech and 
inquiry that has helped our universities lead the world.  

 
Nowhere has this been more apparent than in the administration’s all-out assault on Harvard, 

the nation’s oldest and wealthiest university. The federal government has frozen $2.2 billion in 
research funding; opened an investigation of Harvard’s foreign gifts and contracts; begun an 
investigation by the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission into the university’s hiring 
practices; and commenced a civil rights investigation into alleged antiwhite discrimination by the 
Harvard Law Review. In May 2025, the Department of Homeland Security terminated the 
certification Harvard needed to admit foreign students,44 and in August of that year Secretary of 
Commerce Howard Lutnick threatened to strip Harvard of its patents developed with federal 
funding.45 While a federal judge has since held that the administration’s freeze of federal 
research funding was unconstitutional,46 these claims must now make their way through the 
appellate courts, with uncertain results.  

 
Other universities, including Columbia, Brown, Cornell, and Northwestern, have been subject 

to similar targeting and have been forced to make concessions to stay viable. Those settlements 
have included making policy changes and paying substantial fines to resolve the administration’s 
complaints. Brown, for instance, agreed to pay $50 million in exchange for restoration of federal 
funding and the resolution of federal investigations.47 Columbia, meanwhile, agreed to pay $200 
million and acceded to the appointment of an “independent monitor” of its operations.48  
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Emboldened by these victories, the administration has since proposed a “compact,” offering 

universities preferential access to federal money if they adopt policies consistent with Trump’s 
agenda. Among its numerous onerous conditions, universities would have to agree to limit 
foreign students to 15 percent of the undergraduate population; refuse to acknowledge 
transgender identity; ban any consideration of race; disclose detailed admissions data, including 
grades and test scores; and protect the expression of conservative ideas.49 Ted Mitchell, the 
president of the American Council on Education, called the proposed compact “a naked exercise 
of power” and “extortion” and argued that it would turn colleges and universities into 
“instruments of the state, rather than institutions seeking truth.”50 Of the nine universities 
originally offered the compact, seven had declined as of March 2026. Trump has since extended 
the offer to all colleges and universities, which some institutions under financial duress may 
ultimately find difficult to resist. The consequence will be the slow erosion of academic freedom 
and the stifling of the creativity that has led to American breakthroughs in technology, culture, 
and innovation. 

 
*** 

Whatever one’s opinion about reforms that ought to be instituted in American higher 
education, the fact remains that the Trump administration is using the heavy hand of government 
in ways never before seen in our nation’s history. Lee Bollinger, a First Amendment scholar who 
served nearly 30 years as the president of the University of Michigan and Columbia University, 
reminds us that our universities have a special mission.51 They serve as an extension of 
government, nurturing vital research and educating the next generation of citizens and leaders, 
through a vigorous exchange of ideas and constant inquiry. We cannot allow an erratic, 
uninformed president and the group of fierce ideologues advising him to destroy this vital 
enterprise so necessary for our nation’s well-being and economic vitality.   
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6. 

A Gutted and Weaponized Government 
Within days of his return to the White House, Donald Trump began dismantling the federal 

government—slashing the federal workforce and deciding by fiat which programs to keep and 
which to discard. Thousands of highly qualified and dedicated civil servants lost their jobs, and 
the American people lost the benefit of their experience and expertise. The result has been the 
degradation of basic governmental functions and essential services affecting every facet of 
American life: disaster relief, weather forecasts, food safety, tax collection. Trump has also 
undermined the ideals of a civil service based on merit, competence, and neutrality. He has 
instead politicized it and weaponized it to serve his own ends. Because of Trump’s policies and 
reckless destruction, the infrastructure of government will take decades to rebuild. 

 
*** 

The federal government has long been a favored punching bag for presidents of both political 
parties. Ronald Reagan declared government to be “not the solution” but “the problem,”1 while 
Bill Clinton campaigned on “reinventing” government.2 Harry Truman created the Hoover 
Commission,3 headed by one of his predecessors, Herbert Hoover, to recommend improvements 
to the executive branch.  

 
Clinton’s and Truman’s initiatives, for the most part, were good-faith efforts to root out 

inefficiency and promote better stewardship of taxpayer dollars. Not so with Donald Trump, 
whose goal has been less to fix the federal government than to raze it.  

 
Among Trump’s first acts in office was to establish, without congressional sanction, the 

“Department of Government Efficiency,” headed by the billionaire Elon Musk. With an 
ostensible mission to eliminate waste, fraud, and abuse, DOGE was given the authority to 
bulldoze agencies at will.4 Musk posed for photos wielding a chainsaw at a conference of 
Trump’s supporters, signaling his intent to slash his way through the federal workforce. What 
followed was DOGE’s dismissal or retirement of more than 300,000 career civil servants, along 
with the termination of approximately 13,000 federal contracts and 1,500 grants.5  

 
It is unclear whether DOGE accomplished very much besides destruction. Despite 

grandiloquent claims of massive savings, independent analyses verify that DOGE pruned only 
about $1.4 billion from federal expenditures.6  

 
The wreckage, however, has been vast. Indiscriminate and illegal purges have hollowed out 

the U.S. government’s capacity to carry out its core functions, and many agencies have had to 
rehire key employees they discovered they can’t do without. The Department of Energy, for 
example, fired hundreds of workers in February 2025, only to realize that among those dismissed 
were employees crucial to maintaining the safety of the nation’s nuclear stockpile.7  
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Also among the casualties of these mass dismissals were a large number of “probationary” 
employees—newer, often younger, workers who had not yet earned civil service protections. 
Trump and DOGE’s firing spree wiped out a generation of rising talent8 and inflicted lasting 
harm on America’s ability to attract talented public servants and leaders.9 

 
Trump has also warped the fundamental nature of the civil service through his efforts to 

politicize and weaponize all aspects of government in pursuit of his political and personal 
agenda. He has sought to replace career civil servants with loyalists and has run roughshod over 
traditional civil service protections and collective bargaining rights. He has fired inspectors 
general who could hold his appointees to account,10 and he has punished whistleblowers who 
have protested abuses.11  

 
In 1883, Congress passed the Pendleton Civil Service Act to end the “spoils” system of 

staffing government, which had led to chaos, corruption, and inefficiency.12 The resulting merit-
based system has created a professionalized civil service that is competent and politically neutral, 
and treats all citizens equally. Trump, however, seems intent on reinstating the spoils system of 
old and bending the architecture of government to his will.  

 
Hobbling Core Functions and Essential Services 
The mass firings of thousands of federal workers without cause or rationale and in blatant 

violation of the law has materially diminished the quality of the government services Americans 
expect and pay for to protect their health, safety, and well-being.  

 
The abrupt dismissals of scientists, experts, researchers, and other personnel from agencies 

like the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention have left the United States less prepared for 
the next pandemic and less equipped to protect itself against bioterrorism or other threats.13 The 
loss of safety inspectors at the Food and Drug Administration means less quality control for 
pharmaceuticals and a greater likelihood of unsafe products reaching consumers.14 

 
Massive layoffs at the Internal Revenue Service have hindered the government’s ability to 

process tax returns and refunds as well as audit potential scofflaws.15 The unit that audits 
billionaires lost nearly 40 percent of its workers in the spring of 2025,16 thereby dramatically 
improving the odds that ultrawealthy fraudsters will get away with their crimes.17 Dramatic 
reductions of staffing at the Social Security Administration have meant the closure of several 
field offices, long wait times, and delayed claims for elderly and disabled beneficiaries in dire 
need of aid.18 Many farmers are suffering after cuts to the Department of Agriculture,19 which 
oversees critical assistance such as conservation planning and crop insurance.20 

 
Among the agencies hardest hit by Trump’s purges is the Department of Veterans Affairs, 

where nearly 30,000 employees were dismissed or induced to retire. (Many of them are veterans 
themselves.) The result has been critical shortages of doctors, nurses, claims processors, mental 
health professionals, and social workers21—all roles directly impacting veterans’ care and 
benefits.22 An estimated 1.2 million veterans have lost their VA providers, and wait times have 
almost doubled in many locations. The VA has slashed its crisis line staff, despite suicide being 
the second leading cause of death for veterans under the age of 45, and has dismantled 
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protections for homeless veterans. VA cuts also have upended or delayed clinical trials on 
cancers, dementia, heart disease, and stroke risk.23  

 

Increasing Risk from Serious Threats 
Diminished federal capacity has also made the nation more vulnerable to threats, both man-

made and natural.  
 
Cuts to the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration have blindsided the agency’s 

ability to fully maintain National Weather Service operations and conduct critical forecasting and 
modeling for extreme storms and hurricanes.24 Drastic cuts have also shuttered numerous field 
offices that provided essential services to state and local governments.25  

 
Deep reductions at the Federal Emergency Management Agency have significantly 

undermined the nation’s disaster response capabilities at a time when natural disasters are 
becoming more frequent and violently destructive.26 Meanwhile, cuts to the National Park 
Service have degraded essential services, like medical assistance and search and rescue, and have 
undermined the service’s capacity for maintenance, resulting in profound habitat destruction.27 

 

And at the same time that Trump is swelling the ranks of immigration enforcement officials, 
he has made sweeping cuts to federal offices protecting the United States from foreign threats, 
including the National Security Agency; the Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Security Agency, 
which oversees U.S. critical infrastructure;28 and the FBI’s Foreign Influence Task Force, which 
combats foreign influence campaigns to sow chaos in American elections. As Frank Figliuzzi, a 
former head of FBI counterintelligence, summed it up, “It’s astounding … It’s now a free for all 
for foreign intel services seeking influence.”29 

 

Politicizing the Civil Service 
For more than 140 years, the civil service has upheld political neutrality, unbiased reporting, 

technical expertise, and an oath to protect the Constitution. In fact, a key purpose of the 
Pendleton Act was to eliminate cronyism and ensure that government employees were selected 
based on merit and education, rather than political favoritism. Civil service employees are bound 
by the restrictions of the Hatch Act on partisan political activity.  

 
The Trump administration, however, has worked to subvert these ideals of professionalism, 

neutrality, and fairness. Instead, it has hijacked the civil service for political purposes, 
prioritizing loyalty over competence and weaponizing branches of government to punish the 
president’s perceived enemies.  

 
At the Justice Department and the FBI, the ranks of respected career professionals have been 

decimated while toadies pursue their plans for retribution against Trump’s political opponents. 
These losses reflect a combination of loyalty purges: the firings of career employees who do not 
show sufficient fealty to President Trump or have worked previously on investigations touching 
on him or his associates; high-pressure retirement buyouts, particularly in the Civil Rights 
Division; and the resignations of senior and mid-career attorneys who cannot in good conscience 
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support the department’s political priorities. In a public letter signed by 200 former employees, 
career attorneys in the Civil Rights Division accused the administration of “largely abandoning 
its duty to protect civil rights.”30  

 
Likewise, the FBI, under the leadership of Kash Patel, has suffered from multiple career 

leaders being forced out or fired, including senior officials who resisted handing over lists of 
agents tied to politically sensitive cases, such as the January 6 investigation.31 Many career 
staffers have resigned to avoid carrying out or being targeted for political retribution.32 

 

Politicizing Independent Federal Agencies 
Independent federal agencies have also been forced to buckle under Trump’s will, despite 

federal laws that preserve their independence and lawsuits to enforce these protections. The 
administration effectively shut down the Consumer Financial Protection Bureau, which enforces 
consumer financial laws and regulations. Russell Vought, the director of the Office of 
Management and Budget, who was also serving as the director of the CFPB, had the bureau’s 
office doors locked to prevent employees from returning to work while constitutional challenges 
to his mass firings were litigated.33 Vought also shut down enforcement actions and rescinded 
consent orders that required companies to pay millions of dollars in redress for unlawful 
financial practices.34 

 

The Federal Trade Commission and Consumer Product Safety Commission have also suffered 
large losses to their civil service workforces. Congress had deliberately structured the 
independent agencies as bipartisan five-member commissions, where no more than three 
commissioners can be from the same political party, to shield them from undue political 
influence and to promote sound decision-making. But in an unprecedented partisan move, Trump 
fired the Democratic FTC and CPSC commissioners without cause in the spring of 2025, 
breaking a norm that, in the case of the FTC, had stood for a century.35  

 
Yet another agency that has been politicized under Trump was the Federal Communications 

Commission. The president’s appointee as chair, Brendan Carr, had once declared that “the 
Commission should focus its efforts on creating a market-friendly regulatory environment that 
fosters innovation and competition,” but in office he has “chosen instead to achieve political 
goals by increasing the regulatory reach of the agency to intrude into corporate decisions to 
achieve political goals,” in the words of one of his predecessors, Tom Wheeler.36 Examples 
include Carr’s investigation into Comcast’s diversity, equity, and inclusion practices; reopening 
an FCC review of CBS’s 60 Minutes interview with Kamala Harris and tying that to a review of 
CBS license transfers; and citing investigations of the public broadcast networks PBS and NPR 
as potentially “relevant to” legislative debate over public funding.37 

 

Weaponizing Government as an Instrument of Ideology 
President Trump has also commandeered the federal government’s vast ability to 

communicate with the American public in order to enforce his ideological agenda and his vision 
of what America should be. Trump has made no secret of his hostility to immigrants (whether 
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legal or unauthorized), minorities, and DEI policies, and he has used his power to erase history, 
police official language, and propagandize his priorities.  

 
Through an executive order, Trump has begun the wholesale whitewashing of history exhibits 

and educational materials at national parks that conflict with his crusade against DEI and all 
forms of “wokeness.”38 Censored content includes climate change and rising seas, George 
Washington’s ownership of slaves, and the mistreatment of Native Americans. This assault on 
the parks’ cultural and historical integrity is a national tragedy.39 

 

The Trump administration has also tied arts funding and leadership decisions to ideological 
tests, mandating a focus on narrow “patriotic” themes, as it defines them. Administration 
officials have accused the Smithsonian Institution of “divisive, race-centered ideology” and used 
this as a justification for overhauling exhibits that address slavery and racism40 and for 
prohibiting funding for projects that “promote gender ideology.”41 

 
The administration has also terminated about 560 grants by the National Endowment for the 

Arts as not in line with its “priorities,”42 and its budget proposal for the 2026 fiscal year called 
for elimination of the NEA, the National Endowment for the Humanities, and the Institute of 
Museum and Library Services.43 Though Congress later rejected defunding the NEA and the 
NEH, Trump’s grant cuts to one-third of U.S. museums and arts programs caused immediate 
disruption.44  

 
Trump has also been intent on taking over flagship artistic and cultural institutions to ensure 

that their programming aligns with his priorities. At the John F. Kennedy Center in Washington, 
D.C., he fired longtime staff members and trustees, installed loyalists in key leadership positions, 
and even added his name to the building’s facade, alongside the name of President Kennedy.45 

 
When artist boycotts and event cancellations arose in protest to these actions, Trump 

announced that the Kennedy Center would soon close for renovations.46 He also sought to fire 
the director of the National Portrait Gallery and the first female African American librarian of 
Congress, alleging that she supported DEI and “inappropriate books” for children.47 In the 
aftermath of federal funding recissions, the Corporation for Public Broadcasting voted to 
dissolve, ending nearly 60 years of federal support for PBS and NPR.48  
 

*** 

Trump’s drastic cuts to federal institutions and his politicization of them have caused seismic 
instability in federal government operations. His dangerous push to eliminate expertise in favor 
of cronyism jeopardizes the government’s ability to attract and retain the high-caliber, 
competitive workforce needed to meet the current and future challenges facing the United States, 
and further erodes Americans’ trust in their government. Americans deserve a federal 
government dedicated to their interests and whose mission is to serve the people without 
prejudice.
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7. 

A Costly Attack on Climate 
President Donald Trump has attacked climate action just as the costs of inaction are 

accelerating and the economic opportunities for solutions are exploding. His administration has 
moved aggressively to dismantle long-standing climate policy, hollow out federal capacity, 
undercut scientific understanding, withdraw from international climate diplomacy, and reward 
the fossil fuel sector. At the same time, he has reversed the most significant clean energy and 
industrial momentum the U.S. has ever built.1 

These actions are not merely a change in policy preference. They represent a direct assault 
on American interests. While the benefits accrue narrowly to incumbents in the fossil fuel 
economy, the costs—lost jobs, higher health burdens, rising household expenses, mounting 
disaster losses, increased migration pressures, and eroded national security—will be borne by 
ordinary Americans and future generations.2 

 
*** 

Before Donald Trump’s return to the presidency, agencies across the federal system—
including the Departments of Energy, Agriculture, Housing and Urban Development, 
Transportation, Treasury, Defense, and State—had all begun integrating climate risk into 
decisions that shape infrastructure, markets, and public safety. 

 
The Inflation Reduction Act, passed by Congress in 2022, provided long-term certainty for 

clean energy, manufacturing, and industrial decarbonization, and it sought to unlock private 
investment at unprecedented scale. Independent analyses showed that the law put the United 
States on a credible path to cut greenhouse gas emissions to roughly 40 to 45 percent below 2005 
levels by 2030,3 nearly aligning the country with its international commitments and putting 
reductions in emissions on track to accord with what science tells us is required to avoid the 
worst effects of climate change. 

 
That approach ended abruptly on January 20, 2025. 
 
On Inauguration Day, Trump issued sweeping executive orders—most notably “Unleashing 

American Energy”—that directed federal agencies to prioritize fossil fuels and unwind climate 
policy across government.4 He again initiated U.S. withdrawal from the Paris Agreement, as he 
had done during his first term, and signaled hostility to virtually all federal climate action. 

 
By the end of his first year, the administration had gone further still: freezing clean energy 

deployment, attacking the legal foundations of climate regulation, gutting climate science 
funding, and withdrawing the United States from all international climate institutions.5 

 
The result was not policy recalibration. It was institutional sabotage, designed to destroy 

federal climate capacity and move decisively to lock in more fossil fuel pollution.  
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Supercharging Climate-Destroying Fossil Fuels  
On day one, Trump declared a “National Energy Emergency” to fast-track the production and 

infrastructure for fossil fuels, including coal, oil, and liquefied natural gas (LNG).6 
 
Coal was being phased out in the United States as a result of economic pressures,7 but Trump 

gave it a new lifeline. Thirteen million acres of federal lands were opened to coal leasing with 
reduced royalty rates payable to the U.S. Treasury. Dozens of coal plants received exemptions 
from environmental standards for mercury and other toxins, allowing some of the dirtiest 
generators in the country to operate longer.8 Other dirty and old power plants that were slated for 
decommissioning, like the Consumers Energy plant in Michigan, were forced to keep operating, 
costing both utility owners and ratepayers. As a result, U.S. coal use increased by 13 percent in 
2025, even as India and China saw real declines for the first time.9 At a time when the growth of 
data centers is requiring tremendous additional power capacity, the Trump administration is 
virtually guaranteeing increased costs to ratepayers by requiring uneconomic fossil fuel 
generation while hampering the addition of lower-cost renewable energy.  

 
For oil, Trump’s promise of “drill, baby, drill” was realized when he directed agencies to 

remove barriers to oil and gas drilling across federal lands and waters, including in the Arctic 
National Wildlife Refuge.10 More than 1 billion acres of coastal waters were opened to drilling, 
often over the objections of coastal governors of both political parties.11 

 
Trump also lifted the Biden-era pause on new LNG export approvals and directed the 

Department of Energy to resume permitting—bad news, given that LNG is as potent as coal as a 
driver of climate change due to its leakage of methane, which is 80 times more damaging than 
carbon dioxide over a 20-year period. These moves revived the construction of stalled 
multibillion-dollar export terminals on the Gulf Coast and in Alaska.12 Locking in LNG 
infrastructure today commits communities and markets to emissions trajectories that the 
scientific evidence advises must decline sharply. 

 
The consequence of these actions will be to accelerate the existential problem of climate 

change. We are no longer debating a future risk; we are already living inside the climate crisis.  
 
Atmospheric carbon dioxide concentrations have now risen above 420 parts per million—

higher than at any point in roughly 13 million years—locking in levels of heat that the planet has 
not experienced since long before human civilization emerged.13 Global average temperatures 
have already increased by about 1.2 to 1.3 degrees Celsius above preindustrial levels, pushing 
Earth dangerously close to thresholds that scientists warn could trigger irreversible “tipping 
points,” from accelerating ice sheet loss and permafrost thaw to forest dieback and disrupted 
ocean circulation.14  

 
These shifts are no longer theoretical: They are beginning to manifest, amplifying one another 

and increasing the risk of cascading, self-reinforcing damage. The past three years have been the 
hottest on record, and the rate of change is accelerating. The consequences are showing up in 
daily life: more intense and prolonged heatwaves; stronger storms and floods; longer wildfire 
seasons; rising seas; stressed food and water systems; worsening public health impacts; and 
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growing economic and security risks. Each fraction of a degree now matters, because the choices 
made in this decade will determine whether we stabilize the climate or slide into a far more 
volatile, dangerous, and unequal world. 

 
Dismantling Clean Energy and Industrial Momentum  
In addition to “unleashing” yesterday’s energy system, based on fossil fuels, the Trump 

administration has moved aggressively to dismantle the policies building tomorrow’s plan, based 
on renewable energy sources. Before 2025, the clean energy sector employed roughly 3.5 million 
workers, and its growth had outpaced the broader economy.15 Many of the jobs were in the blue-
collar fields Trump had championed as a presidential candidate: electricians, welders, 
construction crews, manufacturing technicians, engineers, line workers, and small-business 
contractors across Republican and Democratic states alike. This momentum was abruptly 
reversed.  

 
Once in office, Trump froze further implementation of the provisions of the IRA. The One 

Big Beautiful Bill Act, passed in the summer of 2025, further weakened tax credits for renewable 
energy, grid-scale batteries, electric vehicles and associated charging infrastructure, and energy 
efficiency measures—triggering a sharp slowdown in project pipelines.16 

 
The leadership Trump installed at the Environmental Protection Agency touted “the biggest 

deregulatory action in U.S. history,” with a 31‑item “hit list” to dismantle air quality and carbon 
pollution protections.17 This was followed in February 2026 by the administration’s reversal of 
the EPA’s “endangerment finding” under the Clean Air Act—the legal underpinning for federal 
climate regulation and the scientific backbone for U.S. climate policy.18 The administration 
claimed that the Clean Air Act does not authorize the EPA to regulate greenhouse gases, despite 
the Supreme Court’s clear ruling in the 2007 case Massachusetts v. EPA that it does.19 Trump 
officials also sought to cast doubt on climate science in general, empowering a panel of “climate 
deniers” that was later discredited.20 

 
Crucially, the administration gutted the economic case for action. It slashed or discarded the 

social cost of carbon—the government’s own metric for quantifying climate damages—and 
abandoned established methods for valuing mortality risk, effectively removing the cost of 
human lives from its calculations. By artificially shrinking the measured benefits of climate 
regulation, the rollback manufactured uncertainty where the scientific consensus is clear, 
clearing the way for expanded fossil fuel production while sidelining decades of public health 
and climate research. Lee Zeldin, the administrator of the EPA, proudly proclaimed that “we are 
driving a dagger straight into the heart of the climate change religion.”21 

 
Offshore wind energy production was also targeted, a result of Trump’s fixation with its 

purported dangers (without ever offering any evidence). One of the executive orders issued on 
January 20 withdrew the entire Outer Continental Shelf from leasing for wind projects.22 
Existing leases and permits were subjected to sweeping reviews. Already-permitted projects and 
even those under construction faced stop-work orders, litigation risk, and financing uncertainty. 
The signal to investors was unmistakable: American offshore wind had become politically 
unsafe.23 
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Trump also undercut U.S. investment in renewable energy onshore. These were not 

speculative projects; they were factories, grid upgrades, battery plants, and manufacturing hubs 
planned in communities that had finally begun to see the return of American industrial 
investment. As a result of the Trump rollback, more than $32 billion in clean energy investments 
were abandoned and 40,000 jobs were lost.24 

 
The competitive context makes this self-inflicted damage even more severe. Globally, the 

industrial transition to clean energy represents the greatest growth story of the 21st century. In 
2025, the International Energy Agency reported $2.2 trillion in clean technology investment 
globally, compared with $1.1 trillion for oil, gas, and coal combined.25 More than 90 percent of 
new power capacity worldwide is now renewable.26 Since 2010, solar and battery costs have 
fallen by roughly 90 percent and wind by about 50 percent—structural, permanent reductions.27 
Renewables are now cheaper than fossil fuels, and their costs keep falling. The IEA reported that 
global clean energy investment last year outpaced fossil fuel investment by a factor of two, and it 
estimated that the market for clean energy worldwide will grow to $4.5 trillion by 2030—more 
than double current investment levels.28  

 
China understands this. The country already dominates clean energy globally, with 80 percent 

market share for solar energy projects and 62 percent for EVs in 2025.29 In 2024, clean 
technologies accounted for around 10 percent of China’s GDP and more than a quarter of its 
GDP growth.30 In the first nine months of 2025, China installed more solar capacity than the 
United States has built in its entire history. China now dominates EV sales, with two-thirds of 
global market share. And over the past 12 years, the country has invested more in clean energy in 
developing nations than the United States spent in total on the Marshall Plan.31 

 

Under Trump’s policies, China will continue to lead these industries and jobs of the future, as 
American businesses grow less competitive by relying on increasingly expensive fossil fuels and 
the stranded assets they represent.  

 
Attacking Science and Blinding the Nation to Risk 
In 2025, the Trump administration pursued a broad campaign to undermine and muzzle U.S. 

climate science by cutting capacity, restricting dissemination, and removing sources of trusted 
public information. These actions made it harder for Americans to access the government’s own 
climate risk information. 

 
The administration has moved to cripple, erase, or bury authoritative federal climate science 

resources. In late June 2025, legally mandated National Climate Assessments disappeared from 
official federal websites without replacement links—reducing public access to baseline risk 
information used by states, insurers, farmers, and emergency managers.32  

 
The administration’s cuts to the National Science Foundation and to the Department of 

Energy’s climate and clean energy research grants are gutting the university labs and consortia 
that power U.S. innovation—stalling projects, shedding talent, and eroding America’s research 
leadership. By breaking the funding pipeline that trains the next generation of PhDs, these cuts 
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risk a long-term brain drain as top researchers (and their breakthrough ideas) migrate to better-
funded universities abroad. 

 
Trump also defunded the climate research conducted by the National Oceanic and 

Atmospheric Administration—an explicit attempt to shrink the nation’s core climate and weather 
science pipeline.33 And in late December 2025, the administration moved to dismantle the 
National Center for Atmospheric Research, the leading U.S. resource for atmospheric, wildfire, 
and climate modeling.34  

 
In a brazen Orwellian move, the EPA in late 2025 removed all reference to human-caused 

climate change from its website and emphasized the role of natural phenomena (such as volcanic 
eruptions)—a discredited trope long employed by climate deniers.35 But deleting phrases from a 
website cannot delete the physics of greenhouse gases. Editing a government FAQ section does 
not lower a family’s insurance premiums or make extreme weather events less likely. These acts 
simply make it harder for science to inform, communities to plan, businesses to price risk 
honestly, and citizens to hold leaders accountable—exactly when transparency and scientific 
expertise matter most. 

 
Abdicating International Leadership 
Climate change is the ultimate collective action problem. If we have any hope of curtailing 

runaway climate change, nations need to work together. While emissions are local, their impact 
is global and demands a global response.  

 
By pulling the United States out of the Paris Agreement, Trump showed that for him and his 

supporters, “America First” means “America Alone.”36 In January 2026, Trump also directed 
that the United States abrogate the underlying international treaty addressing climate change, the 
1992 UN Framework Convention on Climate Change,37 which had been ratified unanimously by 
the U.S. Senate and signed into law by President George H. W. Bush, and which every other 
country in the world has signed. He also directed that the United States withdraw from the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, the preeminent international climate scientific 
effort, in which the U.S. had played a leading role.38 

 
The American retreat from international cooperation and funding—including the bilateral 

support that the U.S. Agency for International Development (also shuttered by Trump) had 
provided on climate action39—not only hampers the multilateral action needed to address climate 
change but also emboldens petrostates like Saudi Arabia and Russia to continue their obstruction 
of climate action.  

 
This damage was compounded by Trump’s efforts to use trade and financial pressure to 

discourage countries from climate action (for example, by blocking the International Maritime 
Organization’s control of shipping emissions), even as the United States was pushing to open 
more markets for fossil fuel exports.  

 
Trump’s withdrawal from international leadership not only damaged the cause but also 

harmed American soft power and any claim to moral leadership in world affairs. By halting all 
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U.S. funding support for the world’s poorest countries to manage climate impacts, Trump further 
opened the door to China to be the global leader in clean energy and ceded to China the soft 
power associated with solidarity in the fight against climate change.  

 
Creating Risks to National Security 
Trump’s insistence on fossil fuel dependence jeopardizes our national security, as does his 

refusal to acknowledge the geopolitical risks of climate change. His administration’s 2025 
National Security Strategy explicitly rejects “climate change ideology” as “disastrous.”40  

 
Yet as Trump’s war on Iran has made clear, reliance on fossil fuels increases exposure to 

volatile regions and supply disruptions, raises the military burden of protecting energy routes, 
destabilizes energy prices, and weakens the resilience of critical infrastructure—all while 
strengthening petrostates’ geopolitical leverage.  

 
America’s defense and intelligence communities have long recognized climate change as a 

threat multiplier. The instability and displacement fueled by climate change increases the risk 
that there will be more failed states, driving refugee flows, regional violence, and increased 
political instability.41 The migration consequences are already visible. In Central America, 
climate-fueled drought and crop failure are collapsing livelihoods and driving displacement. 
Research shows that migration across our southern border rises sharply when agriculture fails.42 
These are not problems that a higher border wall or increased deportations can fix.  

 
Ironically, Trump’s war on Iran has triggered further increased global demand for nonfossil 

energy to reduce economic and geopolitical risk. The Trump administration’s policies, however, 
ensure that America risks falling behind its rivals in meeting these demands and further 
imperiling itself.  

 
Jeopardizing Public Health, Especially Among the Most Vulnerable 
Rolling back climate and clean air protections increases exposure to particulates, ozone, and 

toxic pollutants—driving asthma attacks, cardiovascular disease, hospitalizations, and premature 
deaths. The EPA’s own analyses of Trump’s repealed or weakened standards projected 
additional deaths and illnesses in the United States from higher soot and smog exposure43—until 
January 2026, when the agency removed all consideration of public health from its regulatory 
analyses.44 (The EPA’s statutory mandate, of course, is to protect public health from 
environmental damage.)  

 
These harms are not evenly distributed. Those who have done the least to cause this problem 

bear the greatest impacts. Low-income communities and communities of color, already facing 
cumulative environmental burdens, absorb the greatest increase in risk when air quality 
enforcement weakens and safeguards are rolled back. Climate impacts compound the public 
health damage. Extreme heat, wildfire smoke, floods, and storms drive spikes in emergency 
room visits, lost workdays, and mental health strain—costs borne most heavily by those with the 
fewest resources to cope.  
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Raising the Cost of Living: The Climate Tax 
Climate change increasingly functions as a hidden tax on households. Polls show that 65 

percent of Americans believe that climate change is already affecting their cost of living.45 
 
Household insurance is the clearest signal. Premiums rise, deductibles increase, coverage 

shrinks, and families have to make last-resort plans—or are forced to move out of high-risk 
communities altogether. Reinsurance markets are tightening as catastrophic losses mount, 
accelerating further premium hikes. The Federal Reserve has warned that reduced insurability 
could threaten the viability of parts of the U.S. housing market, as lenders won’t lend without 
insurance.46 

 
Disasters also destroy wealth directly. Families and communities are often trapped in a loop 

of repair-rebuild-repair that drains savings, erodes local tax bases, and widens inequality. The 
administration’s efforts to defund and dismantle the Federal Emergency Management Agency 
has only served to exacerbate the cost to American families and communities affected by 
increasingly frequent climate-driven disasters.  

 
Climate change is already raising the cost of food in the United States—and consumers feel it 

at the checkout.47 Extreme weather in 2024 caused an estimated $20 billion in U.S. crop losses 
alone.48 Climate impacts abroad also hit American budgets: Warmer, less predictable conditions 
are squeezing coffee and cocoa production, contributing to price spikes.49  

 
*** 

The second Trump administration sold its agenda as pro-growth. In reality, it privatizes gains 
and socializes losses: deregulation and subsidies for fossil fuel companies and cronies; higher 
disaster and health costs for the public; and a weaker competitive position for the nation. 

 
That is not conservatism. It is dereliction.  
 
The choice before America is not climate action versus prosperity. That framing is outdated 

and demonstrably false.  
 
The real choice is whether the United States leads the world’s largest investment cycle in 

clean power, grids, storage, buildings, transport, agriculture, and industry—or whether we watch 
others build that infrastructure and sell it back to us.50 

 
We can keep paying climate invoices in disasters, displacement, and rising costs. Or we can 

invest in solutions that are already cheaper, faster, and more secure. 
 
This is the defining growth story and moral imperative of the 21st century. The only 

remaining question is whether the United States insists on being written out of it. 
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8. 

Lawless Immigration Enforcement 
During his 2024 presidential campaign, Donald Trump pledged to control the influx of 

migrants at the southern border and to deport criminal immigrants—the “worst of the worst,” he 
called them. While the Trump administration has successfully reduced border crossings to a 
record low,1 it has also gone far beyond this limited mandate of border security. Rather, the 
administration’s obsession with reducing legal and illegal immigration has led to the neglect of 
the country’s safety and security, the bulldozing of the rule of law, and damage to the economy.  

 
*** 

Jeopardizing Americans’ Safety 
Over the past year, the Trump administration has pursued indiscriminate, race-driven 

immigration enforcement policies that have led to panic in American communities, violence on 
American streets, and the arbitrary detention of legal and undocumented immigrants, as well as 
U.S. citizens.  

 
Since Donald Trump’s inauguration in January 2025, detainees and protesters have faced 

more danger from their own government than at any time in modern history. Indeed, immigration 
agents have shot or killed 16 people during Trump’s second term,2 including three U.S. citizens.3 
More people died in the custody of Immigration and Customs Enforcement in 2025—a total of 
32—than in the preceding 20 years.4 These numbers are only likely to grow as the Trump 
administration pursues its extreme and arbitrary goals for detention and deportation.  

 
Millions of people in America, including U.S. citizens, now live in daily fear of detention by 

masked and armed immigration agents. Trump’s arbitrary quotas of 3,000 arrests per day and 1 
million deportations per year5—figures that far exceed the number of noncitizen criminals in the 
U.S.6—mean that thousands of innocents are getting caught in ICE’s dragnet. More than 70 
percent7 of the people who were detained in immigration operations from February through 
October 2025 had not been convicted of a crime, and of those with convictions, only 7 percent 
had been convicted of a violent offense.8 Many of these detainees have faced violence at the 
hands of ICE agents; they have been beaten, teargassed, and shot.  

 
The rise in unnecessary deaths and injuries is a natural outgrowth of the administration’s rush 

to rapidly expand the number of ICE agents and deploy them with inadequate training, coupled 
with a purging of those in leadership. In January 2026, ICE announced that it had hired 12,000 
new officers, agents, and legal staff in about four months—the fastest law enforcement agency 
expansion ever9—while firing or demoting approximately 80 percent of the agency’s career field 
leadership.10 Despite concerns over the qualifications, aptitude, and physical fitness of these 
hires (which more than doubled ICE’s officer staff), the administration reduced the length of the 
agency’s training course from about five months to just 42 days.11 The surge in recruits 
threatened to overwhelm ICE’s training centers.  
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Cutting corners on training exacerbates the growing problems that inevitably arise when 

undertrained, armed immigration agents face challenging situations where expertise in the use of 
force and in deescalation techniques are essential. One whistleblower, a former ICE lawyer who 
conducted training for new recruits, described “widespread concern” among trainers that the new 
recruits did not have a “solid grasp” on the tactics or the law required for their jobs, even at the 
end of their training. “ICE is teaching cadets to violate the Constitution,” the whistleblower 
said.12 

 
In addition to the risk of brutal treatment at the hands of ICE agents, detainees potentially face 

further danger at detention facilities that are inadequately staffed and maintained. In what one 
commentator called the hurried development of the “deportation-industrial complex,” the safety 
and well-being of detainees has seemed to be low on the priority list.13 At one of the Department 
of Homeland Security’s tent camps in El Paso, Texas, inspectors found 60 different violations in 
September 2025.14 ICE facilities are also detaining an average of 175 children a day, according 
to The New York Times, often in subpar conditions. Families of children in detention have 
described “inadequate medical care, lights kept on all night, scant drinking water and little 
education.” 

 
Despite the promise of rounding up criminals, the Trump administration’s immigration 

policies have made our communities less safe. The actions of ICE and the Customs and Border 
Patrol have made it harder for local police departments to do their work, as Trump’s policies 
have created a strong disincentive for any immigrant to cooperate with law enforcement. As ICE 
and the CBP increase the number of people who are being chosen for “expedited removal,” they 
are targeting people who are in the country legally and fulfilling their legal obligations to appear 
at what used to be routine immigration appointments. As a result, people are avoiding any 
interaction with law enforcement personnel, including those who can make our communities 
safer.15 

 
Further, the single-minded focus on meeting arbitrary metrics has led to the sacrifice of other 

national security priorities.16 Within the CBP and ICE, agents have been diverted from cases 
involving drugs, child exploitation, and human trafficking. Other agencies have also redirected 
resources from their core missions to immigration enforcement, such as the Drug Enforcement 
Administration; the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms; the FBI; and the U.S. Marshals 
Service. These agencies are supposed to help keep Americans safe from guns, drugs, terrorism, 
and violent crime, but their missions have been compromised.17 

 
Flouting the Rule of Law 
The Trump administration has repeatedly violated court orders, existing law, and the 

Constitution, prompting one federal judge to threaten ICE with criminal sanctions.18 In direct 
violation of a court order, it deported Kilmar Abrego Garcia, a migrant from El Salvador who 
was in the United States legally. It detained Rumeysa Ozturk, a Turkish student at Tufts 
University, for 45 days after she published a pro-Palestine op-ed in her university newspaper. It 
used five-year-old Liam Ramos as bait to lure his father, a legal asylum seeker from Ecuador, out 
of his house before detaining him a thousand miles from his Minnesota home. In February 2026, 
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Patrick Schiltz, a federal judge in Minnesota (appointed by President George W. Bush), 
identified approximately 200 court orders from the District of Minnesota alone that ICE had 
violated just since the start of the year.19 Schiltz commented that ICE had “likely violated more 
court orders in January 2026 than some federal agencies have violated in their entire 
existence.”20 

 
The administration’s disdain for the law has been tacitly approved by Congress, which 

appropriated an unprecedented $170 billion in the One Big Beautiful Bill Act (OBBBA) for 
immigration enforcement and detention, including $45 billion for expanding civil immigration 
detention, without any meaningful oversight.21 Additionally, the administration has opposed 
efforts to hold ICE accountable for the way it spends the appropriated funds. The agency has 
fired inspectors general, dismantled congressionally created watchdog agencies, and blocked 
efforts to investigate the killing of Renee Good, a U.S. citizen who was fatally shot in her car by 
ICE agents in Minneapolis in January 2026.  

 
The consequences of this oversight failure have been devastating to the rule of law. One 

egregious example is ICE’s revised stance, expressed in a May 2025 memo from its director, 
Todd Lyons, that an administrative warrant—signed not by a judge but by an ICE official—is 
sufficient to forcibly enter a private home. This position contradicts centuries of Supreme Court 
precedent under the Fourth Amendment, which prohibits the entry into a private home without a 
warrant signed by a judge and following a demonstration of probable cause. Nevertheless, new 
ICE hires are being told to follow ICE’s memo instead of its own written training materials, 
which contradict it. The new policy has already been used in Minnesota, where ICE officers have 
used battering rams and rifles to forcibly enter homes.22 

 
The administration has also drastically curtailed the discretion of immigration judges to 

release immigrants who do not pose public safety or flight risks while they are waiting for their 
hearings. As a result of this change, discretionary releases fell by 87 percent from January 
through November 2025. This is a pressure tactic the Trump administration is using to persuade 
immigrants to self-deport.23 For those who decide to stay and fight their detention, courts have 
largely ruled in their favor. Deluged with thousands of habeas corpus petitions from immigrant 
detainees challenging their detention, courts have ruled in more than 3,000 cases that these 
detentions were illegal (compared to just over 100 cases in which judges sided with the 
administration’s mass deportation strategy).24  

 
The Trump administration’s list of legal violations is long and includes expediting 

deportations without due process by invoking the Alien Enemies Act; seeking to end birthright 
citizenship, in contradiction of the plain language of the Fourteenth Amendment; canceling 
student visas over disfavored speech; rushing to deport people to a notorious prison in El 
Salvador or to third countries where immigrants have no ties and where due process rights may 
be impossible to enforce; arresting individuals whom immigration agents happen to come across, 
even if they have no warrant at the time; sending National Guard troops to U.S. cities in violation 
of the Posse Comitatus Act;25 and incorrectly instructing ICE agents that they have “absolute 
immunity” in the performance of their duties.26 Most of these actions have been struck down by 
courts or await rulings on their legality. 
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After ordering the release of Liam Ramos and his father, who were detained despite having 
pending asylum cases, U.S. District Judge Fred Biery blasted the federal government’s disregard 
of the law in “pursuit of daily deportation quotas.” He wrote, “Observing human behavior 
confirms that for some among us, a perfidious lust for unbridled power and the imposition of 
cruelty in its quest know no bounds and are bereft of human decency. And the rule of law be 
damned.”27  

 
Targeting Legal Immigrants 
The administration has also pulled the rug out from under hundreds of thousands of 

immigrants who are in the country legally, throwing due process out the window. For instance, 
the administration has dramatically expanded the use of “expedited removal,” a policy that 
allows ICE and the CBP to rapidly deport certain noncitizens without a hearing.28 With no access 
to courts, those subject to expedited removal have little protection from being permanently 
removed from the country even if they are entitled to a court hearing. Under this policy, many 
people have been wrongfully deported, including asylum seekers fleeing persecution and 
longtime U.S. residents who are integrated in their communities.29 

 
The administration has also prohibited new refugee admissions (with the exception of white 

South Africans) and has begun reviewing thousands of cases of people who have already been 
admitted.30 These refugees have typically undergone extensive vetting before being permitted to 
enter the country. Other measures include revoking or seeking to revoke Temporary Protected 
Status for more than 1 million immigrants from countries where civil war, natural disasters, or 
other extraordinary and temporary conditions make living conditions unsafe.31 The 
administration’s actions suggest that its attempts to terminate TPS status are not based on a 
review of conditions in the countries impacted, leading several federal judges to block these 
actions. A judge reviewing TPS status for Haitians found that the administration’s termination 
decision was “arbitrary and capricious” and violated the Administrative Procedures Act by 
failing to fully consider dangerous conditions in Haiti.32  

 
Finally, the administration is seeking to circumvent and neuter the immigration court system. 

The administration fired or laid off more than 100 immigration judges—many of whom have 
backgrounds in immigration legal defense—despite a backlog of almost 4 million cases.33 While 
the OBBBA increased funding for immigration detention centers by 400 percent, it increased the 
number of immigration judges by just 14 percent.34 This disparity in funding strongly suggests 
that the administration’s plan is to detain and deport immigrants regardless of their right to a 
hearing. The administration is also moving to limit any channels for legal relief; most recently, 
the administration has taken steps to reduce the period for an immigrant to challenge a 
deportation order by an immigration judge from 30 days to 10.35  

 
Damaging Economic Growth and Worsening Inflation 
The Trump administration’s immigration policies have shocked the U.S. economy by 

effectively threatening or terminating work authorization for 1.5 million individuals who are in 
the country legally.36 These are individuals with TPS, individuals seeking admission to the 
United States who lawfully entered during the Biden administration through humanitarian 
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programs, and asylum seekers. Many of these individuals work in essential fields such as 
agriculture and construction, and their detention has forced farmers and builders to spend more 
money on labor, reducing productivity. One consequence is that food producer prices are 
expected to rise 14.5 percent and construction prices 6.1 percent by 2028. Indeed, without 
factoring in the impact of other economic policies (such as higher tariffs), these actions will force 
U.S. families to pay an additional $2,150 per year for goods and services by 2028. Since 
working-class Americans spend most of their income on food and housing, the impact of these 
policies will hit them the hardest.37 

 
Moreover, Trump’s reversal of ICE’s policy of targeted immigration arrests in favor of roving 

patrols and raids at locations where immigrants might congregate has caused panic in 
Minneapolis, Chicago, and elsewhere, harming small businesses disproportionately. Following 
the onset of ICE raids in Milwaukee, local companies saw business shrink by more than 50 
percent.38 In Minneapolis, the estimated cost of Operation Metro Surge was $20 million per 
week; a survey of employers there revealed that 80 percent had experienced canceled, postponed, 
or reduced sales.39 

 
The consequences of this administration’s immigration policies will also negatively impact 

longer-term growth by limiting the available workforce. Like many other advanced economies, 
the United States faces challenges arising from an aging population and slow natural growth. 
Robust immigration has allowed the U.S. to continue growing and increase its productivity, 
unlike many other rich countries. This is critical because there simply are not enough U.S.-born 
workers to replace the immigrants needed to fuel national economic growth. Yet the 
administration’s policies are expected to result in a drastic contraction of the labor market by 
reducing the number of worker years by approximately 19 million from 2025 to 2028 and by 102 
million from 2025 to 2035.40 This in turn would lead to a reduction in GDP by $1.9 trillion from 
2025 to 2028 and by $12.1 trillion from 2025 to 2035.41  

 
Another sector of the economy where many immigrants are losing work authorization and 

facing deportation is health care. With the proposed termination of TPS status for immigrants 
from certain countries, such as Haiti, the health care industry could lose more than 50,000 health 
care workers, many of whom work in hard-to-fill positions.42 A less recognized problem may 
also arise from the Trump administration’s arbitrary new $100,000 fee for an H-1B visa, which 
is likely to result in fewer foreign physicians coming to the United States, causing an acute 
doctor shortage that will leave American patients with fewer, or no, care options.43 The 
employment of foreign physicians in medically underserved areas is a critical tool to address 
chronic physician shortages, particularly when the health care industry is forecast to face a 
shortfall of more than 124,000 doctors by 2034.44 The problem will be particularly acute in rural 
areas and smaller towns. 

 
Finally, another urgent issue is a series of country-specific restrictions that the administration 

has imposed on individuals legally immigrating to the U.S. As of March 13, 2026, these 
restrictions affect citizens of 75 countries (more than a third of the world) by preventing the 
issuance of green cards to individuals abroad. Another series of presidential proclamations have 
restricted the entry of nationals of 40 countries in full or in part on any type of visa. Arbitrary 
and racially motivated, these restrictions accelerate economic and public health damage to the 
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country. Citizens of many of the affected countries are doctors and medical professionals willing 
to work in medically underserved areas in the United States.  

 
Turning Away Global Talent, to America’s Detriment 
By enacting arbitrary barriers and undermining the rule of law in the immigration system, the 

Trump administration’s actions are deeply harming American competitiveness.  
 
As mentioned in the previous section, in September 2025 President Trump issued a 

proclamation imposing a $100,000 fee on new H-1B petitions without following normal 
regulatory channels or authorization by Congress. This new fee provoked immediate panic for 
hundreds of thousands of existing H-1B workers and their employers, and it will affect decisions 
by American employers needing to hire highly skilled foreign talent. This proclamation is the 
subject of three separate lawsuits, including one by the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, challenging 
the president’s authority to impose such a fee. This exorbitant cost undermines the goals of a 
program that was established by statute three decades ago and has been a key tool for American 
employers to hire highly skilled workers.45 It is also an example of the president ignoring 
Congress and the public, ruling by fiat instead. The new fee is predicted to prompt more U.S. 
employers to send jobs overseas to Canada or India, resulting in broader job losses in the United 
States.46 

 
Similarly, the Trump administration has implemented significant changes to the selection 

process for H-1B visas in the annual “lottery,”47 making it more difficult for international 
students working in entry-level roles with U.S. companies to be selected and approved for such 
visas. In the long run, this will reduce the number of international students enrolling at American 
universities, reducing the innovation pipeline.48 

 
Also raising costs for U.S. employers is the administration’s new rule ending the practice of 

automatically extending the validity of employment authorization documents for individuals in 
certain categories. Individuals eligible for the automatic work authorization extension have legal 
status, have been vetted, and have often been in the United States for many years or decades.49 
The automatic extension, which had been implemented because of significant bureaucratic 
processing times, saved U.S. businesses $3.5 billion in labor turnover costs. Revoking the 
automatic extension process harms U.S. businesses by disrupting business operations and 
requiring employers to terminate the employment of skilled workers.50 

 
The administration has taken many other steps discouraging employers from hiring foreign 

workers. American businesses in cutting-edge industries, such as quantum computing, are 
finding that talented foreign workers are apprehensive about coming to the United States on 
work visas because of political instability and concern about immigration policy. This all 
redounds to the benefit of America’s competitors.51 In light of the self-inflicted harm these 
policies are causing to the U.S. economy, the administration’s opposition to virtually any form of 
immigration to the United States smacks of xenophobia as the true driver of these policies. 

 
*** 
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The Trump administration’s immigration policy and the lack of any meaningful accountability 
have resulted in wide-ranging damage to our economy, our safety, and our democracy. The 
targeting of Democratic-run cities (where Trump’s perceived political enemies are), rather than 
those with the highest concentrations of unauthorized immigrants, calls into question the 
administration’s true motives in both its brutal tactics and its haste to deport. The visible 
crackdown on all forms of immigration is rapidly undermining one of America’s greatest 
strengths—the ability to attract the best and brightest to this country. Most immediately, we need 
immediate checks and balances on this administration’s exercise of the authority it possesses 
under the Constitution to faithfully exercise the law.  
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9. 

The Suppression of Free Speech 
President Donald Trump has undertaken the harshest and most systematic assault on the 

First Amendment since its words were crafted by James Madison and enshrined in the U.S. 
Constitution. With his relentless intimidation of the media and his efforts to silence his critics, 
Trump is attempting to destroy a fundamental pillar of America’s democracy: freedom of speech.  

 
*** 

The First Amendment stands at the heart of our democracy and provides the foundation of our 
freedom: the right to speak, to protest, to express ourselves, and, crucially, to criticize our 
government. 

 
During his presidency, Thomas Jefferson was often enraged by the opposition Federalist 

newspapers. But as a champion of democracy, he said that if he had to choose, he would prefer 
to live in a society of “newspapers without a government, rather than a government without 
newspapers.” As he observed in 1787, “Our liberty depends on freedom of the press, and that 
cannot be limited without being lost.”1 

 
Historically, clashes between presidents and the press have been an inevitable part of the 

rough-and-tumble of American politics. John F. Kennedy canceled his subscription to the New 
York Herald Tribune because he was outraged by a story it published. Richard Nixon went much 
further in trying to put pressure on The Washington Post and The New York Times, first by 
attempting to block the publication of the Pentagon Papers and then by threatening the broadcast 
license of television stations owned by Katharine Graham, the publisher of the Post, hoping to 
curb the paper’s coverage of Watergate.2 During the Civil War, even Abraham Lincoln, 
generally believed to be our greatest president, imposed draconian restrictions on the press.  

 
Yet no American president has compared to Donald Trump in the scope of efforts to stifle 

negative press coverage and to silence critics, whether they be U.S. senators or ordinary citizens. 
He has stonewalled the press in its requests for information, filed frivolous lawsuits, attacked his 
enemies on social media, and used the machinery of his administration to punish critics.  

 
In many ways, this assault on the press and free expression is unsurprising. No one 

understands the power of the media better than Trump, who courted the press in order to burnish 
his reputation as a businessman and, later, to propel himself to the White House. He pioneered 
the technique of “governing by tweet” and has reveled in his ability to shake global markets with 
a single post. He is addicted to Fox News and has named some of the network’s former hosts to 
cabinet posts, such as Secretary of Defense Pete Hegseth. This understanding of the press’s 
power is precisely why he seeks to control it and to punish his detractors. He seeks nothing less 
than to complete his domination of Americans’ lives, their thoughts, and their speech.  
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Systematically Attacking and Intimidating the Press 
To some degree, Trump’s assault on the mainstream press since returning to office in January 

2025 is nothing new. Back in 2017, on the first day of his first term, Trump told an audience, “I 
have a running war with the media.”3 In The Divider, their book on Trump’s first term, Peter 
Baker and Susan Glasser described  

 
the rapidly expanding war on the media that would become a hallmark of [Trump’s] 

tenure … For a man who needed enemies, the mainstream media proved a convenient foil 
… The goal was to neutralize one of the major independent power centers in Washington, 
with Trump in effect telling supporters to trust no one but him and his “alternative 
facts.”4  

In an off-camera moment, Lesley Stahl of CBS News asked Trump about his media bashing: 
“Why are you doing this?”  

 
“You know why I do it,” Trump replied. “I do it to discredit you all and demean you all so 

that when you write negative stories about me, no one will believe you.”5 
 
Since Trump returned to the White House, after a remarkable political comeback, his assault 

on the press has been more far-reaching and ominous than in his first term. Within weeks, Trump 
ordered the Associated Press to be excluded from the pool of journalists who cover the president 
and all the events and travel he undertakes because the AP refused to use his preferred term 
“Gulf of America” for the Gulf of Mexico.6 Instead, Trump’s media team has given access to the 
White House to cable, online, and streaming platforms that are friendly to and supportive of the 
president, such as Turning Point USA, Newsmax, and RedState.7  

 
In October 2025, Secretary Hegseth promulgated unprecedented new rules requiring 

journalists who cover the Pentagon to sign a 21-page form promising to report only authorized 
information. Hegseth’s objective was to remove mainstream, legacy media from the Pentagon in 
order to constrain their ability to talk with sources and report the news. More than 40 reporters, 
including those from the AP, CNN, and The Washington Post, refused to sign and lost their 
credentials. They were replaced by representatives of smaller outlets more supportive of Trump.8 
In March 2026, U.S. District Judge Paul Friedman ruled, in a lawsuit brought by The New York 
Times, that the Hegseth policies violated journalists’ First and Fifth Amendment rights to 
freedom of the press and due process. But in a vindictive act in response, the Pentagon again 
denied access to reporters who do not comply with new restrictive reporting rules (which have 
prompted new legal challenges). Hegseth also issued an order barring photographers from press 
briefings because of his displeasure with “unflattering” photos of himself that had been 
published in the press.  

 
Trump has consistently singled out for criticism specific journalists he dislikes. He told 

Jonathan Karl of ABC, “We’ll probably go after people like you, because you treat me 
unfairly.”9 He regularly bullies female journalists. Trump called ABC’s Rachel Scott “the most 
obnoxious reporter” in the White House. He attacked Kaitlin Collins of CNN of being “always 
stupid and nasty” and “not smiling.”10 He has admonished several Black female journalists. 
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Trump continues to attack The New York Times. A typical Truth Social post of his reads: “Their 
Radical Left, Unhinged Behavior, writing FAKE Articles and Opinions, in a never-ending way 
must be dealt with and stopped. They are a true ENEMY OF THE PEOPLE.”11 Speaking about 
CNN, Trump said, “The people that are running that company right now and running CNN, 
which is a very dishonest group of people, I don’t think that should be allowed to continue.”12  

 
In March, Trump initiated a new round of intimidation of the media, posting a graphic titled 

“President Trump Is Reshaping the Media,” which highlighted the ouster of several named 
journalists from their networks, the defunding of public broadcasting, “reforms” skewed to favor 
Trump and coverage of the president, and claims about how he is “winning.”13 

 
Unmistakably, Trump is determined to silence journalists and media companies that are not 

aligned with his presidency. 
 
Bullying Outlets with Litigation  
In his business career, Trump used relentless litigation as a tool to batter and wear down his 

opponents to accomplish his objectives. As president, Trump continues to rely on litigation as a 
tool of choice. He has launched the most intensive legal assault ever waged in American history 
against the press and media, simply because he dislikes some of the coverage he gets.  

 
Trump sued ABC News for defamation in its characterization of a sexual assault for which 

Trump had been found liable by a court in New York.14 He sued CBS News for “deceitful” 
editing of a 60 Minutes interview with his 2024 opponent, Kamala Harris. Both networks settled, 
even though they had extraordinarily strong cases under the First Amendment and defamation 
law. ABC agreed to pay $15 million to Trump’s presidential library; CBS paid $16 million.15 
CBS’s parent company, Paramount, was seeking regulatory approval to complete its 
multibillion-dollar merger with Skydance, approval that came swiftly once the settlement was 
reached. Months later, CBS News, whose proud journalistic history goes back to Edward R. 
Murrow, bowed to Trump’s demands for ideologically supportive coverage by hiring the 
conservative blogger Bari Weiss as its editor in chief.16  

 
Trump has also sued The New York Times for $15 billion, claiming that the Times defamed 

him repeatedly, unfairly thrashed his record as a businessman, and published “with malice” 
articles that were intended to inflict “maximal electoral damage” to bring about his defeat for the 
presidency.17 Trump even sued The Wall Street Journal—owned by Rupert Murdoch, whose 
support of Trump played a crucial role in his political success—for $10 billion for its reporting 
of Trump’s contribution to a volume of birthday greetings for the notorious financier and sex 
offender Jeffrey Epstein.18 More predictably, Trump is also suing CNN and The Washington 
Post.19 His goal, as always, is that these major media companies will determine that submitting 
to Trump’s demands is preferable to resisting them.  

 
Commandeering Regulatory Agencies  
Not satisfied with having the largest platform in the world and the ability to use government 

lawyers to bring frivolous litigation on his behalf, Trump has channeled the enormous regulatory 
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powers of the federal government to favor his supporters and punish his opponents. Over the 
course of his presidencies, Trump has threatened on dozens of occasions to have broadcast 
licenses revoked because of reporting and coverage he finds unfavorable.20  

 
In the wake of the assassination of Charlie Kirk in September 2025, the ABC late-night host 

Jimmy Kimmel was taken off the air by his network for his comments. Brendan Carr, the chair 
of the Federal Communications Commission, threatened ABC affiliate stations with the prospect 
that their licenses could be revoked. “We can do this the easy way or the hard way,” he 
threatened.21 Carr is poised to execute Trump’s will toward hostile media and take further 
regulatory action against broadcasters that air strong anti-Trump views.  

 
Trump is quite open about inserting himself into the work of federal regulatory agencies. 

After the FCC approved the acquisition of Paramount, which owns CBS, by Skydance, a 
company controlled by the Ellison family (staunch supporters of Donald Trump), the merged 
company, Paramount Skydance, then sought to acquire Warner Brothers Discovery, which owns 
CNN.22 The politics emanating from the White House made clear that Trump wanted CNN in 
friendly hands and was opposed to a competing bid by Netflix. With the future of CNN in play, 
Trump said, “I’ll be involved in that decision.”23 No previous president has sought to be so 
directly entangled in determining who gets to own the most prominent media companies in the 
country. 

 
In the spring of 2026, the FCC appeared to be on the verge of final approval of the 

consolidation of two of the largest owners of local television stations, Nexstar Media Group and 
TEGNA, Inc. The merged company would own somewhere between 60 percent and 80 percent 
of the local television stations in the country, clearly violating federal law, which prohibits any 
company from owning more than 39 percent of stations nationally.24 The law, enacted in 2004, 
was intended to preserve the vitality of local television stations reporting on their communities. 
The merger would, in the words of Senator Michael Bennet and Representative Joe Neguse from 
Colorado, “replace diverse community-based reporting with centralized produced content.”25 
This prospect apparently pleases Trump, who declared on social media, “We need more 
competition against THE ENEMY, the Fake News National TV networks … GET THAT DEAL 
DONE.” At the FCC, Carr dutifully expressed his support for the merger. He is reportedly 
preparing to issue waivers that would avoid the clear requirements of federal law.  

 
In March 2026, at the end of the second week of Trump’s war with Iran, Carr threatened to 

revoke the licenses of certain television stations because of their coverage of the conflict. Carr 
accused them of “running hoaxes and news distortions” and said “the fake news … have a 
chance now to correct course.” He added, “Broadcasters must operate in the public interest, and 
they will lose their licenses if they do not.”26 Such a threat is unprecedented since the regulation 
of the airwaves was established by Congress in 1934. 

 
Reflecting on these pro-Trump political and commercial forces that have been unleashed, 

Norman Ornstein, scholar emeritus at the American Enterprise Institute warned: 
 

We are dangerously close to having the vast majority of audiences out there getting 
information solely or largely from sources either directly manipulating the content or 
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making sure to downplay or ignore anything Trump does not like or want. If we continue 
to devolve in this way, we will look more like the countries of Russia, Hungary, and 
China than our own constitutional democracy. Any hope of having the pillar of a free 
press to provide a meaningful guardrail against incipient authoritarianism will disappear 
before our very eyes.27 

Defunding Public Media 
In 1967, Congress established and funded the Corporation for Public Broadcasting, to bring to 

life public television and radio across America. Money from the CPB supports the stations. The 
stations contract with PBS and NPR to help produce the programming they air, from PBS 
NewsHour, Frontline, and Sesame Street on PBS to Morning Edition and All Things Considered 
on NPR—and much more.  

 
For nearly 60 years, public television and radio have made a profound contribution to 

American life. Public broadcasting has been an essential service, reaching 99 percent of the 
households in the United States and bringing important quality programming to every family 
regardless of their economic status, at the cost of $1.60 per taxpayer annually.28 The children’s 
programming on PBS is rightfully legendary for its quality and its positive impact. And public 
broadcasting, reflecting the interests of different communities, has made possible a diversity of 
programming and views that would not be aired by commercial television and radio.  

 
President Trump has targeted the funding of public broadcasting since returning to office. His 

purpose, stated clearly in a May 2025 executive order, was to end government funding for public 
media because of alleged bias. “At the very least, Americans have the right to expect that if their 
tax dollars fund public broadcasting at all, they fund only fair, accurate, unbiased, and 
nonpartisan news coverage … The CPB fails to abide by these principles to the extent it 
subsidizes NPR and PBS,” Trump wrote on Truth Social. “Republicans must defund and totally 
disassociate themselves from NPR and PBS, the radical left monsters that so badly hurt our 
country.”29 

 
President Ronald Reagan, in his first budget, attempted to slash funding for public 

broadcasting. He failed, thanks to support for public TV and radio from Republicans in the 
House and Senate, especially from rural states that value public broadcasting. This year, Trump 
succeeded where Reagan failed. The CPB has been shuttered, and dozens of public TV and radio 
stations are in danger of closing down. 

 
Harassing and Intimidating Protesters and Political Opponents  
Trump’s assault on the First Amendment goes beyond his concerted attacks on the press and 

media figures. Increasingly, Trump and his senior officials have resorted to a range of actions to 
curb the free speech and political activities of those who oppose their policies. Trump has 
ordered the investigation and prosecution of several of his most prominent political opponents, 
including Senator Adam Schiff, former FBI Director James Comey, and New York Attorney 
General Letitia James.30 Shockingly, he called for the execution of Senators Mark Kelly and 
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Elissa Slotkin, and several House members, because of a video they made in which they 
addressed military personnel, stating, correctly, that they did not have to follow illegal orders.31  

 
The most explosive flashpoint has been the Trump administration’s brutal tactics to find, 

detain, arrest, and deport immigrants across the country. Clashes between Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement and demonstrators have been severe, particularly in Minneapolis, a city 
rocked by weeks of occupation by ICE agents, which included the killing of two American 
citizens who were protesting immigration raids in their city.32 Press reports show that ICE used 
intensive surveillance tactics, including facial recognition technology, to follow and intimidate 
protesters in the streets and telling them that ICE is tracking their activities and knows where 
they live. The administration has also pressured social media companies to identify anti-ICE 
organizations and protesters and to provide data on individuals whose protests come to their 
attention.33 A March 2026 investigation by The Wall Street Journal found that 181 American 
citizens have been accused online of “assaulting” federal officers and ICE agents—even when 
this is contradicted by video evidence. Though none of these citizens have been convicted, 
according to the Journal, and many of them were not even charged, the purpose of this strategy 
is clear: to harass and intimidate Americans who dare to speak out.  

 
*** 

Periodically, particularly in stressful times, our government has gone overboard in trying to 
curb dissent. We experienced such government actions during World War I, when the Woodrow 
Wilson administration orchestrated raids led by Attorney General A. Mitchell Palmer against 
antiwar protestors, labor unionists, and African Americans. We experienced it again in the 
1950s, when the rhetoric and actions of Senator Joseph McCarthy created a climate of fear in 
Washington and around the country, by targeting the people he believed to be subversive 
communist elements. And we know of the shameful record of FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover in 
his pursuit of Reverend Martin Luther King and the compilation of files on thousands of people 
protesting the Vietnam War. America has come through other difficult periods, but we have 
never faced a concerted assault on our freedoms led by a president and his administration, using 
a new generation of technology surveillance capabilities. 

Most Americans cherish their First Amendment right to speak, assemble, and protest. They 
also have an instinctive sense of when the government is overreaching. As Justice Louis 
Brandeis memorably wrote in his 1928 dissent in Olmstead v. United States,  

The makers of the Constitution undertook to secure conditions favorable to the pursuit 
of happiness. They sought to protect Americans in their beliefs, their thoughts, their 
emotions, and their sensations. They conferred, as against the government, the right to be 
left alone—the most comprehensive of rights and the right most valued by civilized men 
(and women).34  

Donald Trump’s unprecedented attempt to dominate every sphere of American life is 
fundamentally inconsistent with our desire for a government that confines itself to the functions 
that the Constitution specifies for it.  
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10. 

Free and Fair Elections in Jeopardy 
Donald Trump has worked relentlessly to undermine public confidence in our elections. He 

has clung to false claims of fraud and attacked the integrity of state election processes. He has 
advanced legislation and issued executive orders that could disenfranchise millions; he has 
attempted to limit mail-in voting, which all evidence says is reliable and secure; and he has 
promoted other voter suppression efforts. He has demanded the gerrymandering of 
congressional districts to preserve his party’s majority. Especially troubling are his efforts to 
seize control of elections from the states, in direct contravention of the Constitution. Trump has 
waged a frontal attack on the foundation of American democracy: the right to vote. His success 
would mark the collapse of the first line of defense in a march toward authoritarianism. 

*** 

Nothing is more fundamental to our democracy than the right to vote. The expansion and 
protection of that right has been an essential part of the American experiment. Under the 
Fifteenth, Nineteenth, and Twenty-sixth Amendments to the U.S. Constitution, all citizens over 
the age of 18 enjoy the right to suffrage, regardless of race or sex. The Voting Rights Act of 
1965 bans discriminatory practices, like literacy tests, that were designed to deny U.S. citizens 
their vote.1 

 
U.S. elections are not only free and fair but also secure. Government watchdogs called the 

2020 presidential election “the most secure in American history,” and even Donald Trump’s 
staunchest allies have been unable to document widespread fraud.2 The Heritage Foundation’s 
“Election Fraud Map” notes just 138 cases nationwide between 2017 and 2025—many of them 
involving Republicans.3 In one such instance from 2024, a top Republican Party official in 
Georgia, who had promoted Trump’s claims of fraud, was himself fined $5,000 for voting 
illegally nine times.4 Of the roughly 60 lawsuits challenging the 2020 results, not one was found 
to have merit, according to the Campaign Legal Center.5  

 
Nevertheless, Trump has done his best to destroy both public trust in the U.S. election system 

and its integrity. Americans’ most cherished right—the right to vote—is now at risk.  
 
Eroding Public Faith in Elections 
Donald Trump’s lies about election fraud and a “stolen” 2020 election were central to his 

2024 presidential campaign and continue to animate his presidency. One analysis catalogued 
more than 500 instances of such false claims in just the first half of 2024.6 Trump’s rallies, social 
media posts, and interviews with the press featured a constant barrage of untruths about his 
political opponents “rigging,” “cheating,” or “stealing” votes. In recent months, his election lies 
have focused on noncitizen voting—a phenomenon that the conservative Cato Institute calls 
“virtually nonexistent.”7  
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The relentlessness of these accusations, false as they are, has had a corrosive effect on the 
American public. Just 60 percent of voters “are confident votes will be counted accurately” in the 
2026 midterm elections, according to a January 2026 survey by the University of California San 
Diego’s Center for Transparent and Trusted Elections. That figure had stood at 77 percent in 
2024. Nearly 40 percent of voters expect to see agents from Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement at the polls, and significant shares of voters say they worry about being questioned 
when they show up to vote, despite their U.S. citizenship. Hispanic voters are especially 
concerned; 31 percent say they’re worried about Election Day confrontations with ICE.8 

 
Worse yet, a significant number of U.S. voters are persuaded by Trump’s false claims. A 

March 2026 poll by NPR/Marist found that 57 percent of Republicans believe that the number 
one threat to elections is fraud.9 An astonishing 82 percent of Republicans are “not confident” 
that Joe Biden was the legitimate winner of the 2020 election, according to a November 2025 
survey by Public Agenda and the SNF Agora Institute at Johns Hopkins University.10 Overall, 
just 62 percent of Americans believe that the 2020 election was fair, according to polling by The 
Washington Post and the University of Maryland.11  

 
It’s hard to overstate the pernicious impact of a loss of public faith in the vote. At best, it 

generates apathy, if Americans don’t believe their votes matter. This creates an opportunity for a 
minority of motivated partisans to impose their will on the broader citizenry. Declining trust in 
elections also leads to declining trust in leaders who the voters don’t believe to have been fairly 
elected. That distrust can be harnessed into insurrection, as Trump well knows. On January 6, 
2021, pro-Trump rioters invaded the U.S. Capitol to stop the certification of Joe Biden’s victory. 
It “was the first time one American President refused his Constitutional duty to transfer power 
peacefully to the next,” as Representative Liz Cheney wrote in the House select committee’s 
January 6 report.12  

 
Installing Election Deniers in Key Government Roles  
To reinforce his election lies and legitimize his role in the January 6 insurrection, Trump has 

made election denialism a litmus test for service in his administration. These officials, in turn, 
have facilitated Trump’s efforts to rewrite the history of the insurrection and to punish those who 
tried to hold him accountable. They have undermined the rule of law and weaponized the tools of 
government in the service of Trump’s false claims. And by collaborating with Trump’s effort to 
reward the January 6 insurrectionists, they legitimize the notion that political violence is an 
acceptable response to an unfavorable election outcome.  

 
Among the most prominent election deniers elevated to high office was Trump’s first attorney 

general, Pam Bondi, who abused her status as the nation’s chief law enforcement officer to 
enforce Trump’s spurious election claims. As one of Trump’s earliest and most vigorous election 
deniers, she spread the lie that Trump had “won” Pennsylvania in 2020. She alleged mass 
“evidence of cheating,” “fake ballots,” and votes cast by dead people, despite a complete lack of 
evidence. In a previous role as the litigation chair of the Trump-aligned America First Policy 
Institute, she was also involved in multiple lawsuits that “served to amplify baseless conspiracy 
theories about noncitizen voting,” according to the Brennan Center for Justice.13  
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As attorney general, Bondi transformed the historically independent Department of Justice 
into an instrument of retribution for Trump. On her first day in office, she sent a memo to the 
department’s staff, threatening “discipline and possibly termination” for any attorney who 
refused to advance the president’s agenda—including his revisionism of January 6.14  

 
Bondi also established the “Weaponization Working Group” at Trump’s direction, with the 

goal of exacting revenge on the prosecutors and other officials who had investigated the 
insurrection during Biden’s presidency.15 Its initial director, Ed Martin, was another prominent 
election denier who had marched outside the Capitol on January 616 and later compared the riots 
to “Mardi Gras.”17 More than 20 Justice Department staffers involved with the investigation have 
been fired or forced to resign,18 while a spurious ethics probe was launched against Jack Smith, 
the special counsel who investigated Trump’s involvement.19  

 
In the meantime, Trump has hailed the Capitol rioters as “great people”20 and “warriors”21 and 

has lamented their prosecution. On his first day in office, he pardoned more than 1,500 
insurrectionists, including members of the Oath Keepers, the Proud Boys, and other groups 
associated with white supremacism.22 With the help of Ed Martin, now his pardon attorney,23 
Trump has also pardoned dozens of individuals involved in his “fake electors” scheme to 
overturn the 2020 results.24  

 
Interfering with State Election Integrity 
Donald Trump has also used false claims of election fraud as a pretext for interfering with 

state election systems and results. These efforts not only threaten election integrity but also 
violate states’ constitutional rights.  

 
The U.S. Constitution’s elections clause (Article 1, Section 4, Clause 1) provides that the 

rules for holding federal elections “shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof.” 
Congress may “at any time by Law make or alter such Regulations,” but the president has no 
direct role in this constitutional scheme. 

 
Nevertheless, Trump has made multiple unlawful efforts to assert control over state elections, 

presumably to bend future outcomes in his or the GOP’s favor. In fact, Trump has baldly stated 
that Republicans should “take over” elections and “nationalize” voting.25  

 
In March 2025, Trump issued a far-reaching executive order that aimed to establish federal 

standards for voter registration and eligibility, in clear contravention of the elections clause. In 
particular, he directed the Election Assistance Commission—an independent bipartisan agency 
that assists states with election administration—to mandate that voters show a passport or 
another similar document to prove their citizenship when they register to vote.26 He also 
empowered the Department of Homeland Security and the U.S. attorney general to monitor 
states for compliance and withhold funds if they fail to fall in line. Nineteen states have sued to 
challenge the order’s legality.27  

 
In March 2026, Trump issued a second, even more expansive executive order to seize control 

of voting by mail and to establish a database of “State Citizenship Lists” approved by the federal 
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government.28 (This order has also been challenged by states and voting rights groups.)29 This 
order follows other efforts by the administration to gain access to state voting equipment, voter 
files, and other records kept by election officials. As of February 2026, the administration has 
sued 29 states and the District of Columbia to compel the release of voter registration files to the 
federal government.30  

 
In perhaps the most significant escalation, in February 2026 the FBI seized truckloads of 

ballots from the 2020 election in Fulton County, Georgia, despite the utter lack of evidence of 
wrongdoing. Most remarkable was the involvement of Tulsi Gabbard, then the director of 
national intelligence, who was both present at the raid and also reportedly arranged a phone call 
between Trump and frontline agents on the scene.31 Not only was this an unprecedented attempt 
by a president to influence an ongoing investigation, but Gabbard’s involvement was a stunning 
breach of the clear line between intelligence work and domestic politics established by the 
National Security Act of 1947. It is also an ominous harbinger of the actions the administration 
may take if future political losses are certain. In a January 2026 interview with The New York 
Times, Trump said he regretted not having ordered the National Guard to seize voting machines 
in the aftermath of the 2020 election, despite his clear lack of legal authority to do so and the 
absence of any evidence of tampering.32 (In 2023, Dominion Voting Systems, the company that 
manufactured many of these machines, reached a $787 million settlement with Fox News over 
the network’s amplification of false election claims.)33 

 
Any attempt to access voting machines by the administration creates the risk of errors and 

incentivizes challenges to election results. Some states may also opt for hand-counting ballots, a 
process that can create errors and delays. None of Trump’s actions are serving to make elections 
more secure. Rather, their effect is the opposite.  

 
Promoting Policies That Would Hinder Ballot Access  
Donald Trump has championed multiple changes to election laws that would have the effect 

of impeding voter access, suppressing turnout, or disenfranchising citizens outright. These 
actions were one reason Freedom House lowered the “Global Freedom” score for the United 
States by three points—a decline matched only by Bulgaria—in its 2026 “Freedom in the World” 
report.34  

 
One of Trump’s principal targets is voting by mail, which has been successfully used in the 

United States for more than 150 years.35 In 2024, roughly 30 percent of American voters cast 
their ballots by mail. (In 2020, at the height of the COVID-19 pandemic, the number was 43 
percent.)36 Plentiful research shows that mail-in voting is reliable and secure. States have 
developed multiple layers of security to protect against malfeasance, and fraud is extremely rare. 
The Brennan Center notes that it is “more likely for an American to be struck by lightning than 
to commit mail voting fraud.”37 

 
Nevertheless, Trump has condemned vote by mail as a mechanism for mass fraud and has 

moved to restrict it severely. In addition to the “State Citizenship Lists” mentioned above, 
Trump’s March 2026 executive order gives the U.S. Postal Service unprecedented power over 
voting by mail. Under Trump’s decree, states must submit their voter lists to the postal service, 
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which alone will have the authority to issue mail-in ballots. Election experts have called the plan 
unconstitutional and impractical. It is also likely to limit ballot access while conferring no 
partisan advantage to Trump. While Trump has claimed that voting by mail is especially a boon 
for Democrats, research finds that the practice does not in fact benefit one party over another.38 It 
is, however, an important option for voters who may otherwise be unable to go in person on 
Election Day because of work obligations, disability, lack of transportation, or other hurdles. 
Restricting the ability to vote by mail is therefore likely to limit some citizens’ ability to vote.  

 
Trump has also championed a bill in Congress called the Safeguard American Voter 

Eligibility Act (SAVE Act), which would require documentary proof of citizenship for voter 
registration. Trump has argued that this requirement is necessary to safeguard against voting by 
noncitizens, but as noted earlier, this phenomenon is vanishingly rare. Noncitizen voting, 
moreover, is already illegal under state and federal law, punishable by up to five years in federal 
prison as well as deportation.39 The true intent of the SAVE Act is to reinforce public animus 
against undocumented immigrants, while at the same time casting doubt on election integrity. Its 
effect, if passed, would be to disenfranchise millions of U.S. citizens, including many of 
Trump’s supporters.  

 
According to the Brennan Center, more than 21 million Americans lack paper proof of their 

citizenship, and roughly half of Americans have no passport.40 The SAVE Act would also pose 
additional burdens on the 80 percent of married women who have changed their names at 
marriage and who now use names that do not match their birth certificates.41 A Washington Post 
analysis found that Republican districts were more likely to have significant shares of “inactive” 
voters who would be required to reregister under the SAVE Act’s provisions, were it to pass. 
This analysis also found that young men—one of Trump’s core constituencies—are less likely 
than other voters to have documentary proof of citizenship readily available, while rural voters 
may face greater burdens in traveling in person to election offices.42 As of this writing, the bill 
has yet to pass Congress, and its passage is uncertain. Some states, however, have begun to 
consider similar legislation, and Florida passed its version of the SAVE Act in March 2026.43  

 
Demanding Extreme Partisan Gerrymandering  
Faced with declining popularity and the prospect of steep losses in the 2026 midterm 

elections, Donald Trump has demanded that lawmakers in multiple states redraw their 
congressional maps to create additional Republican districts and thereby favor a Republican 
majority in Congress. In July 2025, he ordered lawmakers in Texas to begin redistricting: “Just a 
simple redrawing we pick up five seats,” as Trump told reporters would be the result.44  

 
The usual timetable for redistricting is that it occurs immediately after the decennial census; 

redistricting a state in the middle of a decade is rare.45 But in the aftermath of Trump’s demands, 
as many as 15 states (as of April 2026) have considered, authorized, or implemented new maps, 
according to the National Conference of State Legislatures.46 While many of these states have 
acted in compliance with Trump’s demands, others—like California—have acted in retaliation. 
The overall effects of this redistricting war will be harmful to democracy: more gerrymandering, 
more polarization, and diminished public trust.  
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Perhaps most damaging will be the effective disenfranchisement of millions of Americans 
gerrymandered into highly partisan districts where their vote will have no impact. According to 
The Cook Political Report, only 17 of 435 House districts are classified as true toss-ups as of the 
spring of 2026, while 374 are “solid” Republican or Democratic.47 This means that the 
overwhelming majority of House contests are decided by party primaries, which tend to draw the 
most partisan voters. The Unite America Institute calculated that in 2024, “87% of House races 
were decided in primary elections—meaning the 7% of voters who participated in these elections 
effectively chose the vast majority of the U.S. House.”48  

 
*** 

The rapid erosion of voting rights and representation under the Trump administration risks 
propelling the United States into what the political scientists Steven Levitsky and Lucan A. Way 
call “competitive authoritarianism”—a system “in which the coexistence of meaningful 
democratic institutions and serious incumbent abuse yields electoral competition that is real but 
unfair.”49 Americans must exercise their voice—while they still can. 



 

 76 

11. 

Rampant Corruption and Self-Dealing 
Donald Trump has launched an effort unparalleled in history to monetize the presidency for 

personal gain. In 2025 alone, the profits enjoyed by Trump and his family totaled as much as $4 
billion, according to one estimate.1 Trump has violated the constitutional prohibition against 
emoluments and has openly trashed the norms that limit the use of public office for self-
enrichment. His unchecked self-dealing disserves not only American taxpayers but also U.S. 
interests and national security.  

 
*** 

Shortly before the 2024 election, Donald Trump announced the sale of four memberships to 
his private club at Mar-a-Lago for $1 million each—a significant increase from the $200,000 fee 
that was charged during his first administration.2 A 2019 investigation by USA Today revealed 
that at least eight Mar-a-Lago members won ambassadorships or other plum appointments during 
Trump’s first term, and this move was widely seen as another ploy to sell access to a future 
administration.3  

 
Trump has continued these pay-to-play practices in his second term, and he has used his 

office to extract expensive gifts and payments from foreign leaders, foreign business interests, 
and wealthy individuals seeking access or favorable treatment from the federal government. 
Multiple members of his family have likewise benefited, especially Trump’s two eldest sons, as 
have members of his cabinet and other officials. After Donald Trump Jr. and Eric Trump 
launched the cryptocurrency venture World Liberty Financial,4 Trump made crypto deregulation 
a cornerstone of his financial regulatory agenda.5 The company was worth $5 billion on paper by 
September 2025.6  

 
Trump himself has shown no concern about the conflicts of interest posed by his family’s 

profiteering. “I found out that nobody cared, and I’m allowed to,” he told The New York Times in 
January 2026.7 Yet significant policy decisions have often hinged on these transactions, to the 
detriment of U.S. taxpayers and interests. Trump’s acceptance of the gift of a $400 million 
presidential jet from the Qatari government in May 2025, for example, raised not only legal and 
ethical concerns but worries about national security as well. Among those raising the alarm was 
Republican Senator Ted Cruz, who said that the gift “poses significant espionage” concerns.8  

 
Some Americans may shrug their shoulders at Trump’s behavior. Trump has, after all, 

conducted all of this activity in full view—a strategic choice to normalize what should be 
shocking and to dull the public’s sensitivities to serious ethical, legal, and moral violations. 

 
Americans should remember, however, that a corrupt government is also an inefficient one. 

The experience of other nations with corrupt regimes offers ample evidence of how public 
corruption can suppress economic growth and contribute to inflation.9 Policy choices made on 
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the basis of favors, gifts, and other considerations unrelated to merit lead to the misallocation of 
public and private resources and the stifling of innovation.  

 
Corruption also deepens public distrust in government, if it can’t be counted on to act 

impartially in the best interests of its citizens. The Trump administration’s ethical morass is more 
than a colossal waste of taxpayer money. It is an attack on the very purpose of democratic 
government: to serve all people, not just those who can write the checks.  

 
Accepting Gifts from Foreign Powers 
The prevention of foreign corruption and influence is a founding principle of our nation. 

America’s first governing document, the Articles of Confederation, included a prohibition on 
foreign gifts of any kind, which the U.S. Constitution also adopted.10 Under the Constitution’s 
foreign emoluments clause (Article I, Section 9, Clause 8),11 no person “holding any Office of 
Profit or Trust” may accept “any present, Emolument, Office, or Title, of any kind whatever, 
from any King, Prince, or foreign State” without the consent of Congress. This provision not 
only reflected the Framers’ anti-corruption commitment—a radical notion at the time—it also 
ensured the independence that America had so recently declared and the loyalty of its leaders to 
put the new country’s interests first.12  

 
President Trump, however, has repeatedly violated both the spirit and the letter of this 

prohibition. He has accepted tens of millions of dollars in gifts from foreign leaders seeking to 
do business with his administration or his family. In addition to the Qatari jet (technically 
accepted by the Department of Defense),13 foreign and business leaders have made major 
investments in Trump’s sprawling network of family businesses, most notably in his crypto 
platform, World Liberty Financial, and his social media company, Trump Media. Around the 
time of Trump’s 2024 election victory, Switzerland’s publicly owned central bank bought $1.8 
million in Trump Media shares.14 

 
On a smaller scale (but no less troubling), Trump’s gifts from foreign leaders in the past year 

have included a golden pager from Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, a championship 
boxing belt from Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky, two portraits from Russian President 
Vladimir Putin, a gold crown from South Korean President Lee Jae Myung,15 and the Nobel 
Peace Prize medal from the Venezuelan opposition leader María Corina Machado.16 All of these 
gifts technically belong to the American people, and federal law requires their disclosure to the 
State Department. However, an investigation by House Democrats after Trump’s first term 
alleged that he had failed to disclose more than $250,000 worth of foreign gifts, which he 
presumably kept for personal use.17 So far, there’s little evidence that this lack of transparency 
has changed.  

 
Favorable policy decisions have frequently followed the receipt of large foreign gifts or 

investments, often to the detriment of U.S. interests and taxpayers. One of many such examples 
is a $500 million investment in World Liberty Financial by Sheik Tahnoon bin Zayed Al 
Nahyan, the head of the United Arab Emirates’ largest sovereign wealth fund and the nation’s 
national security adviser. (He is known as the “Spy Sheikh” because of this role.)18 Shortly after 
this purchase, made in secret before the company’s launch, Trump agreed to provide the UAE 
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hundreds of thousands of advanced AI chips not previously available outside the United States.19 
Experts condemned the deal as a threat to national security20 because of the risk that these chips 
could end up being transferred to China.21 

 
Monetizing the Presidency 
Donald Trump has also had no compunction soliciting donations and gifts from U.S. 

companies and wealthy individuals, many of whom have business before his administration. 
(The Constitution forbids domestic emoluments, too.)22  

 
Trump’s 2025 inauguration festivities raised more than $161 million from corporations, 

including 104 businesses that donated $1 million or more, according to OpenSecrets.23 Photos 
from the ceremony show him flanked by billionaires, including Meta CEO Mark Zuckerberg, 
Amazon CEO Jeff Bezos, and the world’s richest man, Elon Musk.24 Both Bezos and Musk25 
benefit from billions of dollars in government contracts,26 while Zuckerberg has sought 
regulatory relief for his companies.27 The Trump administration has reportedly paused or 
dropped federal investigations into or lawsuits against 17 of the companies that donated to his 
inauguration.28  

 
Official events have also served as opportunities for monetization. In 2025, the White House 

Easter Egg Roll sold corporate sponsorships, with donors like Amazon and YouTube vying for 
advertising space on the South Lawn.29 Donors have also lined up for the nation’s 250th birthday 
celebration in 2026, organized by the Trump-aligned group Freedom 250. Those who give $1 
million or more “will get invitations to a ‘private Freedom 250 thank you reception’ hosted by 
Mr. Trump, with a ‘historic photo opportunity,’” according to news reports, while donors who 
fork over $2.5 million will get speaking roles at a public event.30 Over the past year, Trump has 
also visited his own properties 198 times, raking in millions of dollars in lodging, dining, and 
event fees from visitors coming to kiss the ring, as well as from U.S. taxpayers, who pay for 
Secret Service protection.31  

 
Trump has also used the demolition of the East Wing of the White House and the construction 

of his new ballroom to raise at least $400 million from private sources.32 Many of the donors to 
this project are companies or billionaires looking to curry favor with the administration.33 In 
addition, Trump has offered personal tours of the White House to special donors, like the top 25 
purchasers of $TRUMP,34 the cryptocurrency meme coin he launched before his inauguration.35 
Among these invitees was Justin Sun, a Chinese crypto billionaire then being sued by the 
Securities and Exchange Commission, who had reportedly spent $75 million on investments in 
the World Liberty Financial crypto coin to get himself invited to the White House.36 The New 
York Times reported that the SEC asked a judge to put Sun’s case on hold shortly after Trump 
took office37 and later settled the case for $10 million.38  

 
Granting Pardons to Donors and Allies 
Donald Trump has made profligate use of his presidential pardon power, especially for 

donors, political allies, and figures tied to the Trump family’s financial interests.  
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Few of the individuals receiving pardons have been vetted through the Department of 
Justice’s standard processes,39 which require an official application to the Office of the Pardon 
Attorney and evidence of an individual’s “demonstrated ability to lead a responsible and 
productive life,” according to an investigation by ProPublica.40 Rather, the primary criterion for a 
pardon has been access to the president or his inner circle. Moreover, many of these pardon 
recipients are literally getting out of jail free. A 2025 report by House Judiciary Committee 
Democrats found that Trump’s pardons have wiped out at least $1.3 billion in fines and 
restitution that would otherwise be owed to victims.41  

 
As Margaret Love, who served as pardon attorney under President George H. W. Bush and 

Bill Clinton, told ProPublica, “It’s unfair to the little guy.”  
 
Among the recipients of Trump’s largesse:  
 

• The Chinese billionaire Changpeng Zhao, the founder of Binance, who had pleaded 
guilty to money laundering and fined $50 million.42 Binance, the world’s leading 
crypto exchange, has been a strong promoter of World Liberty Financial’s crypto 
coins.43 

 
• The financier Trevor Milton, who had been convicted of securities fraud and ordered 

to pay $661 million in restitution to his victims. Milton contributed $920,000 to the 
Trump 47 committee in 2024 and received a pardon that erased his restitution 
obligations.44  

 
• Julio Herrera Velutini, a Venezuelan billionaire facing criminal bribery charges. His 

pardon was issued shortly after a $3.5 million contribution by his daughter to MAGA 
Inc.45  

 
• The reality TV stars Todd and Julie Chrisley, who were convicted of bank fraud and 

tax evasion. Their daughter Savannah, an ardent Trump supporter, spoke at the 2024 
Republican National Convention.46  

 
• Paul Walczak, a nursing home executive who had pleaded guilty to tax crimes. He 

received a pardon after his mother attended a fundraising dinner at Mar-a-Lago that 
cost $1 million a person; he was spared both prison time and $4.4 million in 
restitution.47  

 
These pay-to-play pardons have also launched a lucrative cottage industry for lobbyists who 

claim they can fast-track a pardon from President Trump. In 2025, clients seeking clemency paid 
at least $5.2 million in lobbying fees, according to an analysis by The New York Times, with 
some applicants forking over close to $1 million.  
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Weaponizing Government and Extorting Enemies 
At the same time that Donald Trump has used the tools of government to shower favors on his 

donors and allies, he has abused the powers at his disposal to extort financial advantages for 
himself.  

 
Some countries, for instance, have plied Trump with gifts in an effort to soften the punitive 

tariffs he levied in the first year of his administration. After Trump arbitrarily slapped a 39 
percent tariff on Switzerland in August 2025, a group of Swiss billionaires gave Trump a gold 
Rolex clock and an engraved gold bar worth $130,000.48 Trump later reduced the tariffs to 15 
percent. The gold crown presented by South Korea, along with an accompanying medal, was 
also intended to butter up Trump before trade talks.49  

 
In March 2025, Trump signed multiple executive orders targeting major law firms that had 

represented or employed his political enemies.50 The orders stripped attorneys from these firms 
of their security clearances or barred their companies from doing business related to government 
contracts. While several firms challenged these orders as unconstitutional (and won),51 others 
entered into settlements involving tens of millions of dollars of free legal work on behalf of 
causes to be specified by Trump. The law firm Paul, Weiss, for instance, agreed to provide $40 
million in pro bono legal work toward causes supported by Trump, while another firm, Skadden, 
Arps, agreed to provide $100 million in free assistance.52 All told, these law firms have agreed to 
provide nearly $1 billion in pro bono aid. While the exact nature of this aid hasn’t been specified, 
Trump indicated to the press that “the pro bono work could be used toward his administration’s 
trade deals and even representing him in a personal capacity.”53 

 
Trump has also made extortionate demands through litigation, resulting in tens of millions of 

dollars in settlements for himself. In December 2024, ABC News settled for $15 million after 
Trump brought a defamation suit against the network.54 In July 2025, Paramount agreed to give 
Trump $16 million55 to settle a $10 billion suit he filed against CBS News for its editing of a 60 
Minutes interview with Kamala Harris.56 YouTube (which is owned by Google) paid Trump 
$24.5 million to settle a suit over the suspension of Trump’s account after the January 6 
insurrection,57 while Meta agreed to pay $25 million over Trump’s suspensions from Facebook 
and Instagram.58 As of March 2026, Trump had six ongoing lawsuits against media outlets,59 
including a $10 billion claim against the BBC and another against The Wall Street Journal, as 
well as suits against The New York Times, The Des Moines Register, and the Pulitzer Prize 
board.60  

 
Even more egregiously, Trump is suing his own administration in an effort to extract 

settlements from U.S. taxpayers. In October 2025, Trump filed suit against the Department of 
Justice, demanding $230 million in compensation for investigations against him during the Biden 
administration.61 In January 2026, Trump sued the Internal Revenue Service and the U.S. 
Treasury for $10 billion over the leak of his tax documents by an IRS contractor. (Under current 
law, Section 7431 of the Internal Revenue Code, even if his suit succeeds Trump is entitled only 
to the greater of $1,000 for “each act of unauthorized … disclosure” or actual damages 
suffered.)62  
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Enabling Profiteering by Top Officials 
Public service has been profitable for many of Trump’s top officials and family members as 

well as for Trump himself. Some officials have used their positions to arrange lucrative business 
deals for themselves, while others have steered business to preferred contractors.  

 
Among those who appear to have profited handsomely are Trump’s principal envoys to the 

Middle East, his son-in-law Jared Kushner and the real estate developer Steve Witkoff. 
According to Forbes, Witkoff’s fortune grew by 15 percent during the first year of Trump’s 
second term, to $2.3 billion.63 Among his investments are a stake in World Liberty Financial, 
which his two sons cofounded with Don Jr. and Eric. Witkoff also holds a roughly $210 million 
stake in SpaceX, which is owned by the on-again, off-again Trump ally Elon Musk. Kushner, 
meanwhile, has been attempting to raise $5 billion from investors in the Middle East for his 
fledgling private equity fund, Affinity Partners.64 That’s in addition to the $2 billion stake he 
received from an investment fund led by Saudi Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman in 2021.65 
Forbes estimates that Kushner, like his father-in-law, is now a billionaire.66  

 
Trump’s first year in office has spawned a plethora of similar instances involving cabinet 

members and other high-ranking officials (for which a full accounting would require a separate 
volume). For example:  
 

• Kash Patel, the director of the FBI, received an $800,000 stake in Trump Media67 days 
before his Senate confirmation hearing. He also received stocks worth between $1 
million and $5 million from a Cayman Islands holding company linked to the 
controversial e-commerce giant Shein in exchange for “consulting” services.68  

 
• Before her abrupt firing in March 2026, Secretary of Homeland Security Kristi Noem 

reportedly steered $220 million in advertising contracts to a firm to which she had 
business and personal connections.69  

 
• Secretary of Commerce Howard Lutnick’s family firm, Cantor Fitzgerald, saw a $2.5 

billion revenue increase in 202570—a large enough sum that even Trump reportedly 
“confronted Lutnick directly about it during an episode at Mar-a-Lago,” according to 
Politico.71  

 
• Secretary of Defense Pete Hegseth’s broker reportedly tried to make a multimillion-

dollar investment72 in defense stocks shortly before the outbreak of the war in Iran, 
according to the Financial Times.73  

 
Vice President J. D. Vance sold his house for $172,000 over the asking price to a former 

Trump official who is now a government contractor.74  
 

*** 

Over the past year, Trump has also systematically removed the safeguards that could keep his 
behavior in check. He has fired inspectors general, the government watchdogs that monitor 
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waste, fraud, and abuse.75 He has gutted the Department of Justice’s ability to prosecute public 
corruption; in March 2025, he forced out most of the lawyers in the Public Integrity Section.76 
No doubt the Supreme Court’s 2023 decision granting him immunity for “official” acts has also 
emboldened him.77  

 
In 2025, the United States slid to 29th—its lowest ranking ever78—on Transparency 

International’s Corruption Perceptions Index. It is an ignominious decline for a nation founded 
on the ideals of fair and impartial governance.79
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12. 

A Collapse in Civil Discourse 
Donald Trump has shattered every norm of acceptable political discourse and fostered 

division and disunity. He has demonized political opponents and scapegoated vulnerable 
communities. He has glorified political violence and encouraged mobs to help suppress dissent. 
He has denigrated expertise, mocked the service of men and women in the military, and engaged 
in open racism and misogyny. Americans are more polarized than they have ever been.  

 
*** 

Since the beginning of his political career, Donald Trump has made shock and transgression 
hallmarks of his political persona. “I tell it like it is, and people have to hear it,” he told the 
Christian Broadcasting Network at the start of his first presidential campaign.1 

 
Trump has reveled in his coarseness throughout his presidencies, knowing that bluntness is 

catnip for his base. In one 2016 exit poll, 78 percent of Republican primary voters said “tells it 
like it is” was Trump’s top quality as a candidate.2 A 2018 survey found that among his 
supporters, more than 60 percent thought him “highly authentic.”3  

 
Claims of “telling it like it is,” however, can neither disguise nor excuse the hatefulness, 

misogyny, racism, and violence that characterize Trump’s daily speech. In Trump’s twisted 
version of “telling it like it is,” “grabbing women by the pussy”4 is just “locker room talk,”5 the 
January 6 insurrection was a “day of love,”6 and migrants are “poisoning”7 the country. 
Protesters need to be “punch[ed] in the face,”8 or condemned as “domestic terrorists.”9 
Immigrants are “vermin,”10 and Africa has “shithole countries.”11 Soldiers who have died in war 
are “suckers and losers.” The death of opponents is cause to gloat: “I’m glad he’s dead,” Trump 
said of Robert Mueller, the former FBI director who investigated Trump’s ties to Russia.12 
Trump even delivered a disrespectful broadside against Pope Leo XIV, whom he derided as 
“terrible.”13  

 
Trump’s veneer of “authenticity” rings hollow when his statements are peppered with lies. 

The Washington Post’s “Fact Checker” tallied 30,573 “false or misleading claims” in Trump’s 
first term alone,14 including more than 50 that earned a “Bottomless Pinocchio” rating for the 
frequency of their repetition.15 The “Gish Gallop” is Trump’s favored rhetorical strategy—a 
torrent of lies so overwhelming in volume that it’s impossible to rebut them all.16 Some claims 
are mathematically impossible, such as his promises to cut prescription drug prices by as much 
as “1,000 percent.”17 Some are simply bizarre, like his claim that windmills cause cancer.18 Yet 
mainstream outlets, in his view, are purveyors of “fake news,”19 and unfavorable coverage is 
“biased.”20  

 
The gusher of hate and misinformation spewing from this administration has been deeply 

destructive to civil society. Political polarization has worsened. Divisions have widened into 
chasms. Skepticism of institutions has calcified into mistrust. Especially troubling, threats of 
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political violence have escalated. According to a September 2025 survey by Dartmouth’s 
Polarization Research Lab, 63 percent of Americans see political violence as a “very big 
problem.”21  

 
Aggravating Polarization 
Trump habitually hurls invectives at his political opponents, calling Democrats “crazy,”22 

“radical,”23 “dangerous,” and even the “enemy from within,”24 in an echo of fascist regimes. 
Perhaps taking cues from this divisive language, Americans’ partisanship is increasing and risks 
hardening into extremism.  

 
A November 2025 survey by Public Agenda and the SNF Agora Institute at Johns Hopkins 

University found that only about a third of Americans “have gotten to know someone whose 
political views are different from their own,” while negative feelings about opposing political 
parties have intensified. Among the most ardent Trump supporters identified in this survey, as 
many as 61 percent “strongly agreed” or “agreed” that “members of the opposing party lack the 
traits to be considered fully human, they behave like animals.” Thirty-nine percent of Democrats 
felt the same. Seventy-three percent of Trump supporters also said they believed the Democratic 
Party to be “downright evil,” while 57 percent of Democrats thought the same of the GOP.25  

 
Gallup finds that the share of Americans who self-identify as “moderate” dropped to 34 

percent in 2024, down from 42 percent in 1992, while both parties’ ideology was the “most 
extreme in 30 years.” Twenty-four percent of Republicans called themselves “very 
conservative”—an all-time high—while 19 percent of Democrats said they were “very liberal.”26  

 
Granted, political polarization has been a long-term trend, the result of broader cultural, 

societal, and technological shifts like the rise of social media and partisan news outlets. Rising 
viewership of Fox News, for instance, has helped increase the share of Republican votes in 
federal and state elections by at least 0.5 percentage points since 2000, according to a 2024 study 
in the Journal of Public Economics.27 Americans have also physically isolated themselves in 
like-minded communities, a phenomenon that the author Bill Bishop called the “Big Sort” in his 
2009 book of that title.28  

 
Nevertheless, social science researchers have also discovered a sharp uptick in “partisan 

animosity” since the start of Trump’s first term. In 2022, the Pew Research Center found that 72 
percent of Republicans believe that members of the opposing party are “more immoral than other 
Americans,” compared to 47 percent who thought the same in 2016.29 (The comparable numbers 
among Democrats are 63 percent and 35 percent.) The share of people in either party who 
believe that opposing party members are “dishonest,” “close-minded,” or “unintelligent” also 
shot up by about 20 percentage points. Given these attitudes, it’s no surprise that 80 percent of 
Americans told Gallup in 2024 that “Americans are greatly divided on the most important 
values.”30  

 
As the occupant of the world’s most powerful bully pulpit, Trump could have been striving to 

heal these divisions. Instead, he has worked assiduously to drive deeper wedges between 
Americans for his own political gain.  
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Destroying Trust  
Donald Trump’s loose relationship with the truth has also made honest debate impossible. If 

policymakers and the public can’t agree on what’s true, they can’t agree on what the country’s 
problems are—let alone the solutions to those problems. Trump’s disinformation campaigns 
have eroded the public consensus on what were once unassailable truths: that the planet is 
experiencing climate change;31 that vaccines can prevent disease;32 that he lost the 2020 election 
to Joe Biden.33 Fully 80 percent of Americans say that “Republican and Democratic voters 
cannot agree on basic facts,” according to a July 2025 survey by the Pew Research Center.34  

 
Trump’s attacks on the mainstream press, his penchant for misinformation, and his 

administration’s denigration of expertise have left many Americans unsure of where to turn for 
reliable information. Only 56 percent of Americans say “they have a lot of or some trust in the 
information they get from national news organizations,” according to another survey by the Pew 
Research Center from September 2025.35 That’s an 11 percentage point decline since March 
2025—just seven months earlier—and a 20 percentage point drop since 2016. Democrats are 
more likely to trust national news outlets than Republicans (69 percent versus 44 percent), but 
members of both parties have seen steep declines in their trust of news.  

 
Pew also found that trust in government has fallen to historic lows. In September 2025, just 

17 percent of Americans said they trust the government to do the right thing “just about always” 
or “most of the time”—down from nearly 80 percent in 1964 and 60 percent in 2001.36  

 
Trust in the federal agencies that have been reshaped by Trump’s appointments and policies 

has especially plummeted in the past year. After the appointment of anti-vaccine advocate Robert 
F. Kennedy Jr. as the secretary of health and human services, for instance, Americans’ trust in 
vaccine advice from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention dropped by 16 percentage 
points, from 63 percent in 2023 to 47 percent in January 2026, according to KFF.37 Only 38 
percent of Americans trust Kennedy to provide reliable public health advice, according to a 
February 2026 survey by the Annenberg Public Policy Center at the University of 
Pennsylvania.38 (Dr. Anthony Fauci, in contrast, enjoyed a 54 percent trust rating at the height of 
the COVID-19 pandemic,39 despite Trump’s efforts to discredit him.)40  

 
Similarly, trust in the government’s economic data dropped by 8 percentage points between 

March and August 2025,41 when Trump fired Erika McEntarfer, the commissioner of the Bureau 
of Labor Statistics, over jobs numbers he didn’t like.42 The same survey found that 45 percent of 
Americans “somewhat distrust” or “completely distrust” government data on the economy, and 
only 21 percent believe that government unemployment numbers are accurate.  

 
This decline in public trust is not only corrosive, but dangerous as well. Citizens who do not 

believe the government on matters of public health might ignore lifesaving advice. The next 
pandemic could be catastrophic. Disputes over data could lead to bad policies that might 
jeopardize the U.S. economy. Without a common foundation of agreed-upon truth, crises will 
inevitably lead to chaos.  
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Normalizing Political Violence 
After the horrific murder of the conservative activist Charlie Kirk in September 2025, Donald 

Trump did not issue a statement typical of politicians after such an act of violence. Instead of 
calling for unity and calm, Trump told reporters that “we just have to beat the hell” out of 
“radical left lunatics.”43 What followed was an immediate spike in threats to local officeholders, 
according to data from Princeton University’s Bridging Divides Initiative.44 Dozens of ordinary 
citizens who had criticized Kirk’s views were doxxed or threatened, or faced other online 
harassment.45 

 
Perhaps the most troubling trend coincident with Trump’s presidencies is the rise in threats of 

political violence. In 2025, the U.S. Capitol Police investigated 14,938 “concerning statements, 
behaviors, and communications directed against Members of Congress, their families, staff, and 
the Capitol Complex,” nearly double the number reported in 2022.46 After Trump suggested the 
possible execution of six members of Congress for a video they posted urging service members 
to refuse to follow illegal orders, Arizona Senator Mark Kelly reported a surge in death threats 
directed at him and his family for his participation in the video.47  

 
Judges have been threatened as well. In 2025, the U.S. Marshals Service reported 564 threat 

incidents, involving 396 judges, a figure that will likely be surpassed in 2026.48 As of the end of 
March, the Marshals Service had already investigated 335 threats involving 210 judges. The 
situation was so dire that Chief Justice John Roberts issued a statement in March warning that 
“personally directed hostility is dangerous and has got to stop.”49  

 
Trump has repeatedly disputed accusations of incitement. He disclaimed responsibility for 

January 650 (although at least a dozen rioters facing prosecution blamed Trump for provoking 
their crimes).51 Yet violence and violent speech has been a consistent feature of Trump’s public 
statements. “Maybe he should have been roughed up,” Trump said of a protester at one of his 
rallies.52 “Stand back and stand by,” he told the white nationalist group Proud Boys,53 who later 
showed up in force on January 6.54 And in the week after Roberts’s statement on the attacks 
against judges, Trump did nothing to bring down the temperature. Instead, he escalated his 
rhetoric and called for a crime bill that “cracks down on rogue judges.” “They are criminals, 
what they do to our country,” he said.55  

 
*** 

Presidents like Ronald Reagan, Franklin D. Roosevelt, Harry Truman, and John F. Kennedy 
showed that it’s possible to confront America’s enemies successfully, with strength but without 
vitriol. Reagan spoke of America as a “shining city upon a hill” whose example to the world was 
the strongest argument against communism.56 Kennedy navigated the Cuban Missile Crisis, 
when our nation came the closest it’s ever been to nuclear war. “Our goal is not the victory of 
might, but the vindication of right,” he declared in an address to the nation in 1962. But Trump is 
no Kennedy. Trump is no Reagan.57  

 
At a time when the United States confronts multiple pressing challenges, deliberation, debate, 

and compromise are more necessary than ever. Yet the destruction of civil discourse, egged on 
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by Trump, has put the likelihood of consensus further from reach. The loss of common ground 
risks the loss of a shared future and the bonds that have held our nation together.  
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Epilogue: Facing the Crisis of Our Times 
The work of our Common Sense Coalition began in the autumn of 2025. We came together 

because of a shared awareness that the Trump administration was making an unprecedented 
assault on American institutions, alliances, and values. Our original goal was to produce a 
comprehensive assessment of Trump’s first year back in office, to be released in March.  

 
But the damage continued to metastasize: ICE agents went to the streets of Minneapolis and 

Trump launched the war on Iran, forcing us to extend our research and writing. Having looked 
closely at the full range of issues, we came away somewhat humbled. Even our in-depth report 
can only begin to convey all the damage that has been done by this president and his 
administration in the past year and a half. 

 
Of course, America has endured difficult times before. But those periods resulted from attacks 

by external enemies (Pearl Harbor and 9/11); unprecedented economic and financial challenges 
(the stock market crash and the Depression); and the conflict over slavery written into the 
Constitution that brought about the Civil War. What we are living through now is quite different: 
a self-inflicted wound caused by a rampaging president abusing his powers in a concerted effort 
to remake our country. 

 
Thomas B. Edsall, the eminent journalist and political analyst, offered a succinct summary on 

April 20: “The damage President Trump has inflicted on the United States, and the world, is so 
enormous and wide-ranging that it is hard to grasp.” We hope that our report will make it more 
comprehensible. The midterm elections, less than six months away, provide a crucial opportunity 
for the American people to pass judgment on the Trump administration. Our report provides 
information that can help voters make their decision. We believe that our report is in the best 
American tradition of vigorous political debate. Our goal is an informed electorate that better 
understands how this administration has taken America down a dark and damaging road. 

 
We call on the American people to elect a Congress that will hold this administration 

accountable for its abuses of power and its betrayal of the interests and hopes of the public. As of 
this writing, Trump has completed one-third of his term. Ultimately, the new Congress will have 
to assess whether this destructive presidency can be allowed to run its full course. 

 
We have great confidence in the talents, energies, and potential of the American people. But 

the rebuilding of the United States can occur only after recognizing the full scope of the damage 
that is being done and taking the necessary actions to stop it in its tracks. Fortunately, there is a 
growing recognition among a broad range of Americans that this isn’t what they voted for. We 
should draw inspiration from the recent election in Hungary, where the people revolted against a 
corrupt, authoritarian regime whose leaders had enriched themselves while neglecting the needs 
of their citizens. And we should be gratified by the quick decision by the European Union, no 
longer blocked by Viktor Orbán’s veto, to provide $106 billion in aid to Ukraine. Other nations 
are shaking off the pernicious Trump effect; we hope that America will join them. 
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Let us be unmistakably clear: America’s problems did not begin with Donald Trump. We are 
a quarter of the way through a century in which our country’s steep decline can be charted in 
striking contrast to China’s extraordinary rise. No one can deny that significant reforms will be 
needed to reduce inequality, broaden opportunities for our people, and rebuild our credibility and 
competitiveness in the world. But there is a vast difference between the reform and revitalization 
that our country needs and the destruction and division that this administration has wreaked. 
Instead of following the dictates of a would-be king, we should rely on the talents, creative 
energy, and common sense of the American people and the strength of our democratic 
institutions and values to meet the challenges of this singular moment, as well as those we will 
face in the coming years.
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Appendix: A Citizen’s Playbook 
The goal of this report is not to stun the reader into paralysis. Rather, its goal is to galvanize 

citizens into action.  
 
The scope of the destruction this administration has wreaked may be vast, but so is America’s 

resilience and its capacity for renewal. Nevertheless, the nation can’t afford to wait until 2029 to 
undo the damage. The project to reclaim and rebuild our democracy must begin immediately. 
Moreover, that work can’t just be left to someone else to do: Ordinary citizens must be the basic 
drivers in the recovery of our democracy.  

 
What can citizens do?  
 

• Be informed.  
 
Many Americans are overwhelmed by the onslaught of negative news and choosing to tune it 

out. This administration, however, is counting on its ability to numb the public into apathy and 
submission. By flooding the zone with unlawful acts and outrageous behavior, it seeks to overrun 
the opposition and bludgeon the public into acquiescence. Americans must stay informed about 
what’s at stake and what they risk losing. This book can serve as a resource and a reminder.  

 
• Spread the word. 

 
Share what you learn, both from this book and from other resources through conversations, 

emails, and social media postings, and encourage those with whom you communicate to do the 
same. Visit our website—commonsensecoalition.net—and recommend it to others. None of us 
needs to be afraid to speak if we all speak together.  

 
• Demand accountability.  

 
Congress has been shockingly supine in the face of the Trump administration’s campaign of 

destruction. It has failed to uphold its constitutional duties as a coequal branch of government, 
and it has ceded its power to the administration. Members of Congress will not act unless they 
hear from their constituencies. Demand action. Demand accountability. Demand investigation. 
Demand change.  

 
• Vote.  

 
It’s no exaggeration to say that the 2026 midterms will be among the most consequential 

elections in U.S. history. They will determine whether this administration continues its rampage 
unchecked or faces meaningful opposition. All citizens should exercise their right of franchise 
and urge others to do so as well. Volunteer to register voters and participate in voter education 
and “get out the vote” efforts in your community. Citizens can also work to ensure that 
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candidates represent America’s best interests; voters shouldn’t be left choosing “none of the 
above.” Inaction will be interpreted as consent for the abuse to continue. 
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