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U.S. and Japan Reach Trade Deal

President Trump said on Tuesday that the trade deal he struck with one of America's closest allies would impose a 15 percent tariff on Japanese exports.

Newly manufactured cars awaiting export at a port in Yokohama, south of Tokyo, in March. Issei Kato/Reuters



By Ana Swanson and River Akira Davis
Ana Swanson, who covers trade, reported from Washington. River Akira Davis, the Japan business correspondent, reported from Tokyo.


Jul 23, 2025 at 01:16 AM

President Trump said Tuesday that he had reached a "massive" trade deal with Japan, helping to allay fears of heightened trade tensions between the United States and one of its closest Asian allies.

In a social media post Tuesday evening, the president wrote that Japan had agreed to open its country to imports of American cars, trucks, rice and other agricultural products, as well as invest $550 billion into the United States. He said that Japanese exports to the United States would be charged a tariff of 15 percent, lower than the 25 percent tariff he had threatened against the country's products if Japan did not strike a deal.

The deal will also lower the tariff the United States charges on Japanese auto exports, which are subject to a separate tariff schedule, to 15 percent, including a preexisting tariff of 2.5 percent. That will come as a relief to Japanese carmakers, which, like manufacturers in other countries, have faced an additional 25 percent tariff since April.

Japan's prime minister, Shigeru Ishiba, told reporters in Tokyo on Wednesday morning that he had received an initial report about the agreement from Ryosei Akazawa, Japan's chief trade negotiator, who is in Washington. "I will receive a report on the details in the future and examine them carefully," Mr. Ishiba said.

In a social media post, Mr. Akazawa said: "Mission accomplished."

Details of what the two sides had agreed to were not immediately available, but an agreement with Japan would be the most significant of the preliminary trade agreements that the Trump administration has announced thus far.

In a bid to rework America's trading relationships, Mr. Trump has been threatening stiff tariffs against dozens of countries globally to try to encourage them to strike trade deals with the United States. The White House says that it has reached framework agreements with Britain, Vietnam, the Philippines and Indonesia, in addition to a trade truce that rolled back tariffs with China.

These agreements appear to be rough outlines of deals, where some of the provisions still need to be negotiated. For Vietnam, it remains unclear whether the country's leaders have actually agreed to the terms that Mr. Trump announced.

Speaking in Washington on Tuesday night, the president said the United States and Japan had worked "long and hard" on the agreement and that it would be "a great deal for everybody." He also said that administration officials would be meeting again on Wednesday with representatives from the European Union, as the bloc also tries to stave off steep tariffs that would begin Aug. 1.

"I was sitting there, screaming back and forth with Japan, and somebody said, 'Can you imagine Biden doing this?'" Mr. Trump told a crowd gathered at the White House. "I don't think so. There would be no negotiation. We'd just be ripped off, like we have been."

Japan and the United States had struggled for months to reach a trade agreement. One reason for the slow progress was that Japan had been heading toward a national election, ahead of which voters indicated they did not want the country to make big concessions in pursuit of a trade deal. Those elections were held in Japan on Sunday.

Mr. Ishiba, the Japanese prime minister, had used ongoing U.S.-Japan trade negotiations as justification for remaining in office after his party suffered major losses in parliamentary elections held last weekend. On Monday, Mr. Ishiba dispatched Mr. Akazawa to Washington for an eighth round of trade negotiations.

Mr. Trump's existing tariffs on foreign cars, Japan's biggest export to the United States, had hung over the negotiations. Mr. Trump has often railed against Japanese auto exports, saying that the country ships many more cars to the United States than it buys. Japanese officials had been refusing to accept any deal that didn't remove the already-in-place 25 percent tariffs on its cars.

Automobiles and auto parts are by far Japan's largest export to the United States. Since the auto tariffs went into effect in April, Japanese automakers including Toyota, Honda and Nissan have warned they are losing billions of dollars' worth of profits. Japanese officials likened the auto tariffs to a "national crisis."

In trading in Asia on Wednesday, Japanese auto stocks surged after reports that car exports would be charged a lower tariff. Toyota shares climbed more than 14 percent in trading, while Nissan rose 8 percent and Honda gained 11 percent. Japan's Nikkei 225 benchmark index rose 3.5 percent.

Without a deal, Japan had been facing the prospect of a 25 percent tariff on its exports to the United States beginning Aug. 1, which Mr. Trump communicated in a letter to the country earlier this month.

"This is a very exciting time for the United States of America, and especially for the fact that we will continue to always have a great relationship with the Country of Japan," Mr. Trump wrote in a post on Truth Social.

Japan was one of the United States' largest sources of imports in 2024, trailing only Mexico, Canada, China and Germany. It's also a major export market for the United States. The United States ran a $63 billion trade deficit with Japan last year, which Mr. Trump has viewed as a sign of economic weakness.

Mr. Trump negotiated a limited trade deal with Japan in his first term, in which Japan agreed to reduce Japanese barriers to American beef, pork, wheat, cheese and other products, while the United States cut tariffs on Japanese turbines, machine tools, bicycles, flowers and other goods. The two countries also reached an agreement on digital trade, in which they agreed to allow for the free flow of data, among other provisions.

Tony Romm contributed reporting from Washington.




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/07/22/us/politics/trump-japan-trade-deal.html



	
	Articles
	Sections
	Next





	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next




Trump Plans to Give A.I. Developers a Free Hand

With executive orders and an "A.I. Action Plan" to promote American dominance of the technology, President Trump declared that the United States needed to win the A.I. race.

President Trump detailed a new "A.I. Action Plan," which contains policy guidelines to encourage the growth of the artificial intelligence industry in the United States. Kenny Holston/The New York Times



By David McCabe and Cecilia Kang
Reporting from Washington


Jul 23, 2025 at 03:59 PM

President Trump said on Wednesday that he planned to speed the advance of artificial intelligence in the United States, opening the door for companies to develop the technology unfettered from oversight and safeguards, but added that A.I. needed to be free of "partisan bias."

In a sweeping effort to put his stamp on the policies governing the fast-growing technology, Mr. Trump signed three executive orders and outlined an "A.I. Action Plan," with measures to "remove red tape and onerous regulation" as well as to make it easier for companies to build infrastructure to power A.I.

One executive order barred the federal government from buying A.I. tools it considered ideologically biased. Another order would speed up the permitting process for major A.I. infrastructure projects, and a third focused on promoting the export of American A.I. products around the world.

"America is the country that started the A.I. race," Mr. Trump said in a Wednesday evening speech in front of administration officials and tech executives, including Jensen Huang, the chief executive of the chipmaker Nvidia. "And as president of the United States, I'm here today to declare that America is going to win it."

Mr. Trump's plan signals that his administration has embraced A.I. and the tech industry's arguments that it must be allowed to work with few guardrails for America to dominate a new era defined by the technology. It is a forceful repudiation of other governments, including the European Commission, that have approved regulations to govern the development of A.I.

But it also points to how the administration wants to shape the way A.I. tools present information. Conservatives have accused some tech companies of developing A.I. models with a baked-in liberal bias. Most A.I. models are already trained on copious amounts of data from across the web, which informs their responses, making any shift in focus difficult.

The changes outlined on Wednesday would benefit tech giants locked in a fierce contest to produce generative A.I. products and persuade consumers to weave the tools into their daily lives. Since OpenAI's public release of ChatGPT in late 2022, tech companies have raced to produce their own versions of the technology, which can write humanlike texts and produce realistic images and videos.

Google, Microsoft, Meta, OpenAI and others are jockeying for access to computing power, typically from huge data centers filled with computers that can stress local resources. And the companies are facing increased competition from rivals like the Chinese start-up DeepSeek, which sent shock waves around the world this year after it created a powerful A.I. model with far less money than many thought possible.

The fight over resources in Silicon Valley has run alongside an equally charged debate in Washington over how to confront the societal transformations that A.I. could bring. Critics worry that if left unchecked, the technology could be a potent tool for scammers and extremists and lay waste to the economy as more jobs are automated. News outlets and artists have sued A.I. companies over claims that they illegally trained their technology using copyrighted works and articles.

(The New York Times has sued OpenAI and its partner, Microsoft, claiming copyright infringement of news content related to A.I. systems. The companies have denied wrongdoing.)

Mr. Trump previously warned of China's potential to outpace American progress on the technology. He has said the federal government must support A.I. companies with tax incentives, more foreign investment and less focus on safety regulations that could hamper progress.

Former President Joseph R. Biden Jr. took one major action on artificial intelligence: a 2023 executive order that mandated safety and security standards for the development and use of A.I. across the federal government.

But hours after his inauguration in January, Mr. Trump rolled back that order. Days later, he signed another executive order, "Removing Barriers to American Leadership in Artificial Intelligence," which called for an acceleration of A.I. development by U.S. tech companies and for versions of the technology that operated without ideological bias.

The order included a mandate for administration officials to come up with "an artificial intelligence action plan," with policy guidelines to encourage the growth of the A.I. industry. The administration solicited comments from companies while it considered its plan.

OpenAI called for the administration to expand its list of countries eligible to import A.I. technologies from the United States, a list that has been limited by controls designed to stop China from gaining access to American technology. OpenAI and Google called for greater support in building A.I. data centers through tax breaks and fewer barriers for foreign investment.

Last week, Nvidia said the administration had approved the sale of one of its chips, offered specifically in China, that had previously been banned.

Jensen Huang, the chief executive of Nvidia, at the event on Wednesday. Kenny Holston/The New York Times


The plan released on Wednesday outlined a wide range of policy shifts, divided into moves that the administration said would speed up the development of A.I., make it easier to build and power data centers and promote the interests of American companies abroad.

The federal government should impose fewer environmental regulations on the construction of new data centers and support training programs for workers needed to staff the facilities, the plan said. One of the executive orders signed on Wednesday would establish a fast-tracked permitting process for data centers.

The plan also called for the government to collect information on regulations that could hinder A.I. innovation and "take appropriate action." It also said it would withhold funding for A.I.-related projects if a state's regulations made deploying that funding less effective.

The plan -- and one of the executive orders -- also calls for the government to give federal contracts to A.I. companies that "ensure that their systems are objective." It said a government agency should revise guidelines for A.I.'s development to remove mentions of diversity, equity and inclusion; climate change; and misinformation.

"Once and for all, we are getting rid of woke," Mr. Trump said in his speech. "The American people do not want woke Marxist lunacy in the A.I. models."

The power of the federal government should be used to ensure that A.I. systems are built "with freedom of speech and expression in mind," according to the plan. That echoes longstanding conservative claims that products produced by tech companies, including online platforms like Facebook and YouTube, favor left-leaning perspectives.

The government should encourage the export of American A.I. tools, the plan said, and called for federal agencies to help the industry sell packages of A.I. products abroad and work to counter China's influence over the technology.

During his speech, Mr. Trump conducted a roll call of administration appointees and executives in attendance, including his chief of staff, Susie Wiles, and the chief executive of the chipmaker AMD, Lisa Su. He thanked David Sacks, his A.I. and crypto czar, and Mr. Sacks's co-hosts on "All-In," a popular podcast in Silicon Valley that helped to put on Wednesday's event. And Mr. Trump repeatedly praised Nvidia's Mr. Huang, who was seated in front of the stage.

The president also touched on tariff negotiations, transgender athletes and the recent passage of his domestic policy bill.

"We're going to make this industry absolutely the top because right now it's a beautiful baby that's born," he said about A.I. "We have to grow that baby and let that baby thrive. We can't stop it."

When he was done speaking, Mr. Trump moved from the lectern to the side of the stage and a small desk, holding each executive order up after signing it. He handed the pen he used to sign one of the orders to Mr. Sacks. After wishing the crowd luck, Mr. Trump left the stage.

Ken Bensinger contributed reporting.




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/07/23/technology/trump-ai-executive-orders.html
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Trump's Student Arrests, and the Lawsuit Fighting Them, Tread New Ground

The Trump administration's efforts to deport foreign students who espoused pro-Palestinian views under a little-used foreign policy provision have no obvious legal parallel.

Demonstrators rally outside of Columbia University at West 116th St. and Broadway in Manhattan to demand the release of Mahmoud Khalil, a Palestinian activist and former Columbia student in March. Dave Sanders for The New York Times



By Zach Montague
Reporting from Boston


Jul 22, 2025 at 10:02 AM

The four veteran immigration agents who recently took the stand in federal court had at least two things in common. All were career law enforcement officials. And none could remember ever being asked to make arrests like the ones they carried out earlier this year.

The men said they acted on orders handed down from Secretary of State Marco Rubio's office in March to detain several noncitizen students, including a doctoral student from Tufts University whose arrest was captured on video and garnered significant attention. Mr. Rubio had abruptly revoked their legal status, which cleared them for detention by immigration agents, citing a rarely used law.

The agents' testimony -- given as part of a trial that concluded in Boston on Monday over the Trump administration's efforts to deport foreign students who espoused pro-Palestinian views -- underscored a major theme of President Trump's return to the White House. The administration's tactics have no obvious parallel as Mr. Trump pushes the bounds of executive power and defies legal limits to carry out his agenda.

Challenges to his policies are also, by necessity, treading new ground.

The academic associations that sued over the highly publicized wave of arrests in March have said the government targeted those international students in violation of the First Amendment. In court over the past two weeks, lawyers for the associations argued that the Trump administration stretched Mr. Rubio's narrow power to revoke visas and green cards in order to stifle the speech of the most vulnerable activists and chill political activity on campuses more broadly.

The government dismissed the notion in its closing arguments on Monday, saying the idea of a coordinated policy targeting noncitizen activists is "the product of the imagination and creative conjuring."

The Supreme Court has already held that noncitizens in the United States have the same First Amendment rights as citizens in several contexts. Still, constitutional scholars and legal experts have warned that it is precisely because the Trump administration's actions are so novel that the lawsuit carries some inherent risk, as courts have not previously addressed all the potentially thorny legal questions at hand.

The suit fundamentally pits a clear authority, granted to the secretary of state by Congress, against the protections granted to noncitizens under the First Amendment, in a way that has not been tested before. And should it eventually reach the Supreme Court, the court's conservative majority may be particularly unconstrained by legal history in deciding whether to allow the Trump administration to continue.

"It is risky because obviously the courts might decide the government can deport people because of what they say, and that would be just an incredible setback -- a terrifying setback, I would say -- for freedom of speech," said Michael Kagan, a law professor at the University of Nevada Las Vegas. He added that "one reason we haven't had this test before is because governments did not do this before in the modern era of free speech law."

In their testimony last week, the four current and former Immigrations and Customs Enforcement agents recalled gearing up to arrest individuals including Mahmoud Khalil, a Columbia University graduate and legal permanent resident, and Rumeysa Ozturk, the Tufts doctoral student, after being notified the students' green card or visa had been revoked.

Mr. Khalil played a leading role in pro-Palestinian protests on his campus. Ms. Ozturk, a Turkish citizen in the country on a student visa, attracted attention for an essay she helped publish in a student newspaper that criticized university leaders for their response to Israel's war in Gaza.

The orders advised that Mr. Rubio had relied on a little-used provision of the Immigration and Nationality Act, a 1952 law amended in 1990, that allows the government to deport a person based on speech only after the secretary personally determines that their presence "would compromise a compelling United States foreign policy interest."

The use of the provision on student activists represented a sharp break from decades of immigration policy. During the Biden administration, Alejandro N. Mayorkas, then the homeland security secretary, formalized a policy promising that a noncitizens' exercise of First Amendment rights "should never be a factor in deciding to take enforcement action."

When Mr. Khalil was arrested in March, the first of several similar detentions, 150 lawyers and legal scholars filed a brief arguing that the provision of the Immigration and Nationality Act invoked against him was so vague that it should be found unconstitutional.

"No one outside the Department of State and, perhaps, the president ever knows what our nation's frequently covert foreign policy is at any given time," they wrote, quoting from a related Supreme Court case.

A data analysis accompanying that brief found that out of 11.7 million immigration cases logged by the Justice Department since 1990, the foreign policy provision had previously been invoked only 15 times and, even then, typically alongside other charges. In only four cases was the person facing the charge ultimately removed from the country.

Multiple students arrested by the Trump administration were held in immigration detention for months, and have since been released as their individual immigration cases proceed.

Cristina Rodriguez, a professor at Yale Law School, said that Congress had revised the law in the 1990s with the intent of raising the threshold for its use.

"This is a provision in the immigration code that is ripe for abuse because it is so vague," she said.

Mr. Rubio's conclusion that multiple pro-Palestinian activists all interfered with U.S. foreign policy was dubious, she added, because in time the government's argument "could apply to a whole range of speech. It could apply to climate change activism, or any number of forms of speech that we think ought to be protected."

Civil rights organizations involved in the Boston case or lawsuits brought by individual students, including the A.C.L.U. and the Knight First Amendment Institute, have argued that the Trump administration clearly set out with a goal of stamping out political speech on campuses in a way that could have far-reaching consequences.

"If noncitizens can be deported based on their political speech, then they have no First Amendment rights at all because they must always, always worry that their speech and associations will displease those in power," Ramya Krishnan, a senior staff attorney at the Knight Institute, said in closing arguments on Monday.

The emerging facts in the case, coming from sworn testimony, suggest that the administration specifically investigated professors and students who had protested against Israel, while claiming publicly without evidence that those individuals had helped rally support for Hamas or terrorist organizations more generally. Hamas, which the United States considers a terrorist group, attacked Israel on Oct. 7, 2023. The Israeli government's military response in Gaza prompted the campus protests.

Jonathan Jacoby, the national director of the Nexus Project, a Jewish watchdog organization, said the justifications the Trump administration has leaned on closely tracked with strategies laid out in Project Esther, a policy proposal by the Heritage Foundation aimed at undermining the pro-Palestinian movement in the United States.

"These are examples of the Trump administration weaponizing legitimate concerns about Jewish safety, capitalizing on or manipulating Jewish fear to suppress constitutionally protected speech," he said. "What you see happening in Boston right now is part of that script: They're saying that pro-Palestinian demonstrations are an expression of support for Hamas."

The academic organizations behind the lawsuit aim to block the government from continuing to carry out any deportations based on pro-Palestinian viewpoints. But the lawsuit notably does not challenge the foreign policy provision of the Immigration and Nationality Act, or the legal authority Mr. Rubio has claimed, focusing narrowly on the way the administration has exploited the law.

Throughout the trial, the Justice Department has denied that the government ever pursued a deportation policy targeting student activists, and said it made determinations about students on a case-by-case basis.

William G. Young, the judge presiding over the trial, indicated he would need some time to think before ruling.

Ms. Rodriguez said it was important for the academic associations and civil rights groups to pursue the case on First Amendment grounds precisely because of the question of whether Mr. Rubio had worked outside of Congress's vision for the law. (Judges in other cases have questioned whether the law itself is unconstitutional as applied to individual students.)

But she said the law as it is written gives the government discretion, and it can be very difficult for groups on the outside to prove that the government set out to abuse those authorities in a systematic way.

"They're using their discretion to go after people with this provision in ways it has not been used before -- in fact, I think you could say based on Congress's amendments in 1990, ways it was not intended to be used," she said. "It's just that proving that in court will be challenging."




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/07/22/us/politics/trump-student-arrests-immigration-trial.html



	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next





	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next




News Analysis


Targeting Obama, Trump's Retribution Campaign Takes Another Turn

After focusing his second-term ire on other individuals and institutions, President Trump is again seeking prosecution of his most prominent rivals -- this time with aides more inclined to carry out his wishes.

President Trump on Tuesday resurfaced his grievances against former President Barack Obama and others he associated with what he considers a long campaign of persecution.



By Michael S. Schmidt



Jul 23, 2025 at 04:51 PM

This is what Washington thought retribution would look like.

When President Trump started his second term, there were deep fears among current and former Justice Department officials, legal experts and Democrats that Mr. Trump would follow through on his repeated promises to "lock up" or otherwise pursue charges against high-profile figures like Liz Cheney, James B. Comey and former President Barack Obama.

Mr. Trump quickly went after perceived enemies -- but not always the anticipated ones and often not in the anticipated ways.

Displaying a willingness to weaponize the federal government in ways that were as novel as they were audacious, he took on a wide variety of individuals and institutions -- from law firms and universities to journalists and federal bureaucrats -- that he felt had crossed him, failed to fall in line or embodied ideological values that he rejected.

But on Tuesday Mr. Trump reverted to earlier form, resurfacing -- in a remarkably unfiltered and aggressive rant -- his grievances against Mr. Obama, prominent figures in past administrations and others he associated with what he considers a long campaign of persecution dating back to the 2016 election.

Seeking to change the topic at a time when he is under bipartisan political pressure over his unwillingness to do more to release investigative files into Jeffrey Epstein, he said the time had come for his predecessors to face criminal charges.

"I let her off the hook, and I'm very happy I did, but it's time to start after what they did to me," Mr. Trump said of Hillary Clinton, adding: "Whether it's right or wrong, it's time to go after people. Obama's been caught directly."

"He's guilty," he added. "This was treason. This was every word you can think of."

But if his enemies list was familiar, his capacity to pursue retribution appears to be expanding.

Repeatedly in his first term, Mr. Trump accused his perceived enemies of treason and tried to push the F.B.I. and Justice Department to indict them. He told his chief of staff that he wanted to "get the I.R.S." on those who crossed him.

Many of them were investigated, and two of them were the subjects of highly unusual and invasive audits, but none of them were ever charged.

The difference now is that Mr. Trump, much more so than during his first term, is surrounded by aides and cabinet members who often appear willing to follow through on his angriest and most authoritarian impulses.

The Justice Department, whose top ranks are populated by loyalists, including two of his own lawyers, has shown a willingness to carry out Mr. Trump's personal agenda. The department has dismissed prosecutors involved not just in the criminal cases brought against him two years ago by a special counsel but also those who pursued Jan. 6 rioters. The department also dropped a prosecution against New York City's mayor after he agreed to help Mr. Trump on immigration issues. And the administration also targeted first-term officials who became public critics of Mr. Trump, like Miles Taylor and Chris Krebs.

But now the efforts to target top officials from previous administrations appears to be gaining momentum.

The intelligence community under Mr. Trump is engaged in a campaign seeking to show that Mr. Obama and his aides wrongly sought to tie Mr. Trump to Russian efforts to influence the 2016 election in Mr. Trump's favor -- and that some of Mr. Obama's officials and perhaps Mr. Obama himself should be held criminally liable.

John Ratcliffe, the C.I.A. director, conducted a review that was deeply critical of the Obama administration and the former C.I.A. director John O. Brennan. Mr. Ratcliffe wrote on social media that the review had shown that the process was corrupt, and then he made a criminal referral to the F.B.I.

Mr. Trump's director of national intelligence, Tulsi Gabbard, issued another report last week including documents that she asserted showed that there was a "treasonous conspiracy" in 2016 by the Obama administration to harm Mr. Trump. On Wednesday, Ms. Gabbard ramped up her campaign against the Obama administration, releasing a 2017 House Intelligence Committee report that took issue with elements of the Obama administration's assessment. Those House findings were at odds with a bipartisan series of Senate reports that later affirmed the work of the C.I.A. and the other intelligence agencies.

Under questions from reporters as a special guest at the daily White House press briefing, she claimed Obama administration officials had led to a "yearslong coup and treasonous conspiracy" against Mr. Trump.

"The evidence that we have found and that we have released directly point to President Obama leading the manufacturing of this intelligence assessment," she said. "There are multiple pieces of evidence and intelligence that confirm that fact."

Later on Wednesday, the Justice Department announced the formation of a task force to look into those allegations, which are unsubstantiated.

The Trump administration reports have so far showed that the Obama administration wanted to complete a review before they left office. To that end, they put pressure on the intelligence agency to work quickly, but there is no evidence of criminal behavior. Despite that, Mr. Trump posted a fake video of Mr. Obama being apprehended by F.B.I. agents in the Oval Office.

It is not yet clear whether even a compliant Justice Department will be willing to open criminal investigations into Mr. Obama or other prominent Democrats and Trump critics, or be able to find grounds to do so. Even if prosecutors lodged charges, prosecutions could be difficult. Mr. Obama, like Mr. Trump, presumably enjoys immunity from prosecution for any official acts while in office, based on the Supreme Court's landmark presidential immunity ruling last year.

But Mr. Trump often seems intent on using the federal government to subject his foes to the same kinds of scrutiny he has undergone.

Infuriated by what he has sought to characterize as "witch hunt" investigations and legal proceedings against him that started with the investigation into the 2016 election and morphed into the obstruction of justice investigation into him, he has levied crippling executive orders against law firms that had even fleeting connections to those episodes. That process has pressured many of the firms into committing nearly a billion dollars in pro bono legal work to causes he favors.

Casting universities as breeding grounds for antisemitism and a brand of woke liberalism that he feels has opposed and denigrated him at every turn, his administration made an example of Harvard, using a whole-of-government approach to demand major changes. He pelted Harvard with major cuts to its research funding, tried to take visas away from its international students and launched a series of invasive and onerous investigations into the school.

Harvard is now negotiating a settlement with the White House, but the administration kept up the pressure by informing the school of a new investigation on Wednesday.

He took an ax to what he saw as pockets of "deep state" resistance inside his own government

He has sought to cow news organizations, barring The Associated Press from the White House press pool, extracting big financial settlements from the owners of ABC and CBS in disputes over their coverage and filing suit against The Wall Street Journal for its reporting on his ties to Jeffrey Epstein.

But, as his own supporters acknowledge, none of that is as important as putting one of his perceived enemies behind bars.

"If you tell the base of people, who support you, of deep state treasonous crimes, election interference, blackmail, and rich powerful elite evil cabals, then you must take down every enemy of The People," Representative Marjorie Taylor Greene, Republican of Georgia, posted on Sunday. "If not. The base will turn and there's no going back. Dangling bits of red meat no longer satisfies. They want the whole steak dinner and will accept nothing else."

Julian E. Barnes contributed reporting.
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Attorney General Told Trump His Name Appeared in Epstein Files

It was not clear what those documents were, or in what context the president's name was raised.

Attorney General Pam Bondi with President Donald J. Trump during a cabinet meeting at the White House earlier this month. Doug Mills/The New York Times



By Maggie Haberman and Glenn Thrush



Jul 23, 2025 at 09:48 PM

Attorney General Pam Bondi informed President Trump in the spring that his name appeared in the Jeffrey Epstein files, according to three people with knowledge of the exchange.

The disclosure came as part of a broader briefing on the re-examination of the case against Mr. Epstein, who died in 2019 while awaiting trial on sex trafficking charges, by F.B.I. agents and prosecutors. It was made by Ms. Bondi during a meeting that also included the deputy attorney general, Todd Blanche, and covered a variety of topics. Ms. Bondi frequently meets with Mr. Trump to brief him on various matters, officials said.

Ms. Bondi and Mr. Blanche, both of whom previously served as lawyers for Mr. Trump, informed the president that his name, as well as those of other high-profile figures, had come up in their re-examination of documents connected to the case that had not previously been made public.

It is not clear how significant the references to Mr. Trump are. But the briefing sheds light on private West Wing discussions at a moment when the president's team is desperately trying to move on and quell the rebellion among those Trump supporters who feel that he -- and some of his senior appointees -- led them astray with campaign claims that they would make the files available. Mr. Trump's top two F.B.I. appointees were among those who were adamant, before taking on their government roles, that there was more to uncover in the files. And earlier this year, Ms. Bondi described the files as significant material to wade through.

Mr. Trump has already appeared in documents related to the investigation that have been made public. He was a friend of Mr. Epstein's until they had what Mr. Trump has described as a falling-out in the early 2000s. At the White House in February, Ms. Bondi distributed a series of binders about the Epstein files that contained, among many others, the phone numbers of the some of the president's family members, including his daughter.

"As part of our routine briefing, we made the president aware of the findings," Ms. Bondi and Mr. Blanche wrote in a statement in response to questions about the briefing, which took place in May. "Nothing in the files warranted further investigation or prosecution."

Steven Cheung, the White House communications director, would not address questions about the briefing, but called any suggestion that Mr. Trump was engaged in wrongdoing related to Mr. Epstein "fake news" and said Mr. Trump had ejected Mr. Epstein from his club, Mar-a-Lago, for "being a creep."

Mr. Trump previously denied that Ms. Bondi had told him that he is in the files. The week of June 7, the White House received an inquiry from ABC News about the May briefing, according to administration officials. A week later, an ABC journalist asked Mr. Trump during a quick gaggle with reporters if Ms. Bondi had told him his name appeared in the files. He replied, "No, no," and said she had told him about the "credibility" of various things in the files. He went on to claim that they contained material manufactured by Democrats.

Department officials have regularly informed some White House officials about developments in the inquiry. Such communications are permissible under the law, although it is unusual for the attorney general to brief the president on an active investigation or a potential investigation.

The existence of the references to Mr. Trump in the files that the Justice Department and the F.B.I. reviewed caused some anxiety for officials who were faced with telling a president who has been known to berate his advisers over even seemingly minor issues when they relate to politically sensitive topics, according to multiple administration officials.

The conversation between Mr. Trump and Ms. Bondi and Mr. Blanche was reported earlier by The Wall Street Journal.

One person close to Mr. Trump, who spoke on the condition of anonymity because they were not authorized to discuss the matter publicly, said that White House officials were not concerned about the latest disclosures given that Mr. Trump's name appeared in the first round of information that Ms. Bondi released.

Mr. Trump said in 2019, during his first presidency, when Mr. Epstein was charged with sex trafficking, that he was "not a fan" of his. Mr. Epstein was found dead in his jail cell that year; some of Mr. Trump's allies have maintained it was suspicious and possibly foul play, even as officials at the time said he died by suicide.

Yet the two men were indisputably friends for many years, part of overlapping power circles in New York City.

The two apparently became friends in the early 1990s and remained so into the 2000s. In 2002, Mr. Trump told New York magazine that Mr. Epstein was a "terrific guy" and added, "It is even said that he likes beautiful women as much as I do, and many of them are on the younger side."

In 2003, according to The Wall Street Journal, Mr. Trump signed a bawdy birthday card as part of a book that Mr. Epstein's girlfriend, Ghislaine Maxwell, was putting together for Mr. Epstein's 50th birthday. Mr. Trump has denied composing or drawing the card, and he has sued The Journal and the reporters on the byline for $10 billion. The New York Times has not verified The Journal's report.

Mr. Trump has said over the last decade that he threw Mr. Epstein out of Mar-a-Lago for behaving inappropriately with a guest's daughter. It was unclear when that happened, but their rift was said to be in place by the time Mr. Epstein was first arrested in 2006.

Investigations like the ones that targeted Mr. Epstein often explore a wide range of tips, and materials gathered as part of such a case could include mentions of people extraneous to the allegations. One woman who accused Mr. Epstein of assaulting her and later spoke to investigators has said she encountered Mr. Trump in Mr. Epstein's office one day. (The White House has contested her account.)

In 2021, a federal jury convicted Ms. Maxwell of five counts, including the most serious charge, sexually trafficking a minor. When asked by reporters how he responded to her arrest in 2020, Mr. Trump confused his own allies by saying, "I wish her well."

The question of why Mr. Trump isn't releasing the Epstein files has roiled the president's political base for weeks. Mr. Trump said in the 2024 campaign that he would be inclined to do so, and he installed some who had promoted the idea of a conspiracy surrounding the Epstein crimes in top roles in his administration.

But in early July, after searching the files, the administration abruptly announced that there was no "client list" of those to whom Mr. Epstein had helped supply young women, and that they were moving on from the review.

On July 7, the Justice Department and F.B.I. released a memo declaring an end to the investigation. It said that Mr. Epstein had committed suicide by hanging himself in his cell in 2019.

Their decision to keep the remaining material out of the public domain, citing the privacy of Mr. Epstein's young victims and witnesses, prompted a furious backlash from Mr. Trump's supporters on the right that has yet to abate.

The memo fueled further suspicion that something was being hidden, and led to top Justice Department and F.B.I. officials furiously accusing one another of creating the crush of controversy that was engulfing all of them.




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/07/23/us/politics/trump-epstein-files-named.html



	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next





	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next




scotland dispatch


A New Golf Course and Old Grudges Await Trump in Scotland

Many Scots refuse to make peace with President Trump or his golf resorts, even after he deepened his investment in the land where his mother was born.

Video: 



By Mark Landler
Visuals by Andrew Testa
Reporting from Balmedie, Scotland


Jul 23, 2025 at 10:01 AM

Michael Forbes has been at odds with President Trump since the day Mr. Trump turned up with a plan to build a golf resort next to his farm on Scotland's northeast coast. That was nearly 20 years ago, and Mr. Forbes, a retired quarry worker and salmon fisherman, hasn't lost any of his vinegar.

"There's no way I'm ever going to sell," Mr. Forbes, 73, said this week of his property, which is surrounded by a new golf course that Mr. Trump is expected to dedicate when he visits his two resorts in Scotland this week. "I keep three Highland cows behind the house," Mr. Forbes said, chuckling that the bucolic spectacle annoys his neighbor, clashing with his manicured landscape.

Such cussedness comes naturally on this wild stretch of the Scottish coast, where the North Sea winds can snap a full-grown spruce tree in two. But it captures a wider refusal among many Scots to make peace with Mr. Trump, even after he regained the White House and deepened his investment in Scotland -- a token of his ties to the land where his mother was born.

"Everyone in Scotland hates him," Mr. Forbes said, a claim that was thrown in doubt a few minutes later by John Duncan, a nearby contractor who clears ditches for Mr. Trump. "I love the man," Mr. Duncan said, noting that the president's resort, Trump International Scotland, employs 35 greenskeepers alone.

"There's no way I'm ever going to sell," said Michael Forbes, whose property is surrounded by Mr. Trump's new golf course.


Mr. Forbes uses his farm buildings to send his neighbor a message.


Mr. Duncan likened Mr. Trump to Nigel Farage, the populist leader of the anti-immigrant party Reform U.K., and said Britain would benefit from their brand of take-no-prisoners leadership. Still, he conceded, "There's folks who don't like Donald Trump, and nothing is ever going to change that."

The police in Scotland are bracing for demonstrations against Mr. Trump during his visit, which will include a weekend at his other Scottish resort, Trump Turnberry, on the west coast about 50 miles from Glasgow. A survey in February by the market research firm Ipsos found that 71 percent of those polled in Scotland had an unfavorable opinion of Mr. Trump, compared with 57 percent of the broader British public polled.

Some of this antipathy may reflect his turbulent history in Scotland, which has been marked by feuds with noncompliant neighbors, breakups with political officials over his business plans, and longstanding grudges, like Mr. Trump's hostility toward the offshore windmills that turn lazily within sight of his guests in Aberdeenshire.


The common thread is a belief that Mr. Trump never delivered on the promises he made in 2006 when he bought the Menie estate, eight miles north of Aberdeen. Mr. Trump talked about putting up a sprawling hotel to supplement the manor house already there, as well as hundreds of vacation homes. With a total investment projected at 150 million pounds ($202 million), it would have created hundreds of jobs.

Where the dunes end and the golf course begins at Trump International Scotland.


The course is carved out of scenic sand dunes where locals had relished walking.


None of that happened, though the second golf course at the resort in Aberdeenshire, which Mr. Trump will dedicate this week, is evidence that the Trumps are still pouring money into the project. The resort reported losses of 1.4 million pounds ($1.9 million) in 2023, according to a financial filing. It is listed as having an asset value of 37 million pounds ($49 million) and 84 employees.

"President Trump is proud of his Scottish heritage and roots," the White House communications director, Steven Cheung, said in a statement. Mr. Trump's mother, Mary Anne MacLeod, was a native of Lewis, in Scotland's western isles.

"He has created projects that have a positive economic impact," Mr. Cheung said, "generating good jobs and boosting economic activity in the area."

There is no dispute that the resort has injected some money into a region that depends on its ties to the North Sea oil industry. Mr. Trump alluded to that when he told the BBC last week that he planned to meet Prime Minister Keir Starmer of Britain in Aberdeen, which he called the "oil capital of Europe."

"They should get rid of the windmills and bring back the oil," said Mr. Trump, who fought for years to block the installation of the wind farm off the resort's coast.

"Windmills," he said, "are really detrimental to the beauty of Scotland."

Windmills off the coast generate power. Mr. Trump said last week that they are "detrimental to the beauty of Scotland."


Kiosks in the port area of Aberdeen.


Analysts said Mr. Trump had the dynamics of the two industries backward. Oil production in the North Sea has declined steadily for the last 20 years, while offshore wind is one of Britain's fastest-growing industries.

"Trump's thinking would have been way more credible in the 1980s than it is now," said Tessa Khan, the executive director of Uplift, a research group that campaigns for the transition away from fossil fuels.

Mr. Trump's history with Turnberry is far less contentious than that with Aberdeen. Turnberry was a faded dowager when he bought it in 2014, and he is credited with restoring the luster of its three courses. But it, too, has become a target: A pro-Palestinian activist group recently painted the slogan "Gaza is not 4 Sale" on the grounds, prompting calls from Mr. Trump to Mr. Starmer.

During his first term, Mr. Trump lobbied the Scottish government to award the coveted British Open golf tournament to Turnberry, which has not played host since 2009, before he owned it. The R&A, a golf association in St. Andrews that runs the tournament, has signaled a greater openness to going back to Turnberry but said its lack of hotel rooms and transport links was a hurdle.

In Aberdeenshire, the tensions are environmental. The links there are carved between sand dunes, which were designated as a Site of Special Scientific Interest because of the way they shift over time. A plaque behind the clubhouse, next to a vendor selling Trump Grab & Go sandwiches, declared that the dunes help make it "the greatest golf course anywhere in the world!" But the Scottish authorities withdrew the scientific site designation in 2020, saying the construction of the links had deprived the dunes of their special character.

The manor house and lodge at Trump International Scotland. Mr. Trump talked about adding a sprawling hotel and hundreds of vacation homes, but has not built those.


David Milne, in his house above the Trump International Scotland, spent years theatrically protesting his famous neighbor.


As technical as that might seem, it has registered with locals, who are proud of the dunes and relish walking among them. On a recent evening at the Cock and Bull restaurant, across the road from the resort, two men could be overheard discussing Mr. Trump and the dunes' lost "SSSI status."

Not everybody is nursing grievances. Anas Sarwar, the leader of the Labour Party in Scotland, wrote this spring in The Times of London that "President Trump's affinity for Scotland is real, regardless of what people think of his politics." He said Scotland's first minister, John Swinney, leader of the Scottish National Party, had mismanaged his relationship with the president.

A few days before last year's U.S. election, Mr. Swinney endorsed the Democratic nominee, Kamala Harris. He and Mr. Trump are still expected to meet during the president's visit.

Even Mr. Trump's most implacable foes recognize there are limits to the feuding. David Milne, who lives in a converted coast guard lookout bordering the Aberdeenshire resort, spent years theatrically protesting his neighbor. He flew the Mexican flag above his house in 2016, when Mr. Trump vowed to build a wall on the southern American border.

Mr. Milne's views on Mr. Trump have not softened any more than those of Mr. Forbes, with his Highland cows. Mr. Milne, too, said he had no plans to sell his house, which Mr. Trump once called "ugly." But he has had no run-ins with the resort for years, he said, and has no plans to fly his Mexican flag when Mr. Trump is in residence next week.

"Once the Mexican people told him where to go, there didn't seem to be any point," Mr. Milne said. "They're quite capable of taking care of themselves."

The common thread is a belief that Mr. Trump never delivered on the economic promises he made in 2006 when he bought a former shooting estate eight miles north of Aberdeen.
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5 Takeaways From the Idaho Killer's Sentencing

Victims' relatives wept and berated the killer, Bryan Kohberger, before he was sent to prison, though a few offered forgiveness. Investigators dispelled popular rumors about the case.

Bryan Kohberger at a courthouse in Boise, Idaho, on Wednesday, after being sentenced to four life terms, one for each of the college students he killed. Kyle Green/Associated Press



By Nicholas Bogel-Burroughs and Mike Baker



Jul 23, 2025 at 11:12 PM

Bryan Kohberger sat in a courtroom in Boise, Idaho, for more than three hours on Wednesday, rarely changing his expression as he listened to emotional speeches from more than a dozen people condemning him for the murders of four University of Idaho students more than two years ago.

Among the speakers were relatives of the victims, two roommates who survived the November 2022 attack, a prosecutor who built the case against him, and the judge who ultimately sentenced him to four consecutive life terms with no opportunity for parole, in accordance with a plea deal.

Mr. Kohlberger, 30, was a Ph.D. student at Washington State University at the time of the killings in the neighboring college town of Moscow, Idaho. A strict gag order that has been in place for more than two years was lifted last week, and officials held a news conference after the sentencing, disclosing some new details.

Here's what to know:

Kohberger declined to speak, leaving his motive a mystery.

"I respectfully decline," Mr. Kohberger said when asked toward the end of the hearing by Judge Steven Hippler if he would like to make a statement. "Coward!" someone in the courtroom cried out.

Judge Hippler said he shared the desire of victims' family members to know why Mr. Kohberger murdered the four students, but explained that he did not have the legal authority to compel the killer to speak.

The judge added that he did not believe that any answer Mr. Kohberger provided could be believed. The prosecutor, Bill Thompson, also said he believed that asking Mr. Kohberger to explain his crimes would allow him to shape his own narrative.

Investigators said they had never been able to identify a motive.

Two surviving roommates spoke publicly for the first time.

The public heard Wednesday for the first time from two other people who were in the house when Mr. Kohberger killed Madison Mogen, 21; Kaylee Goncalves, 21; Xana Kernodle, 20; and Ethan Chapin, 20.

Much attention has focused on why neither called 911 until more than seven hours after the killings -- particularly since one, Dylan Mortensen, saw a masked man walking through the house around 4 a.m., roughly the time of the killings. Ms. Mortenson said she had been haunted ever since the murders, afraid to close her eyes at night.

The other roommate, Bethany Funke, wrote a statement read in court. "If I had known, I, of course, would have called 911 right away," she said, adding, "I understand it wouldn't have changed anything, not even if the paramedics had been right outside the door."

Family statements included rage, but also some forgiveness.

Steve Goncalves, the father of Kaylee Goncalves, turned the lectern 90 degrees to speak directly to Mr. Kohberger. "You tried to divide us," he told him. "You failed. Instead, your actions have united everyone in their disgust for you."

Several family members of victims said they hoped that Mr. Kohberger would suffer violence in prison. But others said they had forgiven him. Cara Northington, the mother of Xana Kernodle, said she prayed for the killer, but added, "I am washing my hands of you."

Others expressed pain for the Kohberger family, including Mr. Kohberger's mother, MaryAnn, who sat in the first row near her son, often dabbing her face with a tissue.

Ms. Kernodle's uncle, Stratton Kernodle, focused on how the crime had "tainted" Mr. Kohberger's family. And Kim Cheeley, the grandmother of Madison Mogen, said that her heart ached for the surviving roommates, the victims' families and the killer's family.

Investigators left many questions unanswered.

Investigators said that despite an extensive effort, they were unable to identify a prior link between Mr. Kohberger and the victims. They dispelled two popular theories: that Mr. Kohberger might have interacted with some of the victims on social media, or that he had met some of them at a restaurant.

Investigators also said they did not know if the killer had a specific target. Cpl. Brett Payne of the Moscow Police Department said that it was possible that Mr. Kohberger chose their home because of its location or layout, but that investigators simply did not know.

A widely circulated theory that he later participated in Facebook discussions about the case was false, they concluded. And crucial evidence -- like the knife used in the killings -- has never been found. "It wasn't for a lack of trying," Lt. Darren Gilbertson of the Idaho State Police said.

The prosecutor defended the plea deal.

Family members of some victims had vehemently objected to a plea deal that took the death penalty off the table for Mr. Kohberger.

Mr. Thompson, the county prosecutor, contended that the agreement was the best possible outcome. He noted that it resulted in Mr. Kohberger's admitting guilt on all charges and ensured that he will now remain behind bars until he dies.
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Hospitals Are Limiting Gender Treatment for Trans Minors, Even in Blue States

Three prominent medical centers in California recently announced they would stop treatments, citing pressure from the Trump administration.

Protesters objected to the closing of the Center for Transyouth Health and Development at Children's Hospital Los Angeles. Maggie Shannon for The New York Times



By Jill Cowan
Reporting from Los Angeles


Jul 22, 2025 at 09:55 PM

In Texas, Tennessee and other Republican-led states, legislators have passed scores of laws restricting the lives of transgender people. They have made it illegal for transgender minors to get certain medical treatments and have threatened to have their parents investigated.

It made Jesse Thorn, the father of two transgender daughters, angry and sad. But he was never afraid. His family lives in California.

"For months and months and months," Mr. Thorn said, "when someone would say, 'I'm so sorry this is happening to you,' I would say, 'Thank you for loving my family, but it's not happening to me. My kids are fine. Let's see what we can do to take care of other kids.'"

All of that has changed. The clinic where Mr. Thorn's family has received treatment for years is closing.

It is one of three prominent health care providers in California that are sharply cutting back gender-related treatments for transgender youths under pressure from the Trump administration. The moves have sent shock waves through L.G.B.T.Q. communities in a Democratic-controlled state long known for its trans-friendly politics and culture.

Children's Hospital Los Angeles on Tuesday shuttered its Center for Transyouth Health and Development, one of the nation's oldest and largest clinics for transgender and gender nonconforming young people and the clinic where Mr. Thorn's family had been patients. Stanford Medicine in the San Francisco Bay Area has paused surgical procedures, including new puberty blocker implants, for those under the age of 19. Together, the facilities served thousands of patients. Then, on Wednesday, Kaiser Permanente, one of the biggest health systems in the nation, with dozens of facilities in California, announced it would pause gender-related surgeries for patients under the age of 19.

Other hospitals in cities and states led by Democrats have also moved recently to curtail transgender services to minors.

Jesse Thorn's daughters, who are transgender, have been patients at Children's Hospital Los Angeles for years. Maggie Shannon for The New York Times


UChicago Medicine announced last week that it was ending all pediatric transition care, days after another Chicago-area system, Rush University System for Health, said it was pausing hormonal treatment to new patients under the age of 18. In Washington, D.C., Children's National Hospital announced it was discontinuing the prescription of transition medications starting Aug. 30. And the University of Pittsburgh Medical Center said its clinicians would no longer provide puberty blockers and hormone therapy for those under the age of 19.

The Trump administration has succeeded in thwarting transgender treatment for minors in some of the most heavily Democratic places in the country by adopting an aggressive approach, threatening to eliminate federal funding at individual hospitals and sending providers subpoenas seeking confidential patient information.

In California, transgender minors and their supporters had long viewed the state as a haven for transgender rights. More than two dozen states have passed laws prohibiting gender-transition treatments for minors since 2021, but California leaders went the opposite direction, passing legislation aimed at protecting families seeking transition care in the state. And a Supreme Court decision in June reinforced the idea that states would control whether young people had access to treatments for gender transition.

Now, families of transgender minors in California are searching for alternate treatment facilities. Many say they are angry with the Trump administration, but also with Gavin Newsom, the Democratic governor. Families and trans advocates say they feel betrayed by Mr. Newsom, as well as by health care administrators, who they say have capitulated to an administration intent on turning transgender children into scapegoats.

Gender treatments for minors, which can include puberty-blocking drugs, hormones and, in rarer cases, surgeries, are at the center of intense debate around the world. In the United States, clinicians and families say that the treatments can be lifesaving for transgender adolescents, while some critics on the right and left have argued for banning them, saying that minors are not equipped to make potentially irreversible decisions about their medical care. The American Academy of Pediatrics continues to endorse the treatments, but has said it is conducting a review of the evidence.

The number of minors who medically transition is small, but demand for the treatments has increased in recent years, and countries have responded differently. Health agencies in England, Sweden and Finland have limited the treatments, citing uncertain evidence of the benefits and risks, while Germany has endorsed them, citing a lack of effective alternatives. None of these governments have banned the care.

Gov. Gavin Newsom in Ceres, Calif., in April. Mr. Newsom's office called the suggestion that he hasn't done enough to protect transgender Californians "insulting." Noah Berger/Associated Press


In interviews, nearly a dozen people affected by the closures in California, including transgender patients, parents and staff members from Children's Hospital Los Angeles, described a small, tight-knit community that is now scrambling to continue essential medical care, much of which has been carefully planned in consultation with doctors over years. Many of those interviewed spoke on the condition of anonymity because they said they feared retaliation, including the possibility of prosecution by the federal government or loss of their Medi-Cal coverage, the state's federally funded health insurance.

Some families said they were looking for new doctors and institutions in California, and making backup appointments in case those providers also abruptly cut off services. Some said they were even considering moving to other countries, in case treatment became impossible to find. Mr. Thorn and his wife were considering a move to Mexico City, while other parents were looking into Ireland.

A 16-year-old transgender girl whose long-awaited appointment to get a puberty blocker implant at Stanford was canceled abruptly said she used to be primarily concerned about the growing acceptance of slurs and bullying directed at trans people.

Now, she said, she is more worried about the prospect of losing her medical treatment and going through male puberty, a possibility that she said would further alienate her from her own body. The girl, whose mother allowed her to speak to a reporter on the condition of anonymity out of fear for her safety, still has access to puberty-blocking injections at Stanford, which last for several months. But she said an implant, which is placed under the skin and releases puberty-blocking drugs for more than a year, would have provided more stability.

Her body, she said, feels like "a ticking time bomb."

Trump administration officials have called gender treatment for minors mutilation. In May, the Department of Health and Human Services published a report that seemed to call into question the notion that some people have a gender identity that does not align with their sex at birth.

"Parents who are desperate to help their confused, frustrated children have understandably turned to medical professionals for help," Attorney General Pam Bondi wrote in a memo that called for gender treatments for minors to be investigated and prosecuted as genital mutilation. "Unfortunately, those parents have been betrayed by politically captured profiteers at every step."

In January, Mr. Trump signed an executive order directing federal agencies to withhold grant funding for research and education from medical providers that offer gender-transition treatments to people under the age of 19. That directive was temporarily blocked across the country by a federal judge in Baltimore, who found that the administration had most likely exceeded its authority and violated the equal protection rights of transgender plaintiffs. In a separate case, a federal judge in Seattle blocked the government's health agencies from carrying out the order in Washington, Oregon, Minnesota and Colorado. The government has appealed both cases, but it has also looked for other ways to pressure hospitals to stop providing such services.

Attorney General Pam Bondi wrote a memo that called for transition treatments on minors to be investigated. Eric Lee/The New York Times


In June, the clinic in Los Angeles, which had treated thousands of patients over more than three decades, said in a letter to staff that it would soon be shuttered. Protests were held outside the hospital. In the weeks leading up to the closure on Tuesday, staff members and patients said the office had been stripped of Pride flags, its walls left bare.

"The closure at Children's Hospital hit like an earthquake here," said Arne Johnson, the parent of a transgender 13-year-old and a member of Rainbow Families Action, a transgender rights advocacy group in the Bay Area. He added that the willingness of prestigious institutions like Children's Hospital Los Angeles and Stanford to cut services under pressure from the federal government did not bode well for other contentious areas of health care, including vaccines. 

"This is not going to be the last group of parents who are watching their kids' care being taken away," he said.

Marlen Bugarin, a spokeswoman for Children's Hospital Los Angeles, declined to comment.

Dr. Johanna Olson-Kennedy, the clinic's medical director, has long been an outspoken advocate for pediatric transition treatment and has served as an expert witness in many legal challenges to state bans on the care. Her approach, which prioritizes early intervention, has inspired deep loyalty from many of her patients, but it has also attracted fierce condemnation from conservative groups and scrutiny from other clinicians. Dr. Olson-Kennedy did not immediately respond to a request for comment.

In a letter to staff members, Children's Hospital Los Angeles administrators wrote that they did not want to close the clinic, but that they were facing legal and financial uncertainty from the presidential executive order, court rulings and new rules by federal agencies. More than 65 percent of the hospital's annual $2 billion in funding comes from federal sources, the most of any pediatric hospital in the state, the letter said. The Trump administration's threats to that funding, the letter said, created "an immediate and unsustainable strain on our fiscal resiliency."

Adding to the pressure on medical institutions, the Justice Department issued subpoenas this month for confidential patient information from more than 20 providers of transition treatment for minors.

Medical centers in California and elsewhere find themselves in a bind. They have angered and disappointed transgender patients, their families and their advocates, drawn the hostile attention of federal officials and opened themselves up to potential litigation.

Mr. Newsom's office called the suggestion that he hasn't done enough to protect transgender Californians "insulting."

"Maybe folks should look to Washington," Izzy Gardon, a spokesman for the governor, said in a statement. "The governor's record supporting the trans community is unmatched."

Mr. Newsom has been a supporter of L.G.B.T.Q. causes and was one of the first elected officials in the United States to officiate same-sex weddings. In 2022, he signed the law that aimed to shield trans patients and their families from prosecution by out-of-state authorities.

Protesters outside Children's Hospital Los Angeles after the closure was announced.  Maggie Shannon for The New York Times


"We believe that no one should be prosecuted or persecuted for getting the care they need -- including gender-affirming care," he said at the time in a statement. "We must fight for our youth and their parents." But in recent months, Mr. Newsom -- who has been viewed as a possible presidential hopeful -- has angered L.G.B.T.Q. Californians by seeming to shift to the right, most notably by saying on a podcast episode with a conservative activist that the participation of transgender athletes in women's sports is "deeply unfair."

His remarks illustrate changes within the Democratic Party over the issue. Polls show support for some restrictions on transgender rights growing among Democrats, including restrictions on medical care for transitioning minors. 

One 21-year-old transgender woman who was a patient at the Children's Hospital Los Angeles clinic said the effect of the closure would be far-reaching.

The young woman, who asked to be identified only by her first name, Langston, out of concern for her safety, said she realized she was trans while she was in college. She had been suffering from depression, which she said "stemmed from the fact that I was not who I wanted to be." Her parents were surprised and worried, but encouraging, when she came out to them. Langston's visits to Children's Hospital Los Angeles, she said, helped her and her family find their way.

"My mom was coming with me to appointments and sometimes she'd be in the room, and they know how to handle her as a parent, which is a skill," Langston said. "That's one of the things I'm going to mourn." She added: "There's going to be a lot of people who are directionless."

Azeen Ghorayshi, Amy Harmon and Joseph Goldstein contributed reporting.
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An Appraisal


Ozzy Osbourne, the Lovable Prince of Darkness

The rocker helped define the sound, look and attitude of metal. But his persistence through addiction, his connection to audience and a late-career reality TV show endeared him to generations.

Ozzy Osbourne drew criticism for his lyrics and bloody antics in the 1980s, but his humor and offstage fragility made him an endearing figure in the decades after. Paul Natkin/Getty Images



By Ben Sisario



Jul 22, 2025 at 11:23 PM

No dark lord of heavy metal was ever more lovable than Ozzy Osbourne.

From his days as the helium-voiced conjurer of demonic wars and time-traveling iron men to his signature pop-culture role as a dotty reality TV star, Osbourne, who died on Tuesday at 76, was perhaps rock's most beloved mascot of excess.

Damaged by years of drug abuse, and more recently by a variant of Parkinson's disease, Osbourne was long diminished from his peak performances of the 1970s as the lead singer of Black Sabbath, which more than any other band defined the sound (loud and molten), look (gothic black) and attitude (sneering) of heavy metal.

But his persistence, even in a weakened state, only made Osbourne more beloved. That was poignantly clear this month, when Black Sabbath made its final appearance at a charity concert in Birmingham, England, where the group was founded, called Back to the Beginning -- with Metallica, Guns N' Roses, Pantera, Anthrax and even the other members of Black Sabbath apparently happy to play second fiddle to Osbourne.

Dressed in glittery black and seated on a black throne, Osbourne swayed his arms above his head as he led the crowd in "War Pigs," the vaguely satanic antiwar epic that opens the band's influential second album, "Paranoid" (1970).

"Thank you from the bottom of my heart," he told the crowd.

For longtime fans, the image of Ozzy -- everybody called him Ozzy -- from the Birmingham concert echoed his most familiar posture from Ozzfest, the touring music festival that Osbourne led almost annually from 1996 to 2018. There, worshiped by a multigenerational faithful, Osbourne only had to raise his arms and mouth a benevolent grin to make the audience go wild.

Tommy Lee, the drummer of Motley Crue, recalled in a recent interview with The New York Times Osbourne's "signature move" to rally a crowd.

"He kind of jumps in one place and claps," Lee said. "There's an evil smirk on his face as he's doing it, but I think the evil smirk is happiness because the place is going bananas. It's letting the audience know that you are enjoying it just as much or more than they are."

It wasn't always that way. For a period in the 1980s, Osbourne was one of the key targets for the rock-is-scary movement that was promoted by political conservatives but found receptive ears among parents of every stripe.

He was a legend of bad behavior. At a record company conference, he once bit the head off a live dove. On tour in 1982 in Des Moines, it was a dead bat that he decapitated. Osbourne later said he thought the bat was a toy, but antics like that were reported widely and stirred parental fears.

Osbourne also became a focus of fears in the news media and in politics that heavy metal music itself was dangerous, a vessel of hidden satanic messages and not-so-hidden corrupting  themes. He was sued over his 1980 song "Suicide Solution," which the parents of a 19-year-old man said he had been listening to before he took his life. The case was dismissed, and Osbourne said the song had been intended as a warning against the dangers of alcoholism.

Osbourne's fragile mental state became a running joke in rock. In the 1988 comic documentary "The Decline of Western Civilization Part II: The Metal Years," Osbourne is seen making breakfast while he cheerfully discusses the effects of drugs on him and other members of Black Sabbath. As he talks, viewers see a close-up of someone -- Ozzy? -- clumsily trying to pour orange juice into a cup, spilling it everywhere. (The director, Penelope Spheeris, later said the shot was faked.)

That character spilled over into "The Osbournes," the hit MTV reality show that followed Osbourne as he wandered, seemingly clueless, through his home life and professional career, as in one episode when he appeared to be frightened by a demonstration of the pyrotechnics for his stage show.

In Black Sabbath, Osbourne's wailing tenor and the thudding power chords of Tony Iommi's guitar established much of the basic musical vocabulary of heavy metal. It was a deliberately grim, nightmarish realm; the band took its name from a late-period Boris Karloff film.

Osbourne reveled in the iconography of darkness, but he also had a softer side. A Beatles nut, he was fascinated by the vulnerability and haunted eyes on the cover of their 1964 album "Beatles for Sale," and in 2005 Osbourne released a long-anticipated cover of the Beatles' "In My Life."

That side revealed itself elsewhere. The lyrics of "Crazy Train," the stripped-down 1980 rocker that was Osbourne's first single release as a solo artist -- written by Bob Daisley, who also played bass -- contain lines that sound more like a flower-child hippie than any prince of darkness: "Maybe it's not too late / To learn how to love and forget how to hate."
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Iranian Officials Suspect Sabotage in String of Mysterious Fires

For weeks, fires and explosions have been reported almost daily in Iran. Officials are investigating what they think is a coordinated campaign.

A fire at a major oil refinery in Abadan, Iran, on Saturday killed one person. Farid Hamoudi/West Asia News Agency



By Farnaz Fassihi and Erika Solomon



Jul 23, 2025 at 05:01 AM

For more than two weeks, mysterious explosions and fires have erupted across Iran, setting ablaze apartment complexes and oil refineries, a road outside a major airport and even a shoe factory.

In public, Iranian officials have shrugged off the events as mere coincidence or blamed aging infrastructure, trying to soothe the frayed nerves of a population still traumatized by the country's war with Israel and the United States in June.

But in private, three Iranian officials, including a member of the country's powerful Islamic Revolutionary Guards Corps, said they believed that many of them were acts of sabotage.

While Iran's government has many enemies that would like to see it falter, the officials have trained their suspicions on Israel, pointing to its history of covert operations in Iran, including explosions and assassinations. And after Israel's 12-day bombing campaign last month in Iran, a senior Israeli intelligence official had vowed to continue operating in Iran.

A European official who deals with Iran said he had also assessed the attacks as sabotage and suspected Israel of involvement, based on its history in Iran -- both as a form of psychological warfare and to take out targets. The four officials spoke anonymously because they were not authorized to speak publicly.

The Iranian officials interviewed did not provide evidence to back up their suspicions, and the authorities who spoke publicly cited other causes for the explosions, including gas leaks, garbage fires and old infrastructure. But they have also not given the public a convincing explanation of why gas explosions are occurring at a rate of one to two per day across the country.

Some of the events have occurred at strategic infrastructure sites, like a fire at a major oil producing refinery in the southern city of Abadan on Saturday that killed one person, injured many others and took out a production line. Others, like explosions in apartment buildings and factories, contribute to a sense of chaos and instability.

The Iranian authorities are wary of publicly declaring their suspicions about Israel's potential involvement because, they said, Iran does not want to corner itself into having to retaliate against Israel.

Iran's air defense and missile launchers, as well as military bases and nuclear facilities, were badly damaged during last month's war. Although Iran maintained its ability to launch ballistic missiles into Israel until the last hours before a cease-fire ended the conflict, restarting it risks further weakening Iran's military abilities.

For more than a decade before the war, Israel and Iran waged their battles in the shadows -- by air, land, sea and the cyberworld. Israel for years has carried out covert operations in Iran, including explosions and drone strikes on nuclear and military figures and sites. Iran, in turn, has attacked Israeli-owned ships in the Persian Gulf, launched missiles at structures in Iraq that are linked to Israel and funded and armed militant groups like Hamas in Gaza.

Israeli officials declined requests for comment. But Israel's intelligence agency, the Mossad, made clear it would continue conducting operations in Iran even after the cease-fire. In June, Mossad's director made a rare public address to celebrate the agency's work in Iran, saying, "We will be there, just as we have been up to now."

Publicly, Iran has sought to explain away the fires. In some cases, such as the blaze in northeast Iran near Mashhad International Airport, Iranian officials said they were conducting "controlled burning of weeds," and they attributed a fire in Tehran to a garbage fire.

An apartment building in Tehran that was hit by Israeli airstrikes last month. Now, explosions in residential buildings and factories have contributed to a sense of chaos and instability. Arash Khamooshi for The New York Times


For most of the blazes, however, Iranian officials blamed gas leaks. The director of Tehran's fire and public safety departments, Ghodratollah Mohammadi, told the state media the cause of these leaks was "worn-out equipment, the use of substandard gas appliances and disregard for safety principles."

Some of the blasts that hit residential buildings were so powerful, they sent massive plumes of smokes into the air, collapsing the walls and ceilings.

In Qom, one apartment building looked as if a bomb had ripped through it. Walls of a first-floor unit were brought down, their windows shattered. A yellow taxi parked on the street was crushed under rubble, according to videos of the blast published on social media and BBC Persian. The force of the blast, which injured seven people, covered the entire surrounding block in debris.

The unit that exploded, two of the Iranian officials told The New York Times, appeared to have been rented by operatives who had left the building after turning on the stove and oven gas, as if to deliberately spark a blaze.

Another potentially similar case was an explosion in a high-rise compound in Tehran, which offers discounted housing to employees of the judiciary. The explosion blew out walls and windows. The three Iranian officials said they believed that saboteurs might have wanted to stoke panic among judges and prosecutors that they could be targeted, similar to the way Israel previously attacked scientists involved in Iran's nuclear program.

The Guards member said that the cumulative effect of the near-daily explosions -- even if some of them were accidents -- was a growing sense of anxiety among both officials and Iranians more broadly.

"The Iranian government's long record of cover-ups and lack of transparency, along with its vague responses, have only deepened public fear and suspicion," said Omid Memarian, an Iran expert at DAWN, a Washington-based foreign policy research institute. "People are aware the regime often downplays or denies Israeli attacks."

With no public acknowledgment of what feels to many Iranian residents like coordinated attacks, some have questioned whether the war ever truly ended.

"A lot of us think that it is Israel's doing and that war is going to start again," said a man named Mohammed who runs a cafe and art gallery in the city of Kashan. He asked not to be identified by his full name over fears of repercussions for speaking to foreign news media.

He said he felt "scared and paranoid," particularly because Kashan, in central Iran, is close to some nuclear sites and missile bases.

Mahdi Mohammadi, a conservative politician and senior adviser to Iran's head of Parliament, said the situation with Israel was anything but predictable.

"If anyone thinks we are dealing with linear events that we can predict, they are naive," Mr. Mohammadi said in one of his regular recorded speeches, which he distributes on Telegram. "We are not even in a cease-fire now; we are in a fragile suspension, and any minute it can end, and we are back at war."

Many Iranians have also questioned the circumstances of the death last week of Brig. Gen. Gholamhossein Gheybparvar, who was a deputy commander of the Revolutionary Guards and oversaw a military base in Tehran that was in charge of crackdowns on women-led protests in 2021.

According to an announcement of his death on state media, he died of complications from chemical weapons injuries sustained in Iran's 1980s war with Iraq. The injuries had flared up amid the stress of the recent war with Israel, the announcement said.

Officials have tried various approaches to allay public anxieties.

The national gas company released statistics that it argued showed no notable increase in explosions from gas leaks this year compared with last year's.

The Tehran City Council invited the gas company and ministry of energy to present reports regarding "recent measures and developments," which it described as a discussion of the situation under "normal circumstances."

To cope with the stress, many Iranians have turned to dark comedy. On social media, they have been sharing photoshopped pictures of Israel's prime minister, Benjamin Netanyahu, wearing the uniform of Iran's national gas company.

Social media accounts associated with the Israeli government have joined in with cryptic jokes. A "Mossad in Farsi" account, which an official at the agency privately acknowledged as its own, urged Iranians to burn Esphand, a type of incense Iranians traditionally lit to ward off evil spirits and curses.

"Explosion after explosion," it wrote in another post. "Someone needs to check what's going on there."

Sanam Mahoozi contributed reporting.
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American Convicted of Murder Is Freed by Trump From Venezuela Prison

The Trump administration said it was protecting Americans unjustly held abroad. One of the rescued men, Dahud Hanid Ortiz, killed three people, according to court documents.

A State Department photo shows Americans and U.S. residents imprisoned in Venezuela. Dahud Hanid Ortiz is at center right, with a flag. The man flashing his three fingers is a Peruvian man with U.S. resident status. The symbol was used by detainees to show they were hostages, according to one former prisoner. State Department



By Julie Turkewitz, Jose Bautista and Frances Robles
Julie Turkewitz reported from Bogota, Colombia, Jose Bautista reported from Madrid, and Frances Robles reported from New York.


Jul 23, 2025 at 03:59 PM

When the State Department secured the release of 10 Americans and permanent legal residents from a Venezuela prison last week, Secretary of State Marco Rubio hailed the action as part of an effort to safeguard the well-being of Americans unjustly held abroad.

But one of the men released from the prison, an American-Venezuelan dual national named Dahud Hanid Ortiz, had been convicted in Venezuela for the murder of three people in Spain in 2016, according to an official at the prosecutor's office in Madrid and Venezuelan court records reviewed by The New York Times.

The official asked not to be identified speaking publicly about the case.

Mr. Hanid Ortiz, 54, had served 19 years in the in United States Army, according to military documents, and had been awarded a Purple Heart for injuries received in Iraq. He had multiple deployments and suffered physical and mental injuries as a result of his service, according to the Army. He was later dismissed from the military after pleading guilty to fraud and larceny. 

Then, in 2023, he was sentenced to 30 years in prison for a triple homicide committed in Madrid in 2016, according to Venezuelan court documents and Spanish news media coverage.

The court records say that Mr. Hanid Ortiz had planned to murder a lawyer in Madrid who had a relationship with his wife. But on the June day in 2016 when he arrived at the lawyer's office and did not find his target, he killed two women there, as well as a man who he mistakenly believed was the lawyer.

The deaths were violent, according to an extradition request by the Spanish government that was included in the Venezuelan records. One of the women, Elisa Consuegra, was killed with a large knife or machete. The second woman, Maritza Osorio, and the man, were likely killed with an iron bar. Afterward, Mr. Hanid Ortiz lit the office on fire in an attempt to cover up his crime, then fled to Germany and eventually to Venezuela.

Elisa Consuegro, one of the women murdered in Spain. Giselle Caso


On Wednesday, the lawyer who was the intended target of Mr. Hanid Ortiz's attack, Victor Salas, said in an interview that he was alarmed to find that the United States had facilitated Mr. Hanid Ortiz's release from a Venezuelan prison. 

Mr. Hanid Ortiz arrived Friday in the United States, but it is not clear if he is free or in U.S. custody, leaving Mr. Salas fearful that the convicted man would come after him.

"I am completely defenseless right now," he said. "I believe Dahud has taken advantage of Venezuelan corruption and American negligence."

Juan Carlos Consuegra, 69, the father of Ms. Consuegra, said that he was shocked by the actions of the Trump administration. 

"I don't understand how it's possible that this happens," he said. "This guy is a delinquent. He's an assassin."

The Spanish government had previously attempted to extradite Mr. Hanid Ortiz from Venezuela, but the Venezuelan Constitution prohibits the extradition of Venezuelan citizens. This led Mr. Hanid Ortiz to be tried inside Venezuela, which allows Venezuelans to be tried for crimes committed outside the country.

President Trump has made deporting criminals from the United States a core promise of his tenure. In recent months his government had sent more than 250 Venezuelan men to a prison in El Salvador, accusing them of being dangerous gang members and a threat to the nation. The Trump administration has provided little evidence to back up this claim.

On Friday, Mr. Trump agreed to approve the release of the men in El Salvador in exchange for 10 Americans and U.S. legal permanent residents who had been held by the government of Nicolas Maduro, Venezuela's autocratic president.

Family members of some of the men returned to the United States have said their loved ones had traveled to South America as tourists, and were then nabbed by Venezuelan authorities.

"Every wrongfully detained American in Venezuela is now free and back in our homeland," Mr. Rubio said after the swap.

The State Department did not respond to questions on Wednesday about why the administration had decided to include Mr. Hanid Ortiz among those freed from Venezuelan detention, whether the U.S. government knew of his crimes, and whether Mr. Hanid Ortiz was allowed to go free once he was on U.S. soil.

In a statement, a spokeswoman for the State Department said: "The United States had the opportunity to secure the release of all Americans detained in Venezuela, many of whom reported being subjected to torture and other harsh conditions."

For "privacy reasons," the spokeswoman said, more information was not being released.

The Venezuelan court records documenting Mr. Hanid Ortiz's crimes and conviction are publicly available on the website of the country's highest court.

Giselle Caso, who described herself as Ms. Consuegra's best friend, said family and friends were appalled to see Mr. Hanid Ortiz in photos released by the State Department on Friday, smiling in civilian clothes, appearing to be prepared for a life of freedom.

"We want to know: Under what terms was this man released?" she said. "Is the United States going to make him serve out his prison term?"

"This is not a political prisoner," she added.

"These people were tortured," Ms. Caso said. "They weren't shot with a pistol, they were killed with a knife, and then the place was set on fire. It was a horrible way to die."

In the extradition request, Spanish authorities say that Mr. Hanid Ortiz sent an email to his wife's sister after the murders, in which he confessed: "I did terrible things."

"I am responsible for everything and now I am bad, I lost my head and I stopped thinking," he wrote. "No one will every forgive me for what happened."

Mr. Hanid Ortiz served 17 years in the U.S. Army as an enlisted soldier followed by two years as a commissioned officer. Beyond the physical and mental injuries he suffered on the job, he also had disciplinary problems, according to the Army. 

Late in his career, the Army charged him with larceny, malingering and making false official statements, accusing him in a court-martial of submitting false physical and medical information and of falsifying recommendations from his superiors in his application to become a commissioned officer. 

They also accused him of lying about where he lived so that he could receive housing assistance, saying that he received more than $87,000 in compensation that he was not entitled to.

A military judge ordered him jailed for six months, fined $25,000 and forced out of the Army. Mr. Hanid Ortiz appealed, but two military judges upheld the decision in 2015.

Mr. Salas, the lawyer, said that he had initially learned about Mr. Hanid's release from German police, who had heard the news and were concerned about the security of the convicted man's ex-wife, who is a German citizen.

"They consider Dahud to be a highly dangerous person," said Mr. Salas. 

Dave Philipps contributed reporting from Colorado Springs, Colorado, and David C. Adams contributed from Florida. 
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China Surveys Seabeds Where Naval Rivals May One Day Clash

Chinese research ships are studying the seas for science and resources, but the data they gather could also be useful in a conflict with Taiwan or the United States.


By Chris Buckley
Graphics by Agnes Chang



Jul 10, 2025 at 09:11 AM

China has entered a new era of ocean exploration. Its top leader, Xi Jinping, has pushed to make China a maritime power -- with a world-class navy, the largest deep-sea fishing fleet, and an interest in extracting minerals from the seabed. He wants China's research abilities to match those ambitions.

China's scientific research ships are ranging farther and probing deeper, gathering information that could expand understanding of marine life and the impact of climate change. But their findings could also serve China's naval interests, including how it might deploy its submarines in the Pacific or try to track stealthier American ones.

Over time, the growing research fleet could give Beijing a powerful advantage in maritime competition with the United States. 

"It is striking to see the rapidity with which China is catching up, at least in terms of scale," said Bruce Jones, a senior fellow at the Brookings Institution who is studying China's ocean research effort. China, he added, is "really making a play for the deep seabed as a kind of strategic space where they can lead."


The ships have been studying waters that China's navy considers strategically vital, including off Taiwan's east coast and about 250 miles east and west of Guam, according to ship position data provided by Starboard Maritime Intelligence, a company with offices in New Zealand and Washington. 

The ships made passes in parallel lines or in a tight grid, precise patterns that experts said suggested a methodical effort to collect information about the seabed that could, among other things, support military operations.

The New York Times identified these and other trends by looking at the Starboard data and reviewing dozens of technical reports and studies by scientists aboard the ships.

The Xiang Yang Hong 6, which is equipped with sonar and deep-sea sampling equipment, and five other Chinese research ships made 25 passes in parallel lines through the waters off Taiwan's east coast last year, the Starboard data showed. During the same period, Chinese vessels also traveled far from home to survey the waters around Guam, and resumed work east of the U.S. territory as recently as last month.


Some of the research ships, such as the Tansuo No. 1, carry manned submersibles that Chinese media reports say can travel as deep as six miles below the surface. Many are equipped with advanced sonar to scan the ocean floor, along with buoys that transmit data about sea conditions. China is also deploying sea drones and underwater gliders from some ships.

China, like other big seagoing countries, operates military ships that conduct ocean surveys. But most of its research ships are civilian, run by government agencies, universities and institutes, which attract less scrutiny than navy ships, allowing China to operate more freely in sensitive waters.




Surveying the Front Line of a Potential Conflict

Last February, a Chinese research ship named the Da Yang Hao sailed along Taiwan's east coast, tracing a series of parallel lines over five days.

In the months that followed, five other Chinese research ships, including the Xiang Yang Hong 6, returned to the area, following similar routes. They often moved at slow speeds, typically 8 to 10 miles an hour, ideal for mapping undersea features using sonar and other techniques, a science known as bathymetry.


Some ships edged close to Taiwan's 12-nautical-mile territorial sea boundary, but did not appear to cross the line, meaning the Taiwanese government could do little to object.

But the potential military payoff from their research seemed clear.

"The big takeaway for me is: It appears that China is trying to collect bathymetric data on that part of the ocean without appearing like it is conducting a bathymetric survey," said Ryan D. Martinson, an assistant professor and expert on Chinese research ships at the U.S. Naval War College, who was speaking in a personal capacity.

Taiwan's eastern coast is home to key air and naval bases, and if war broke out, the Chinese navy would try to seize control of the nearby seas.

That area of the Pacific is shaped by the Kuroshio Current, which brings relatively warm, salty waters from the Equator northward, along Taiwan's east coast. Off northeast Taiwan, the current meets a steep underwater shelf, creating conditions that complicate submarine navigation, several experts said. Chinese military researchers wrote in a study in 2010 that understanding the current would help China "better conceal ourselves and attack our enemies."

J. Michael Dahm, a former U.S. Navy intelligence officer who is now a lecturer at George Washington University, described deep waters as "almost like a parfait dessert" in which temperature and salinity vary by layers, affecting how sound moves through the water.

"Having all of that data might help tell you that this is a good place for a submarine to hide or this is a bad place for a submarine," Mr. Dahm said.

The information collected could also help China decide where to lay undersea mines and make steps toward a longer term goal of "detecting submarines at a distance," said Tom Stefanick, a submarine expert at the Brookings Institution. Officials in Taiwan have reported finding Chinese monitoring buoys off the island's east coast, devices that may be part of an effort to gather useful information.

Surveying Near Guam, a U.S. Military Hub

Starting early last year, Chinese ships began surveying the seas near Guam, which hosts American bombers, submarines, marines and radar systems. The Xiang Yang Hong 6 and other ships sailed back and forth, creating a dense grid of lines a mile apart.


"The tracks are so tightly packed, and all this was done in one year. Clearly, they were doing a bathymetric survey," said Sen Jan, a professor of oceanography at National Taiwan University, referring to the mapping of the seafloor.

One possible reason for the surveys off Guam is mineral exploration. A Chinese ocean mining association has registered with the International Seabed Authority to search some areas east of Guam. But the waters west of Guam where Chinese ships surveyed "are not considered priority areas for mineral exploration. So these surveys may have been conducted for other purposes," said Christopher Kelley, a retired marine researcher at the University of Hawaii.

Several naval experts said surveys off Guam would also help the Chinese military better navigate the area with submarines. The Chinese research ships could also help locate American undersea cables and submarine detection technology, said Bryan Clark, a former U.S. Navy submarine officer who is now a senior fellow at Hudson Institute.

"You can see how the Chinese might be trying to find locations where they can send out their submarines before conflict and have them hide out," Mr. Clark said. From there, he added, they may be able to "pop up and attack U.S. forces or hold U.S. forces at risk."

Growing Regional Worries

Under international law, civilian research ships are allowed to operate in international waters, and even in other countries' exclusive economic zones, provided they seek permission.

But China's growing use of these scientific ships has raised alarm throughout the Asia-Pacific region. (Beijing, for its part, has bristled at U.S. Navy-operated ocean surveillance ships near the Chinese coast.)

"China's expanding maritime reach deserves close scrutiny, especially its 'research' vessels that map seabeds, deploy sensors and pave the way for submarine operations," Jennifer Parker, a former Australian naval officer who is now an expert associate at the National Security College of Australian National University, wrote in an email. But, she added, "each voyage must be judged on evidence."

In May, the Philippines sent a coast guard ship and an aircraft to track a Chinese research ship that Manila said was illegally operating in the Philippines's exclusive economic zone. In March, a Chinese research ship sailing off southern Australia drew the government's attention. Vietnam has also protested Chinese marine survey activities inside its exclusive economic zone.

"It's hard for us to view this situation as normal," Kuan Bi-ling, the minister of Taiwan's Ocean Affairs Council, said in an interview, referring to China's research ships and ocean monitoring equipment near Taiwan.

Despite the concerns, China's research efforts continue. Last month, the Xiang Yang Hong 1 and Xiang Yang Hong 5 arrived in seas east of Guam and resumed moving in grid-like patterns, methodically scanning what lies beneath.

Amy Chang Chien contributed reporting.

Map sources: Starboard Maritime Intelligence; Spire Global; Flanders Marine Institute; the University of Hawaii and the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration; Natural Earth.

Note: Graphics in this story use the automatic identification systems (AIS) position data of 49 active Chinese research vessels from Jan. 1 through Dec. 31 in both 2022 and 2024 to estimate ship paths. The ships were identified using ship registration and activity data, Chinese state media reports, government websites and academic publications. Ships do not always transmit information and may transmit incorrect information.
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Aid Groups Blame Israel's Gaza Restrictions for 'Mass Starvation'

More than 100 organizations, including Save the Children and Doctors Without Borders, added to growing calls for aid restrictions to be eased and the war to end.

Video: 'I Haven't Eaten in 4 Days': Hunger Grips Gaza Strip

In a joint statement released on Wednesday, more than 100 aid agencies and rights groups said Gaza was facing "widespread starvation" and called on Israel to lift restrictions on humanitarian aid.


By Matthew Mpoke Bigg
Reporting from London


Jul 23, 2025 at 11:20 AM

More than 100 aid agencies and rights groups, including Save the Children and Doctors Without Borders, warned on Wednesday that "mass starvation" was spreading across Gaza, adding to calls for Israel to lift restrictions on humanitarian aid to the besieged enclave.

The joint statement is the latest attempt to draw attention to a growing hunger crisis in Gaza. It was released after the European Union and at least 28 governments, including Israeli allies like Britain, France and Canada, on Monday condemned the "drip feeding of aid" and said that civilian suffering had "reached new depths."

Doctors Without Borders in Gaza has reported a "sharp and unprecedented rise in acute malnutrition." Adults frequently collapse from hunger, the aid groups said in their statement, adding that stockpiles of food and other supplies warehoused outside the territory were being prevented from reaching people in need.

Gaza's health ministry said on Wednesday that hospitals had registered 10 deaths because of famine or malnutrition in the previous 24 hours, bringing the total number of deaths from hunger since Saturday to 43.

There was no independent confirmation of the toll and the ministry did not give details. Health experts say that deaths from malnutrition are often undercounted because acutely hungry patients often die of other causes, such as diarrhea or viral infections, that their bodies are too weak to fight.

The United Nations' World Food Program said this week that nearly a third of Gaza's population, which stands at 2.1 million, was not eating for multiple days in a row. "People are dying for lack of humanitarian assistance," it said in a statement.

Israel blocked deliveries of aid between March and May after it ended a cease-fire with Hamas. Since then, the Gaza Humanitarian Foundation, a private Israeli-backed group, has managed a new system in which people go to a few distribution sites to obtain aid. The government says that the new system is designed to prevent Hamas from stealing aid, and the sites are in areas of Gaza controlled by Israeli forces.

A woman held the body of a relative who was killed while trying to get aid on Sunday. Saher Alghorra for The New York Times


But the new system has been marred by near-daily violence. The United Nations said last week that more than 670 people had been killed near the new aid sites, many as a result of gunfire, and that hundreds of others had been injured. One consequence has been that some people have been deterred from approaching the sites, which itself has exacerbated hunger, aid groups say.

On Wednesday, Israel's foreign ministry rejected the aid groups' claims, and said that the organizations were echoing Hamas's talking points.

Israel has also blamed the United Nations for failing to distribute supplies that are already in Gaza. On Tuesday, COGAT, the Israeli government agency that oversees policy in Gaza and the West Bank, said that nearly 4,500 aid trucks had recently entered the territory, carrying flour, 2,500 tons of baby food and high-calorie food for children.

The United Nations has said that insecurity and restrictions imposed by the Israeli military often make delivering food within Gaza impossible. Around 500 trucks of aid and commercial supplies were delivered to Gaza each day before the war, it said, but that number plummeted after the conflict started and has dropped even further since the cease-fire collapsed.

The Trump administration has argued that its immediate priority is to secure a new cease-fire, given that the amount of aid entering Gaza spiked during the previous truce.

The administration's envoy to the Middle East, Steve Witkoff, was set to travel to the region this week for talks on the war, a State Department spokeswoman, Tammy Bruce, told reporters on Tuesday. Mr. Witkoff wanted to achieve a cease-fire and a "humanitarian corridor for aid to flow," she added.

Israel's foreign ministry said that by issuing the statement, the aid groups were impeding the chances of a new cease-fire to pause the war, which began when Hamas launched a deadly raid on Israel on Oct. 7, 2023.

"These organizations are serving the propaganda of Hamas, using their numbers, justifying their horrors, instead of challenging the terror organization," it said in a statement on social media.

The groups that signed the statement, which also included CARE, Christian Aid and Amnesty International, said the U.N.-led system that had previously handled aid to Gaza had worked but that it was "prevented from functioning." They said that only 28 trucks of aid were now being distributed in Gaza each day.

The groups added that their workers in Gaza, whose job is to provide support to civilians, were so hungry that they were now risking their own lives by joining food lines.

Civilians in Gaza said the lack of food had become critical. A'eed Abu Khater, 48, who said he was living in a tent in Gaza City in the north of the enclave, said that his 17-year-old son, Atef, had been hospitalized with severe malnutrition for 15 days and his condition was deteriorating.

"I had to leave the hospital -- I couldn't bear to see him like this. He is not responding to the treatment," Mr. Khater said in a telephone interview, adding that the boy had been healthy before the war. "I can't describe how terrible the situation is. I can't hold back my tears. This is my son."

David Mencer, an Israeli government spokesman, blamed Hamas for the suffering in Gaza. In a briefing to journalists, he said that Israel facilitated aid through the Gaza Humanitarian Foundation and shipments of goods for bakeries and communal kitchens coordinated by the United Nations.

"In Gaza today, there is no famine caused by Israel. There is, however, a man-made shortage engineered by Hamas," he said, adding that aid groups were issuing "false warnings."

Rawan Sheikh Ahmad and Gabby Sobelman contributed reporting
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Trump Told Park Workers to Report Displays That 'Disparage' Americans. Here's What They Flagged.

Descriptions and displays at scores of parks and historic sites have been flagged for review in connection with an executive order from President Trump.

An exhibit at Independence National Historical Park in Philadelphia recounts the brutality of slavery and was flagged for review.  Hannah Beier for The New York Times



By Maxine Joselow and Lisa Friedman
Reporting from Washington


Jul 22, 2025 at 04:41 PM

At Cape Hatteras National Seashore in North Carolina, the Trump administration is set to review, and possibly remove or alter, signs about how climate change is causing sea levels to rise.

At Independence National Historical Park in Philadelphia, the administration will soon decide whether to take down exhibits on the brutality of slavery.

And at Castillo de San Marcos National Monument in Florida, Trump officials are scrutinizing language about the imprisonment of Native Americans inside the Spanish stone fortress.

According to internal documents reviewed by The New York Times, employees of the National Park Service have flagged descriptions and displays at scores of parks and historic sites for review in connection with President Trump's directive to remove or cover up materials that "inappropriately disparage Americans."

In an executive order in March, the president instructed the Park Service to review plaques, films and other materials presented to visitors at 433 sites around the country, with the aim of ensuring they emphasize the "progress of the American people" and the "grandeur of the American landscape."

Employees had until last week to flag materials that could be changed or deleted, and the Trump administration said it would remove all "inappropriate" content by Sept. 17, according to the internal agency documents. The public also has been asked to submit potential changes.

In response, a coalition of librarians, historians and others organized through the University of Minnesota has launched a campaign called "Save Our Signs." It is asking the public to take photos of existing content at national parks and upload it. The group is using those images to build a public archive before any materials may be altered. So far, it has more than 800 submissions.


The directive on national parks is part of a broader effort by Mr. Trump to promote a more positive view of the nation's history. In his executive order, the president also took aim at the Smithsonian Institution, claiming that it had promoted "narratives that portray American and Western values as inherently harmful and oppressive."

Critics have warned that these moves could lead to the erasure of difficult periods of American history, as well as contributions made by people of color, gay and transgender figures, women and other marginalized groups.

"The national parks were established to tell the American story, and we shouldn't just tell all the things that make us look wonderful," said Dan Wenk, a former superintendent of Yellowstone National Park. "We have things in our history that we are not proud of anymore."

Kristen Brengel, senior vice president of government affairs at the National Parks Conservation Association, said many Park Service employees are obeying the executive order even though they disagree with it.

"Park staff are in a bind here," Ms. Brengel said. "If they don't comply with this directive, they could lose their jobs."


Elizabeth Peace, a spokeswoman for the Interior Department, the parent agency of the Park Service, said the Trump administration's move "is not about rewriting the past."

"Interpretive materials that disproportionately emphasize negative aspects of U.S. history or historical figures, without acknowledging broader context or national progress, can unintentionally distort understanding rather than enrich it," Ms. Peace said in a statement. "Our goal is to foster honest, respectful storytelling that educates visitors while honoring the complexity of our nation's shared journey."

Several Republican lawmakers have applauded the administration's efforts to purge the federal government of "woke" initiatives that portray historical events or figures as racist, sexist or otherwise flawed.

"Our monuments should celebrate our founders and tell the story of what makes America great, not push woke talking points to please radical activists," Senator Jim Banks, Republican of Indiana, said in a statement.

Already, the Interior Department has taken down sticky notes that Park Service employees used to annotate an exhibit at Muir Woods National Monument in California.

The sticky notes, which park staff added in 2021, were an attempt to present a more comprehensive history of the monument. They highlighted the Indigenous people who originally cared for the land, as well as the role of women in the 1908 creation of Muir Woods.

They also argued that while "influential, philanthropic white men" are frequently credited with preserving the site, problematic aspects of their legacies are often overlooked. For instance, John Muir, the famous naturalist for whom the park is named, used racist language in writings about African Americans and Native Americans.

The notes were removed last week pending a review in connection with the executive order, according to Joshua Winchell, a spokesman for the Golden Gate National Recreation Area, which includes Muir Woods.

"As we implement the order, we will review all signs in the park as well as all the public input we receive about the signs," Mr. Winchell said in an email.


In addition to reshaping the way the parks present history, the executive order could result in the removal of information about the risks that climate change poses in the present day. At Cape Hatteras National Seashore, for instance, the internal documents show that a Park Service employee asked the Trump administration to review a sign that explains how rising seas are threatening the habitat of wild horses.

"We do not believe it to be in violation, but would like someone to review if messaging of climate change and sea level rise reduces the focus on the grandeur, beauty and abundance," the employee wrote.

As global warming has caused ice sheets and glaciers to melt, water levels around Cape Hatteras have risen by about one foot in the last century, according to the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration. They are projected to rise by another 10 to 14 inches by 2050.

"From a scientific perspective, there's no question that a warming planet is generating that long-term sea level rise," said Robert Young, who directs the Program for the Study of Developed Shorelines at Western Carolina University. "I guess you could have a discussion as to what degree it is the National Park Service's job to point that out."

But Patrick Gonzalez, who served as principal climate change scientist at the Park Service during Mr. Trump's first term, said that is precisely the agency's job.

"Communicating the science of climate change helps to educate the public on complex scientific issues, and it provides incentives for people to live more sustainably and reduce their carbon pollution," said Dr. Gonzalez, who is now with the University of California, Berkeley.


At Great Smoky Mountains National Park, which straddles Tennessee and North Carolina, park officials have also flagged for review a plaque about the harm that air pollution poses to plants and animals. The plaque notes that "fossil fuel-fired power plants, motor vehicles and industry are the primary sources of these pollutants."

The bulk of the content identified for review in the internal documents addresses the struggle for equality of Black Americans, from slavery to the civil rights movement.

"Text addresses slavery as the primary cause of the American Civil War," one Park Service official noted of a plaque at the Stones River National Battlefield in Tennessee, the site of one of the bloodiest conflicts of the Civil War.

"This is both historically correct and legislatively mandated, but we ask for further review to confirm it is aligned" with the executive order, the official wrote.

At Cane River Creole National Historical Park in Louisiana, a park official noted an exhibit about slaves who tried to escape but were captured. The official was concerned because the exhibit identified the enslavers by name and mentioned that returned slaves were publicly whipped.

Rolonda Teal, an anthropologist who has studied the Cane River park, said that Congress established it in 1994 to preserve the history of two plantations that housed hundreds of slaves for over 200 years.

"If you don't talk about the names of the slaves, the names of the enslavers, the whipping of the slaves, then you're only telling white history in America," Dr. Teal said.

"Why would you visit a plantation if you don't want to hear the whole story, and how could it be a plantation if there weren't slaves?" she added. "So that's the ridiculousness of it all."

On the National Mall in Washington, a sign labeled "Working Waterfront" describes what had been a 19th century wharf and a landing spot for goods moving along a Potomac River tributary. "You might hear the shouts of dockworkers, many of them enslaved people until the end of the Civil War," the sign says. A park employee called attention to it, asking, "Is the word 'enslaved' OK here?"

And at the Martin Luther King Jr. Memorial, also in Washington, a park official raised concerns about books sold at the gift shop, writing, "Not sure if they're all considered disparaging, but they are about either Malcolm X or Freedom Riders or slavery."

Clayborne Carson, who directed the Martin Luther King, Jr. Research and Education Institute at Stanford University and helped design the memorial, said the concerns about the books underscored a longstanding inability to confront racism in America.


"It's sad to see a lot of things I thought would be resolved in the past have kind of come back," he said, adding, "I don't know how you can have a better future without looking honestly at the past."

At the Liberty Bell in Philadelphia, park employees flagged an exhibit panel that discussed the bell's travels across the country during the post-Reconstruction period. The panel "calls out the systemic and violent racism and sexism that existed at the time," employees noted.

And at the nearby Independence National Historical Park, where the Declaration of Independence and the U.S. Constitution were debated and signed, park staff raised concerns about an exhibit that memorializes nine slaves whom George Washington had brought from Mount Vernon. One panel emphasizes the intentional brutality of slaveholders, which included whippings, beatings, torture and rape.


Other content flagged for review addresses the federal government's fraught relationship with Native American tribes.

At San Castillo de San Marcos National Monument in Florida, a park employee highlighted a panel on the imprisonment of Plains Indian tribes in the late 19th century. The panel noted that the U.S. Army had sent 74 prisoners from the Cheyenne, Kiowa, Comanche, Arapaho and Caddo tribes to the fort after the Red River War, which sought to force Native Americans onto reservations.

"Text of panel needs review for language referring to tribes having choice of extinction or assimilation," the employee wrote. "Language of U.S. Government giving the 'choice' of extinction could be considered negative toward the United States."

Julian E. Zelizer, a professor of history and public affairs at Princeton University, said the president is insisting on a narrow vision of America that he and his followers find most comfortable.

"President Trump is a storyteller and I think he wants a vision of history that he believes matches his understanding of the country," Dr. Zelizer said.

Documents detailing the Park Service's internal communications plans, also reviewed by The Times, instruct agency officials to respond to queries by saying that the Trump administration is focused on "historical accuracy."
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A Minnesota Mamdani? A Race for Mayor Has Echoes, but Only So Far.

Omar Fateh, a young democratic socialist, beat out an establishment Democrat for the party's endorsement in Minneapolis. But the parallels with Zohran Mamdani in New York might end there.

The Minneapolis chapter of the Democratic-Farmer-Labor Party recently endorsed Omar Fateh, a state senator, for mayor. But the backing has prompted challenges. Trisha Ahmed/Associated Press



By Katie Glueck



Jul 23, 2025 at 10:01 AM

He's a young democratic socialist with an immigrant story, a Muslim mayoral candidate who defeated the Democratic establishment in a recent intraparty contest.

On the left and the right, the comparison has been irresistible: State Senator Omar Fateh of Minnesota, the argument goes, could be Minneapolis's version of Zohran Mamdani, the left-wing assemblyman from Queens whose victory in New York City's mayoral primary last month sent shock waves through the Democratic Party.

"From NYC to Minneapolis -- change is coming!" declared the Twin Cities chapter of Democratic Socialists of America last weekend, after Mr. Fateh received the endorsement of the Minneapolis chapter of the Democratic-Farmer-Labor Party, Minnesota's version of the Democratic Party, at a chaotic gathering last weekend.

The endorsement passed over Mayor Jacob Frey, 44, a two-term incumbent who has clashed with more left-wing members of the City Council. Mr. Frey's re-election campaign is among those challenging the D.F.L.'s endorsement.

At every level of government, Democratic primaries are testing the ideological and stylistic mood of a party left adrift by its disastrous defeats last fall, with strategists and activists parsing Mr. Mamdani's stunning victory for early clues about voter sentiment ahead of next year's midterm elections.

But while the Minneapolis mayor's race will offer another measure of Democratic attitudes around policing and affordability, as well as of the electorate's appetite for change, the parallels with New York City, beyond surface level, are limited so far.

"There clearly are shifting political tectonics, generationally, ideologically and more," said R.T. Rybak, a former Democratic mayor of Minneapolis and the chief executive of the Minneapolis Foundation, who is neutral in the race. But, he added, "these are two very different situations."

Mr. Mamdani, even his critics concede, ran an exceptionally strong campaign and inspired something of a movement, with a focus on affordability that was communicated through memorable videos to his social-media followers, who now number in the millions.

But he also benefited from a chief opponent with an unusually checkered past. Former Gov. Andrew Cuomo had resigned amid a sexual harassment scandal and made many political enemies before trying, and failing, to rehabilitate his career with a mayoral run in the Democratic primary.

"There's nobody in this Minneapolis race who has disgraced him or herself," said Minnesota's attorney general, Keith Ellison, who has not endorsed in the race. He called Mr. Mamdani an "extraordinary political talent."

Mr. Fateh, 35, is also positioning himself as a change agent and a fighter for working-class residents, but he has yet to distinguish himself in the same way.

"All the people in this race are good folks, but I don't see any of them particularly better than any of the others," Mr. Ellison said. "They all got their strengths, and they all got their things they could work on."

The election in Minneapolis, an overwhelmingly Democratic city, will not be held until November. But the local party convention and endorsement of Mr. Fateh, its first endorsement of a mayoral candidate in 16 years, jolted the race into a new phase.

"Across the country the Democratic Party is shifting, and my successful nomination on Saturday is just another sign of this," Mr. Fateh said in a text message.

But Mr. Frey's campaign cited a "highly flawed" process and argued that many votes were uncounted.

Mayor Jacob Frey, who is seeking re-election, has clashed with more left-wing members of the Minneapolis City Council. His campaign is challenging the endorsement of Mr. Fateh. Jenn Ackerman for The New York Times


An internal email sent to rules committee members of the state party on Tuesday said there would be a hearing to quickly address "the scores of challenges which have been submitted" regarding the local party's endorsing convention, according to a copy of the note reviewed by The New York Times.

The Minneapolis D.F.L. and Mr. Fateh have defended the process.

"Delegates on Saturday showed how ready they are to move the D.F.L. towards the progressive wing of the party," Mr. Fateh said. "The challenge is a calculated attempt to sow doubt and division, and voters can see that for what it is."

The local convention gatherings can be messy events. Two years ago, a gathering of the Minneapolis D.F.L. devolved into chaos, with reports of physical violence, and success at the convention has not historically been determinative in general elections.

But an endorsement allows candidates to declare themselves "D.F.L.-endorsed," and to receive access to a voter data file.

In an interview, Mr. Frey called the results "challenging," but argued that the endorsement process had forced a sharp distillation of the choices in the race.

"I am willing to tell our own side, even my own supporters, what they don't want to hear," Mr. Frey said. "I support constructive debate, as opposed to conformity. I don't just take the most leftist position by default."

He added, "I have not seen that in Senator Fateh."

Mr. Fateh replied that he worked "across ideologies to get things done" and that Mr. Frey "would rather stall progress by fighting with the mostly D.F.L., progressive City Council majority instead of finding ways to work together," adding, "We cannot continue on this path."

One structural parallel with Mr. Mamdani's race is that voting in Minneapolis will be ranked choice, as it was in New York's primary, which could prompt alliances among some of the five candidates.

The so-called Don't Rank Cuomo movement and a cross-endorsement with Comptroller Brad Lander benefited Mr. Mamdani. A similar strategy could be potent in Minneapolis if candidates banded together to try to stop a shared rival.

Mr. Frey noted that he had prevailed in ranked-choice voting before, including in 2021, just over a year after the murder of George Floyd and the unrest that engulfed parts of the city he led. He said he believed he was in a stronger position today.

"The challenges we're facing, they certainly haven't gone away. But we are making some very meaningful progress and improvement," he said. "That doesn't mean that we're done."

Many recent races, including New York City's primary, have been shaped by debates over the Gaza war and disagreements over when protests of Israel in the United States veer into antisemitism.

Minnesota Democrats said that had not yet become a dominant theme of the Minneapolis mayor's race. But the potential for tension is there.

Mr. Frey, who is Jewish, stresses his opposition to Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu of Israel. But he has also clashed with some in his party amid the war. He vetoed a City Council resolution last year that demanded a cease-fire in Gaza, saying at the time that the language was one-sided (the council overrode his veto). Mr. Fateh has been a vehement critic of Israel's actions from the earliest weeks of the war that followed the Hamas-led attacks on Oct. 7, 2023.

The race has also drawn commentary from national right-wing figures, with some issuing Islamophobic attacks on Mr. Fateh, something Mr. Frey quickly condemned.

Mr. Rybak, the former mayor, said that he hoped the endorsement news would draw new attention to a previously low-key race -- and that he expected the defining issues to come from close to home.

"Minneapolis has a significant Islamic population, a significant Jewish population, and a very significant amount of people who are extremely savvy about global affairs," he said. Many of those voters, he added, "recognize not a lot of that is impacted at Minneapolis City Hall."
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U.S. Olympic Officials Bar Transgender Women From Women's Competitions

The U.S. Olympic & Paralympic Committee changed its eligibility rules on Monday to comply with President Trump's executive order, taking the decision away from national governing bodies for each sport.

The closing ceremony of the Paris Olympics in 2024. The U.S. Olympic & Paralympic Committee changed its eligibility rules for transgender athletes on Monday. James Hill for The New York Times



By Juliet Macur
Juliet Macur has covered 13 Olympic Games.


Jul 22, 2025 at 08:24 PM

The United States Olympic & Paralympic Committee quietly changed its eligibility rules on Monday to bar transgender women from competing in Olympic women's sports, and now will comply with President Trump's executive order on the issue, according to a post on the organization's website.

The new policy, expressed in a short, vaguely worded paragraph, is tucked under the category of "USOPC Athlete Safety Policy" on the site, and does not include details of how the ban will work. Nor does the new policy include the word "transgender" or the title of Mr. Trump's executive order, "Keeping Men Out of Women's Sports," referring to it instead as "Executive Order 14201."

Mr. Trump signed the executive order on Feb. 5.

The committee's new policy means that the national governing bodies of sports federations in the United States now must follow the U.S.O.P.C.'s lead, according to several chief executives of sports within the Olympic movement. Those national governing bodies oversee many, but not all, events in Olympic sports for all ages, from youth to masters' competitions.

In a letter sent by email to the "Team USA Community," the U.S.O.P.C. acknowledged on Tuesday that its policy had changed. The letter, from Sarah Hirshland, the U.S.O.P.C.'s chief executive, and Gene Sykes, the president, said the committee had held "a series of respectful and constructive conversations with federal officials" since the executive order was signed.

"As a federally chartered organization, we have an obligation to comply with federal expectations," the letter said, adding that the committee would work with the national governing bodies to implement the new policy.

U.S.A. Fencing was among the first of the national governing bodies, or N.G.B.s, to post a new policy for transgender athletes, which it did on Friday. Its new policy will take effect on Aug. 1.

Those new rules still allow trans women to compete, but only in the men's category.

All others who aren't eligible for the women's category, including nonbinary athletes, transgender men and intersex athletes, will also be limited to competing in the men's category, the policy says.

The rule changes come after the sport was thrust into an uncomfortable spotlight this year when a female fencer declined to compete against her transgender opponent at a midlevel meet. The moment went viral and led to a congressional hearing about trans women competing in women's sports.

"I'm not going to try to oppose the U.S.O.P.C. because I understand that they've been put in an impossible situation by the administration," Phil Andrews, chief executive of U.S.A. Fencing, said on Tuesday. "We essentially have no choice but to change the rules because once the U.S.O.P.C. says, 'This is now the policy of all of our N.G.B.s,' we all have to follow it."

Mr. Andrews added that it was unclear how the new policy would play out in states like Minnesota and California, which are defying Mr. Trump's ban on trans women competing in the women's category. How the entire policy will unfold, from sport to sport, and state to state, is uncertain, too. Some sports could add an "open" category, available to anyone, or a mixed gender category to accommodate the change, Mr. Andrews said.

The Olympic committee was spare in its explanation: Its new policy said that it was "committed to protecting opportunities for athletes participating in sport," and that it would work with the International Olympic Committee, the International Paralympic Committee and the national governing bodies of every Olympic sport "to ensure that women have a fair and safe competition environment consistent with Executive Order 14201 and the Ted Stevens Olympic & Amateur Sports Act."

The Ted Stevens Act is a 1978 law that established the U.S. Olympic Committee and allowed for national governing bodies to run each Olympic sport. A change to that law in 2020, prompted by the Lawrence G. Nassar sexual abuse scandal in gymnastics, gave Congress powerful oversight over the U.S.O.P.C. and each of its national governing bodies.

Congress now can dissolve the U.S.O.P.C.'s board of directors and decertify N.G.B.s if it deems that those entities have failed to follow through with any of their duties, including keeping athletes safe.

Before the new "Athlete Safety" policy was posted, the committee had stayed away from taking a bold stance on the issue of trans women competing in the women's division, trying to carefully navigate the politics of the matter as the 2028 Olympics in Los Angeles inched closer. Instead, it had delegated decisions about transgender athlete eligibility to the national governing bodies of each sport. The U.S.O.P.C. has 54 member organizations, according to its website.

Before Monday, the committee's transgender policy stated that the group was relying on "real data and science-based evidence rather than ideology."

"That means making science-based decisions, sport by sport and discipline by discipline, within both the Olympic and Paralympic movements," the former policy said.

The International Olympic Committee has been struggling for years with the issue of transgender and intersex athletes in sports, coming up with various rules at various times, including sex testing, in an effort to balance fairness with inclusivity. Its current policy allows each international sports federation -- like World Athletics or the International Cycling Federation, for example -- to determine if and how transgender athletes can compete in sanctioned events at the international level.

But several leaders in the Olympic movement said on Tuesday that they were expecting the I.O.C.'s rules for trans athletes to change now that the organization had a new leader, Kirsty Coventry, an Olympic gold medalist swimmer from Zimbabwe. She took office last month.

During her campaign for president, Ms. Coventry, the first female president of the I.O.C., had pledged to protect women in sports, and that included possibly barring transgender women from competing in the women's category.
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critic's notebook


Free Shakespeare's Central Park Home Gets an $85 Million Glow Up

The rickety, beloved Delacorte Theater, built in 1962, leaked and was popular with raccoons. Now it's a modern facility and still charmingly wild.

In 1962, a production of "The Merchant of Venice" at the new Delacorte Theater in Central Park.



By Michael Kimmelman



Jul 23, 2025 at 10:01 AM

After an 18-month, $85 million overhaul, the Delacorte Theater reopens next month with a starry new version of "Twelfth Night." I'll leave it to playgoers and critics to deliver their verdicts on the production.

I'm happy to report, in the meantime, that the renovation deftly fixes much of what ailed the city's beloved home of free Shakespeare in Central Park.

It was on its last legs before it was shuttered. Built during the Kennedy era for the current price of a two-bedroom condo in Fort Lee, N.J., the Delacorte from Day One was a glorified, rickety high-school grandstand, with water leaking into ramshackle dressing rooms and raccoons nesting backstage. Watching great actors and directors put on "Hamlet" there was roughly akin to consuming truffled langoustine on the L train.

Raccoons have long been frequent guests at the Delacorte; in winter they nested under the open bleachers, leaving the scattered remains of turtles from nearby Turtle Pond. Sara Krulwich/The New York Times


The modesty was part of its charm. Like the park, it spoke to the city's egalitarian soul and cultural ambition. Its makeover is the latest change to a park that has recently undergone, or is considering, a variety of alterations, which include the opening of the excellent Davis Center in Harlem, plans to revamp Wollman Rink and a proposal by the Metropolitan Museum to replace an old wing with a new one, a stone's throw from the Delacorte.

It may seem odd to think of Central Park as a work in progress. It can come across as a grand relic from another century. But this middle stretch of the park in particular, which includes the Delacorte, has undergone a surprising number of upheavals over the past 200-odd years that mirror changes across the city.

The theater is reshaped and reclad now, in repurposed redwood from decommissioned city water towers. Sara Krulwich/The New York Times


The much-improved Delacorte is cone-shaped now, wider at the top, blending more discreetly into its leafy copse of cherry, sycamore and hornbeam, beside the Great Lawn. The clunky old clapboard drum and flimsy skirt canopy are gone, swapped out for rustic, handsome, tongue-and-groove, reclaimed redwood planks and a marquee that finally gives what had been a comically modest entrance a sense of occasion.

The architect in charge of the makeover, Stephen Chu, has repurposed the redwood from 25 decommissioned city water towers, a nice touch. He left some of the old water stains to give the new facade an instant patina.

And all manner of backstage upgrades should help streamline operations, which will allow the Public Theater, the Delacorte's owner, to stage more performances each summer. That means thousands more playgoers, many from far-flung neighborhoods where the Public takes its mobile unit and distributes tickets, should get to see Shakespeare in the 1,864-seat amphitheater.

The Delacorte is tucked in a copse of trees next to Turtle Pond and Belvedere Castle. via The Public Theater


In 1962 the Delacorte rose on the spot where the Brooklyn-born Joseph Papp, a few years earlier, had staged a pop-up production of "Romeo and Juliet" from a flatbed trailer that he hauled behind a garbage truck. He opened the Delacorte with a "Merchant of Venice" starring George C. Scott and James Earl Jones.

It was a message to commercial Broadway: A true cosmopolis makes great art and culture free and available to everyone.

But by the 2010s the theater was falling apart. The bleachers were a sieve. Seats were cramped, wheelchair access miserable and way-finding a joke.

Backstage was even worse -- a deteriorating warren of chain-link cubicles with tarp coverings that failed to keep out the rain. Some actors declined roles because of the conditions. The Public forked over a king's ransom each spring just to clean up after raccoons that sheltered in winter under the open bleachers, gnawing through wiring, leaving the scattered remains of half-eaten turtles from nearby Turtle Pond.

George C. Scott onstage as Shylock in "The Merchant of Venice," the first production at the Delacorte in 1962. George Joseph/The New York Public Library


So in 2018 the Public enlisted Bjarke Ingels, the Danish architect, to draw up a plan for a new theater with a retractable roof that could operate through the shoulder months or even year-round. Cost estimates started at $120 million.

The Central Park Conservancy, the Parks Department and various community boards neighboring the park were quick to make clear that would never happen: They didn't want a bigger theater with a longer calendar. Then Covid arrived. The optics were poor for an arts nonprofit spending a fortune on an architectural showpiece in the midst of a pandemic that hit the theater world especially hard.

So the Public turned to Chu, a partner at Ennead, the New York architecture firm, who had helped revamp the company's landmark home on Lafayette Street in the former Astor Library some years ago.

Chu's assignment was to tread a line: modernize the Delacorte's back-of-house while preserving what New Yorkers had come to appreciate about its let's-put-on-a-play vibe.

Was this a missed opportunity?

A view of the renovated theater, with its new light towers and stage opening onto the park. Sara Krulwich/The New York Times


Once upon a time, New York built the Brooklyn Bridge, the 42nd Street Library and Central Park itself. Great public architecture spoke to the city's grandest ambitions and democratic ideals. Upgrading a '60s band shell was not going to result in anything lofty.

And it hasn't.

But for $85 million -- about half of that money comes from city funds -- Chu and his Ennead colleagues have produced a 21st-century facility that no longer sticks out in the park like a double-wide trailer on Billionaire's Lane in Southampton. They've preserved the Delacorte's wondrous city views beyond the stage and made prosaic but crucial changes, too, like adding wider seats, increasing wheelchair access and swapping out miserable bathrooms for new ones.

Papp's postwar project to make available the finest New York had to offer free of charge was the argument made a century earlier by Olmsted and Vaux, Central Park's genius architects, when they designed what remains the city's most sublime work of public art and stagecraft.

They planned and planted nearly every tree, hill, meadow and blade of grass in Central Park. But it was not until nearly World War II that the acreage occupied by the Great Lawn and Turtle Pond, where the Delacorte rose, took its current shape.

That's because the area had belonged, since before the park was built, to a massive, fortlike reservoir for the Croton Aqueduct. The aqueduct and its reservoirs remapped 19th-century New York. In the late 1700s and early 1800s tanneries in Lower Manhattan poisoned the downtown water supply, spreading cholera, killing residents and causing many to flee.

A broad new marquee provides shelter from the rain. Sara Krulwich/The New York Times


In response, New York built the Croton Aqueduct to bring clean water from more than 40 miles upstate and hastened northward expansion in Manhattan to where reservoirs landed. Some 250 mostly Black but also Irish and German residents established a community called Seneca Village in a swampy, rocky area just beside the reservoir.

City Hall then bought out residents, using eminent domain, and demolished Seneca Village to make way for Central Park in the 1850s. The displacement belonged to a history of relocating Black and immigrant communities in the city.

And in time, New York's water infrastructure moved mostly underground. By 1917 the reservoir was deemed obsolete, opening debate over what to do with the doughnut hole it left in the park. Discussions dragged on for years. There was talk about a sports arena, an opera house. With the Depression, the derelict site became a Hooverville.

During the Depression, people lived in shacks in a muddy area that is now the Great Lawn. Bettmann/Getty Images


Finally the city settled on an oval-shaped meadow bracketed by playgrounds and playing fields to the north and, to the south, a new body of water for turtles at the base of a rocky outcrop where shrubs and wildflowers attracted migrating warblers.

Papp arrived in his garbage truck barely a generation later. Robert Moses and a Red-baiting deputy he had put in charge of Central Park opposed the Delacorte idea. They suspected that Papp, with his free Shakespeare for the masses, was a Communist.

Papp's victory over the Power Broker makes for a juicy chapter in Robert Caro's biography of Moses. An era of People Power and counterculture dawned, reshaping the park, the theater world and New York. For Papp, the pastoral setting made up for whatever bells and whistles a fancy Broadway theater could supply.

Which is why the Delacorte's low-key, rustic renovation ultimately seems right. "All the world's a stage" is a line from "As You Like It," the comedy in which a duke, banished to a forest, discovers in nature values of equality and humanity lost at the court. It's in part about rural versus urban society -- and the need to find harmony.

Patrick Willingham, the Public's executive director, told me the other day that he still sees raccoons scampering in and out at the theater. There's no way, he acknowledged, to fully quarantine the Delacorte: It and the park share the same ecology -- and send a similar message about openness and New York.

A friend sent me a picture from Smithsonian Magazine in late June by two photographers who had captured a pair of coyotes sunbathing in the new Delacorte's bleachers. The coyotes have apparently also become regulars, according to Willingham.

He says everyone at the theater now calls them Romeo and Juliet.




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/07/23/arts/design/delacorte-central-park-shakespeare.html
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Critic's Notebook


How Empathy Became a Threat

It was once considered a virtue. Why do some people now think it's a bad thing?




By Jennifer Szalai



Jul 18, 2025 at 10:01 AM

There's an arresting quotation that resurfaces online now and again, usually accompanied by a photograph of a dark-haired woman with an intense gaze: "The death of human empathy is one of the earliest and most telling signs that a culture is about to fall into barbarism." It's followed by the name of the woman in the picture: the political philosopher Hannah Arendt, who fled the barbarism of Nazi Germany.

Only there's no record of Arendt ever saying that, or anything like it. The bogus quotation is the kind of artifact that flourishes on the internet in bewildering times -- plausible-sounding and politically ominous. It happens to dovetail with a liberal argument that has flourished in the age of Trump: That the MAGA movement is actively promoting callousness and cruelty. Trump's critics say supporting examples aren't hard to come by: the gutting of lifesaving aid to the poor and the sick, the violent crackdown on immigrants, the gleefully sadistic memes. The implication is that one side is committed to empathy while the other side is not.

This would sound like a bit of self-serving liberal propaganda if it weren't for the fact that a number of prominent figures on the right seem to agree. In February, when Elon Musk went on Joe Rogan's podcast, Musk derided Democrats for succumbing to "suicidal empathy." Caring about others, the men agreed, had gotten so out of control that it was becoming self-destructive. "The fundamental weakness of Western civilization is empathy," Musk said. "They're exploiting a bug in Western civilization, which is the empathy response."

"The fundamental weakness of Western civilization is empathy," Elon Musk told Joe Rogan in February.  Joe Rogan Experience


Musk likes to refer to other humans as "NPCs," or "non-player characters." Such contempt for fellow feeling seems to be gaining ground. The Times Opinion columnist David French has noted how empathy for others -- seemingly inextricable from loving thy neighbor as thyself -- has come under direct attack by some right-wing Christians. Last year, the Christian podcaster Allie Beth Stuckey published "Toxic Empathy," which hit the best-seller list; more recently, the pastor Joe Rigney published "The Sin of Empathy." Both books depict calls for empathy as the work of manipulative progressives trying to inveigle Christians into supporting progressive policies.

But progressives, it turns out, have had their own critiques of empathy over the years. After the 2016 election, Democrats debated how much empathy they should extend to the new president's supporters. A steady stream of media stories parsed feelings of "economic anxiety" among the white working class. Journalists listening intently to Trump voters in small-town diners became part of what the literary critic Jennifer Wilson called the Empathy Industrial Complex. (McSweeney's parodied the genre with the headline "I Traveled to a Diner in Trump Country to Write Another Article on Whether the President's Supporters Still Want to, Quote, 'Smash My Libtard Face In.'") Some critics on the left argued that empathy was perfectly suited to a bland centrist complacency: a fixation on feelings with little action to show for it.

Empathy has had a strange journey over the last decade. It has been variously assailed as too parochial, too indiscriminate, too feeble, too powerful. It has also been held out as the key to kindness and a bulwark against atrocity. How did empathy become so politically fraught?

The Empathy Muscle

The word "empathy" has its own curious history. It first appeared in English in 1908, as a translation of Einfuhlung, meaning "in-feeling" or "feeling into," a term from German aesthetics. But the idea it more typically conveys -- imagining oneself into the feelings of someone else -- was already in circulation. In the 18th century, Adam Smith used the word "sympathy" to refer to that capacity to think about another person "and become in some measure the same person with him, and thence form some idea of his sensations, and even feel something which, though weaker in degree, is not altogether unlike them." His friend David Hume offered a similar definition.

A distinction between empathy and sympathy emerged sometime in the 20th century. Having sympathy for someone implied a certain distance, akin to pity; empathy became understood as something stronger, closer to identification. Susan Lanzoni, a historian of psychology, says that empathy became an "aspirational value" in postwar culture for Americans seeking "social harmony." Starting in the 1960s, the pioneering Black psychologist Kenneth Clark argued that the human capacity for empathy could counter the egocentric drive to accumulate power.

Clark, who testified in Brown v. Board about the harms of segregation, made distinctions between different kinds of empathy. What he called "chauvinistic empathy" was exceedingly common and potentially destructive; it extended only to other members of one's in-group (think presidents pardoning their families or supporters, or incels commiserating online). Instead, Clark championed "empathic reason," a merging of intelligence with a sensitivity to others. He warned that education had become "ruthlessly competitive and anxiety-producing -- in which the possibility of empathy, concern for one's classmate and the use of superior intelligence as a social trust are precluded."

Clark defined empathy as an essential tool for moral reasoning, a persistent idea in liberal politics. Jamil Zaki, a psychologist at Stanford, makes an analogous case in "The War for Kindness" (2019). Zaki says that empathy isn't a fixed trait; it can be exercised and trained, like a muscle. His book is feel-good and hopeful; one of his examples is a man named Tony, who belonged to the White Aryan Resistance before meeting a Jewish counselor who helped him chip away at his bigotry. Zaki says that persistence is key: "Through practice, we can grow our empathy and become kinder as a result."

Storytelling has long been offered as a training ground for our empathetic imaginations. Reading the Russians can help us become "more expansive, generous people"; readers of Dickens weep for Little Nell. George Eliot wanted her novels to leave her readers "better able to imagine and to feel the pains and the joys of those who differ from them in everything but the broad fact of being struggling, erring human creatures." The critic Roger Ebert called movies "a machine that generates empathy."

It's comforting to think that reading novels will be our salvation, that social transformation begins by reading a book. Yet whether experiences of art can translate into moral action is far from clear. In 2021, a British neo-Nazi was given a suspended sentence in exchange for a reading regimen; but his sentimental education -- he said he preferred Shakespeare to Jane Austen -- didn't stop him from resuming his neo-Nazi interests online.

The idea that fiction will enlarge our moral imagination is stubbornly seductive. As the novelist Zadie Smith once put it, "You can fool yourself writing novels that you're saving the world, you know, one by one, opening the hearts of people so they become better, but people's hearts can be opened extensively, and they can do nothing -- you have to be careful with that idea."

Loathe Thy Neighbor

It's one thing to think of empathy as a limited emotion. It's quite another to suggest that it's dangerous. In their books, Stuckey and Rigney start out insisting that they're not trying to stamp out empathy per se -- they oppose only "toxic" (Stuckey) or "untethered" (Rigney) versions, which trick Christians into tolerating abortion access and gay marriage. Giving the example of a 12-year-old raped by her stepfather, Rigney says that granting her request for an abortion is an example of the "empathetic myopia" that fuels "the culture of Death." Stuckey says that as much as she feels sorry for the undocumented Mexican mother detained by ICE after 14 years in the United States, "Scripture depicts walls, both literally and metaphorically, as a defense against disorder and evil."




"Like you, I want to be kind," Stuckey writes, "and any accusation that I may lack empathy hurts." (Could this be a plea for ... empathy?) But she says that being a loving Christian sometimes requires supporting policies that will cause others to suffer: "To love means to want what is best for a person, as God defines 'best.'" Rigney, too, knows what God wants, even if progressives try to bully him with "emotional blackmail": "Compassion is willing to be called 'heartless' in its pursuit of the true and lasting good of the afflicted." By the end of their books, both authors suggest that empathy as it exists is the work of the Devil and his minions.

Rigney's book is ultimately a manifesto; the cover features a cartoon of a smiling cloud holding a bomb. But he's keen to insist that his attention-getting provocations are intellectually grounded. Rigney cites "Against Empathy" (2016), by the psychologist and scholar Paul Bloom, a foundational book on the subject.

Rigney makes much of Bloom's argument that empathy too often functions like a "spotlight" to be a useful moral guide. As an emotion, it is parochial, biased and prone to distortions. Bloom says that it's psychologically impossible to feel the feelings of more than one or two people at a time.

But Bloom's book is very different from Rigney's. Bloom brings a dispassionate, utilitarian logic to his analysis of empathy, making the case for combining more reason with a "diffuse compassion." Dealing with climate change, for example, requires more abstract thinking about the future than empathy for those harmed by higher gas prices in the here and now.

"Against Empathy" is a fascinating and invigorating book. In a chapter on "Violence and Cruelty," Bloom entertains the notion that empathy can provide the "brakes," stopping someone from making others suffer in order to achieve what he or she wants. But he goes on to stress that "it's just as often the gas."




Yes, Bloom allows, people will commit atrocities because of "hatred and racial ideology and dehumanization." But he points out that atrocities are also motivated by empathy, which can be "sparked by stories told about innocent victims of these hated groups" (chauvinistic empathy in action). He mentions Donald Trump's campaign rhetoric in 2015, in which the candidate repeated the name of a woman murdered by an undocumented immigrant "to make vivid his talk of Mexican killers." Instead of more feeling, sound policy-making requires more thinking: "We are better off focusing on some things and not others in order to achieve certain good ends."

The Death of Thinking

The death of thinking, in fact, was what Arendt worried about in her work on totalitarianism. When she reported on the trial of the Nazi official Adolf Eichmann in Jerusalem, what struck her was his "thoughtlessness." At one point Eichmann declared that "he had lived his whole life according to Kant's moral precepts" -- a claim that was particularly outrageous to Arendt, who elsewhere wrote about Kant's concept of the "world citizen." Such citizenship was not, she maintained, a matter of "an enormously enlarged empathy" but something more rigorous: "One trains one's imagination to go visiting."

For Arendt, forming an opinion was an active process of "making present to my mind the standpoints of those who are absent." The critic Namwali Serpell, in a bravura 2019 essay, noted the similarities between Arendt's imaginative reasoning and the philosopher John Rawls's "veil of ignorance." Rawls posited that people who did not know whether they would be born Black or white, rich or poor, gay or straight would be motivated to build a society that would be accepted as just by the most vulnerable.

"The point is to inhabit the position, not the person," Serpell writes. Instead of feeling someone's pain, you try to grasp the larger mechanisms that cause someone to suffer. Rawls and Arendt were preoccupied not with feeling but with fairness -- an attempt to imagine the world one would want if one were born into a different situation.

For anyone committed to pluralism, this possibility will sound appealing. But you have to be committed to pluralism in the first place -- and you have to want to engage in the hard process of imaginative thinking. Cool, philosophical deliberations are valuable; they also seem, at this particular moment, ever more abstract. Official U.S. government accounts are posting memes mocking shackled migrants alongside mawkish, pastel-toned images of white pioneer families. Detainees are being sent to El Salvador, to South Sudan, to a detention center in the Everglades called Alligator Alcatraz. Instead of critiquing empathy as a tool for moral reasoning, anti-empathy warriors seem intent on obliterating any shared sense of common humanity.

I called Bloom to ask what he made of this development. He distinguished "Against Empathy" from "near neighbors to my view which are just calls for cruelty and bias."

"My book is a call for compassion, kindness and the ways in which empathy can get away from that," Bloom said. He added, "I worry that some people think, for whatever reason, 'I don't want to care about immigrants,' or 'I don't want to care about Africans.' And so what they say is, 'Well, I hear empathy is bad. So I guess that justifies me not caring.' But that's a terrible point to make."




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/07/18/books/review/empathy-paul-bloom-joe-rigney-hannah-arendt-allie-beth-stuckey.html
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Media Memo


Trump v. Murdoch Is an Odd Battle of Titans

The two are constrained by the thing that has kept them linked for a decade: their shared reliance on Fox News die-hards.


By Jim Rutenberg



Jul 22, 2025 at 11:29 PM




It was late afternoon on Monday when news broke that the White House was icing The Wall Street Journal from the pool of reporters who will travel with President Trump to Scotland this month. His press secretary made it clear that the move was retaliation for an article in The Journal, part of Rupert Murdoch's sprawling media business, about Mr. Trump's past relationship with the convicted sex offender Jeffrey Epstein.

Just an hour or so later, though, it was Trump-bolstering business as usual in another part of the Murdoch empire. Hosts of "The Five," the most popular program on Fox News, extolled the "golden age" that was Mr. Trump's second term. "47's got plenty of wins on his plate to boast about," one host, Sandra Smith, said. "And yet the Dems still won't give Trump credit." Another host, Greg Gutfeld, said Democrats were secretly "relieved that the golden age is here."

The war Mr. Trump is waging against Mr. Murdoch over The Journal's coverage, including a $10 billion lawsuit he filed on Friday, has been billed as a Battle of the Titans. Given their stature atop conservative politics and media, it is certainly that. In suing Mr. Murdoch, Mr. Trump, who has extracted multimillion-dollar settlements in suits against ABC News and CBS News, is taking on the most battle-tested, self-assured and politically astute mogul in media.

But the continued affection for Mr. Trump among Fox News hosts makes it clear that while this is a fight between giants, it is like nothing found in the works of Homer or Hesiod. That's because the two men are constrained by the one thing that has kept them linked across 10 years of personal comity and conflict: their shared need to please conservative Americans.

A taping of Fox News segment "The Five" during the Republican National Convention, in Milwaukee last year. Hiroko Masuike/The New York Times


For Mr. Murdoch, those conservatives are the most important constituency of his empire. They provide a committed base audience for Fox News -- his leading revenue generator -- and they expect the network to mirror their own loyalty to Mr. Trump in return. It explains why Fox News largely avoided repeating The Journal's scoop or saying much about Mr. Trump's lawsuit against The Journal.

Though loyalty to Mr. Trump among Fox viewers has so far appeared unshakable, Mr. Trump clearly wants to keep it that way. They are his core voters, many of them glued to Fox more than to the MAGA multiverse of social media and podcast influencers who make up the harder-edged, ideological wing of his movement.

Mr. Trump's appreciation for the Fox audience has been evident in his decision to populate his new administration with former Fox hosts and contributors. It has also shown up in the many Truth Social messages he has posted since he sued Mr. Murdoch directing his followers to watch Fox News segments.

Mr. Trump's ire is exclusively trained on Mr. Murdoch and The Journal for moving ahead with what Mr. Trump called a "fake" story, according to a person with knowledge of Mr. Trump's views about the feud. The article, which ran last Thursday, focused on a "bawdy" birthday message The Journal said Mr. Trump sent to Mr. Epstein in 2003.

Mr. Trump, this person said, considers Fox News -- and for that matter, The New York Post, another business owned by Mr. Murdoch -- to be in a separate, friendlier category, where he has warm relations with various personalities.

That helps explain why even as Mr. Trump filed his suit on Friday he wrote on Truth Social: "Everybody should watch Sean Hannity tonight. He really gets it!" (What Mr. Hannity got that evening: Mr. Trump's was "the single most consequential, transformational presidency in our lifetime.")

Mr. Hannity, who is happy to acknowledge his admiration for his friend, has avoided mentioning the Journal article on his show. But another Murdoch-world friendly, Miranda Devine at The New York Post, went so far as to call the article a "nothingburger."

The relationship between Mr. Trump and Mr. Murdoch has always been complicated. When Mr. Trump first told Mr. Murdoch that he was running for president, at a lunch at Mr. Murdoch's New York offices, Mr. Murdoch didn't hide his skepticism. Mr. Murdoch did not see Mr. Trump as a president.

For Rupert Murdoch, conservatives are the most important constituency of his empire, providing a loyal audience for Fox News, his most important revenue source. Vincent Alban/The New York Times


The Fox News audience thought otherwise, Mr. Murdoch soon discovered. And as someone who built his empire by giving his customers what they want, he came on board as network hosts rallied to help place Mr. Trump in the White House in 2016.

An awkward friendship blossomed, as both came to enjoy gossiping and comparing notes over the phone -- satisfying Mr. Murdoch's thirst for access to the Oval Office and Mr. Trump's craving for acceptance from his fellow billionaire conservative.

But the 2020 election wedged them apart anew. Mr. Trump was furious at Mr. Murdoch for refusing to block Fox News's projection that Mr. Trump had lost the pivotal state of Arizona. Mr. Murdoch was furious at Mr. Trump's stolen-election conspiracies, which drew sympathetic coverage among some Fox hosts and resulted in a $787.5 million payout to settle a defamation suit from Dominion Voting Systems, a company at the center of the false narrative.

The two did not speak for a long period after the election as Mr. Murdoch's outlets lined up behind a would-be challenger to Mr. Trump, Gov. Ron DeSantis of Florida. But the audience still wanted Mr. Trump, forcing the two back together last year.

Mr. Murdoch was on the dais at Mr. Trump's second inauguration and appeared with the president before cameras inside the Oval Office in early February. Even then, though, there were some signs of the tension that has exploded into view in the past week.

Speaking with reporters as Mr. Murdoch sat nearby, Mr. Trump called the media mogul one of the "most talented people in the world." But then a reporter in the room asked the president about an editorial in The Journal that accused him of starting "The Dumbest Trade War in History." It was one of many critical editorials The Journal, whose opinion page has long favored free trade and an opposition to tariffs, has published on the administration's economic policy and other topics.

Mr. Trump grimaced and said of Mr. Murdoch: "I'm going to have to talk to him about that." He added, "I've been right over The Wall Street Journal many times."

In the weeks that followed, The Journal's editorial board expressed numerous other criticisms of the administration, even as it offered praise at times, too. It called Mr. Trump's decision to pull security for several former national security officials "a new low"; gave him a new name, "Tariff Man"; asked if he would "please take a summer vacation for the good of the nation"; and suggested that the Federal Communications Commission was operating as Mr. Trump's "personal protection racket."

The two men continued to talk on the phone throughout, trading information and gossip. A pivotal interaction, though, came last week, with The Journal's reporting on Mr. Epstein. Mr. Trump has said he directly asked Mr. Murdoch to spike the article, arguing that it wasn't true. Mr. Murdoch, in Mr. Trump's telling, said he would "take care of it." (Mr. Murdoch's representatives declined to comment on that assertion.)

Mr. Murdoch, though, has shown a pattern of refusing to intervene to kill his journalists' stories. Dow Jones, The Journal's parent company, expressed "full confidence in the rigor and accuracy of our reporting" and vowed to "vigorously defend against any lawsuit."

That leaves many progressives and First Amendment advocates looking to an unlikely protagonist. "Is this what we have come to," Tina Brown, the author and former top magazine editor, wrote this week, "depending on Rupert Murdoch to stand up for press freedom?" She predicted he would, but the ultimate outcome may depend on the viewers-slash-voters who are so central to Mr. Murdoch's and Mr. Trump's power.
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As the Dollar Slides, the Euro Is Picking Up Speed

The euro has been gaining steam as investors seek new havens during geopolitical turmoil.

Video: 



By Eshe Nelson
Reporting from London


Jul 22, 2025 at 04:55 PM

The chaotic rollout of President Trump's tariffs has prompted investors to question long-held assumptions about the safety and stability of the U.S. dollar, which has plunged in value this year. In the hunt for alternatives, many have turned to the euro.

The euro has risen more than 11 percent against the dollar since the start of the year, reaching its highest level in four years, at $1.18. The euro has also gained against other major currencies over that period, including the Japanese yen, British pound, Canadian dollar and South Korean won, suggesting that its strength is more than a reflection of the dollar's weakness.

Christine Lagarde, the president of the European Central Bank, said this moment was an opportunity for the euro to gain global clout.

"We are witnessing a profound shift in the global order: Open markets and multilateral rules are fracturing, and even the dominant role of the U.S. dollar, the cornerstone of the system, is no longer certain," she wrote last month.

The dollar's role as the world's reserve currency gives the United States an "exorbitant privilege" -- a term coined begrudgingly by a French politician in the 1960s. Because investors, governments and central banks around the world seek the safe, predictable returns of dollar-denominated assets like Treasury bonds, there is a robust, built-in demand for dollars. That makes it easier for the U.S. government to borrow and boosts the spending power of American consumers.

The eurozone, which is made up of the 20 countries that use the euro and rivals the United States in terms of size and wealth, has never attracted investors in the same way. The euro ranks a distant second to the dollar in global use.

The euro's recent rise is a major reversal from just three years ago, when it dropped to parity with the dollar because investors feared the damage of surging inflation and Russia's invasion of Ukraine. And it is a world away from the eurozone debt crisis last decade, when at times the currency union seemed at risk of crumbling.

As welcome as the euro's recovery from those episodes has been -- the euro is trading near a record high against the currencies of dozens of major trading partners -- it is also possible to have too much of a good thing.



As money flows into the euro and euro-denominated assets like German government bonds, economists and executives warn that the currency's strength could hurt exporters. They are already contending with Mr. Trump's tariffs, which make their goods more expensive for buyers abroad, as well as increased competition from Chinese rivals in key markets.

"Further euro strength is likely to be self-defeating," said Valentin Marinov, a currency strategist at Credit Agricole, a French bank. Exports were already likely to weaken and become a drag on the eurozone economy because of U.S. tariffs and European government policies that would encourage more imports.

After a surge in energy prices led to years of fighting to bring inflation down, the European Central Bank, which sets interest rates for the eurozone, now faces the prospect that inflation could be too low.

The bank forecasts inflation to average 1.6 percent next year, notably below its 2 percent target. That's partly because of the impact of a strong euro, which makes imports cheaper.

Some policymakers have said there is a risk that sluggish inflation will become entrenched, which is a familiar problem for the region. For nearly a decade until 2021, the central bank kept its key interest rates below zero in hopes of spurring faster economic growth and encouraging prices to rise steadily. That, policymakers hoped, would feed through to higher wage growth and better living standards.

E.C.B. officials are expected to keep interest rates steady when they meet this week, but analysts are adding to bets that they could cut rates again later this year, if the economic outlook darkens or the euro's strength pushes inflation forecasts even lower. Reducing interest rates tends to weaken a currency, but the euro's recent strength has come, notably, as the E.C.B. cut rates eight times in a year.

Luis de Guindos, the vice president of the central bank, said that if the euro climbed above $1.20, that "would be much more complicated."

Christine Lagarde, president of the European Central Bank, said the dollar's "dominant" role in the global financial system "is no longer certain." Thomas Lohnes/Getty Images


Some big European companies have warned about the effect of the strong currency on their earnings, especially in export-heavy Germany.

SAP, a software firm that recently became Europe's most valuable public company, said every one-cent increase in the euro-dollar exchange rate results in a 30 million-euro decline in revenues, without currency hedges. Adidas, the sportswear brand, said a strong euro had "negative translation effects" on its overseas sales. Daimler, a truck maker, said fluctuations in the euro-dollar rate "could significantly impact" its financial performance.

Where the euro goes next is hard to predict.

Analysts surveyed by Bloomberg expect the euro to continue strengthening, to $1.21 next year. But Mr. Marinov of Credit Agricole said he believed that traders had gotten ahead of themselves: He expects the euro to fall back toward $1.10 next year.

The currency's rally this year does not necessarily mean there will be a lasting shift toward the euro, in which it accounts for a larger share of central banks' reserves or is used in more cross-border payments.

Ms. Lagarde of the E.C.B. said seizing the moment for a "global euro" would take a concerted effort to bolster the bloc's fragmented economy, streamline its governance and deepen its capital markets, among other things.

"A step towards greater international prominence for our currency will not happen by default: It must be earned," she said.




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/07/22/business/euro-dollar-currency-tariffs.html
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A Risky Plan Made in America

Jacob Long bet his family, his livelihood and his personal philosophy about American craftsmanship on a textile mill in Connecticut.

Video: 



By Steven Kurutz
Visuals by Jillian Freyer
Steven Kurutz is the author of "American Flannel," a book about American-made apparel, a topic he has covered at The Times for a decade. He reported this article from Stafford Springs, Conn.


Jun 04, 2025 at 03:45 PM

On a recent afternoon, Jacob Long gave a tour of the Connecticut wool mill that has become his biggest investment, his life's mission and an unrelenting source of worry.

A factory building murkily lit even in daylight, the vast space contains 40 high-speed looms, as well as decommissioned spinning equipment that was thrown in when he bought the mill 11 years ago even though he had no experience in textile manufacturing.

Mr. Long, 54, talks quickly and bounds rather than walks. More than one colleague described him as the Energizer Bunny. He wears slim-fitting dress shirts, slim-cut trousers and chunky, stylish eyeglasses. Having worked as a banker in Europe for 25 years, he now comes off as a stranger in his own country: He speaks fluent Italian and sometimes struggles to come up with the American word or phrase to describe something.

He led the way past the old, idle equipment to a prized new machine, a German-made sample warper that cost $300,000. It was an essential part of his grand plan to revive America's craft textile heritage -- and finally make a profit.

"I convinced my wife to sell her last apartment in Italy to buy this machine," Mr. Long said, adding with a nervous laugh: "Please don't talk to my wife."

For a decade, Mr. Long has been delivering a well-worn -- and largely ignored -- sales pitch for his improbable venture, comparing it to the craft breweries that uplifted local economies with an emphasis on quality over quantity.

When he bought the mill over a decade ago, Jacob Long made a bet that big brands would jump at the chance to work with an American textile maker. Things haven't quite turned out that way.


Now the man seems to have finally met the moment, as the tariffs imposed by the Trump administration have renewed conversations about the reshoring of many U.S. industries, including apparel. But so far, the country's textile manufacturers say they haven't seen much benefit to their bottom lines or a change in public perception.

It feels like a long shot. The U.S. textile industry has been in secular decline for half a century, as apparel production moved to lower-cost countries like China and Vietnam. The domestic supply chain for wool is nearly extinct: Perhaps fewer than five woolen mills capable of spinning yarn, weaving fabrics and finishing fabrics are still operating. Mr. Long's firm, American Woolen Company, is one of them.

For Mr. Long, the stakes are personal. His investors include his father, his in-laws and his Italian wife, whom he persuaded to sell everything they owned and relocate to the United States.

He bought the plant from Loro Piana, the Italian luxury firm renowned for making some of the world's most beautiful fabrics. After 25 years, the company had closed it and laid off all the workers because many of its customers had gone out of business. If the fashion industry's most celebrated weaver couldn't make the economics work, how would one man with no experience?

"I put my family in a very uncomfortable situation," Mr. Long said. "I put myself in an uncomfortable situation."

Mr. Long, 54, is the custodian of roughly 475,000 square feet of manufacturing space in Stafford Springs, Conn., including a wool mill dating from 1842; a trolley depot built in 1899; and the original Warren mill from 1853.


'Soup and sauces, or textiles?'

On Good Friday, Mr. Long took the train three hours to Kennedy Airport in New York and boarded a plane for Venice. He was traveling to spend the Easter holiday with his wife and two children, before flying back to his spartan rental apartment in Hartford, Conn.

To understand why Mr. Long is currently living apart from his family -- and why he commutes 4,000 miles to see them every other month -- it is helpful to rewind a decade or so, to 2013.

That fall, at a cafe in Milan, Mr. Long was having a drink with an Italian colleague from the world of investment banking. The colleague, he remembers, said something like: "Our client has a textile mill in Connecticut that they're looking to sell. You're American. Would you happen to know anybody who would want to buy it?"

Mr. Long was restless in his finance career and during his years in Europe had become enamored with Italian craft manufacturing. His investment portfolio included a Tuscan winery, and he was trying to wrangle the funds to buy a distressed firm in the region of Veneto that made fish soups and sauces.

Riding home on his bicycle after the drink, Mr. Long wondered: "'Do I want to do fish soup and sauces, or do I want to do textiles?'"

He spent the next six months reading everything he could about textile manufacturing and made five trips to see the mill, which is 30 minutes northeast of Hartford in the small town of Stafford Springs. A woolen mill had operated there since 1842. Loro Piana, which bought the facility in 1988, poured more than $30 million into the operation to modernize the machinery, and brought over from Italy a textile engineer, Giuseppe Monteleone, to train the local workers and run the plant.

Video: 

Fabric being washed before it is dyed and finished.

Had Mr. Long been evaluating the deal with the cold eye of a banker, he might have run away. But a dream had taken hold in him, and despite everything going against U.S. textile manufacturers, he couldn't shake it. In his envisioning, he would turn a commodity product -- fabric for clothing -- into a specialty good, as he'd seen European brands do with success. He would "tell the world that made in America in textiles and apparel can work."

Most of all, Mr. Long bet that big apparel brands like J. Crew, Brooks Brothers and Ralph Lauren would see the value of American production, sign on as customers and make his 19th-century woolen mill -- and the broader U.S. textile industry -- prosperous again.

So in the fall of 2014, Mr. Long and his wife, Federica Zagolin, settled with their children in a suburb of Boston, and he began commuting three hours each day to and from Stafford Springs. (Ms. Zagolin did not return an interview request for this article.)

Mr. Long found himself the custodian of roughly 475,000 square feet of manufacturing space. Next to the local bank and one block from the town hall are several brick buildings that run up a gentle hill like a living history museum: a wool mill dating from 1842; a trolley depot built in 1899 that is now used as an equipment warehouse; and another production building from 1853, which houses a yarn-spinning plant.

There is also the more modern weaving plant built by Loro Piana in another part of town. Mr. Long even owns two reservoirs, with rights to divert water from a brook for use in his factory.

Immediately, Mr. Long felt the weight of responsibility owed to the town, the mill and the work force of about 50 men and women, many of whom had been laid off by Loro Piana and called back to work by American Woolen.

Bags of raw wool Jillian Freyer for The New York Times

 Jillian Freyer for The New York Times

 Jillian Freyer for The New York Times

 Jillian Freyer for The New York Times

Clockwise from top left: bales of raw wool, fabric dyes, and the drying and inspecting of the fabric -- always by hand -- when it's completed. 

The first reality check came when none of Loro Piana's existing clients agreed to work with American Woolen. "Everybody told us they were buying from us," Mr. Long said. "Nobody did."

He poured all his energy and boyish charm into winning new contracts, imagining that many would jump at the chance to work with a local mill and attach a "Made in the U.S.A." label to their designs. Instead, he found himself sitting in the lobbies of New York fashion brands with his sample book of fabrics waiting for meetings that sometimes never came.

"I'd be told by the secretary, 'It's been three hours. I don't think they're going to see you,'" Mr. Long said, laughing.

The apparel industry is fickle, competitive and, above all, cost conscious. Every few months, Mr. Long said, American Woolen would get interest from brands like J. Crew, Brooks Brothers and Timberland, all of which eventually became clients. But these labels and their competitors were also getting cheaper fabric abroad, or buying Italian fabric because "Made in Italy" tends to be more of a selling point for U.S. consumers -- a problem Loro Piana probably faced when it tried to sell American-made fabrics from the Connecticut mill.

With payroll to meet, drafty factory buildings to heat and very little revenue, American Woolen was bleeding money every month. This went on for years.

The issue was never quality: Many American Woolen workers were trained by Loro Piana on expensive Italian machines and are experts at producing luxurious fabric. And Mr. Long had succeeded in luring Mr. Monteleone, 62, the gifted engineer, back from Italy to run the mill as vice president of production operations.

Inside those old buildings, Mr. Long had what amounted to a Ferrari, certainly as compared with the fallen state of many U.S. textile mills, but he couldn't seem to make the fashion industry care.

"The low point -- and this was a low point -- came in 2017 at a trade show in Chicago," he said. "A suit manufacturer looked at me and said: 'Jacob, you know what we need from you? We need an Italian-designed cloth offered at a Chinese price point, but made in America."

"Everybody told us they were buying from us," Mr. Long said, referring to Loro Piana's former clients at the mill. "Nobody did."


In the red

Mr. Long is nothing if not persistent. His father, John H. Long, a retired lawyer and the former chairman and chief executive of Fluid Power, which made hydraulic components for companies like Caterpillar, tells a story about his son.

As a boy, Mr. Long participated in a bike race at a local park. "Jacob had this run-down bicycle," his father said. "The tires were almost flat. And he beat everybody. He was that way about everything. He would work and work and work."

The elder Mr. Long says he has watched how the mill has stressed and aged his son.

"He's had the unenviable task of nobody wanting to listen to his story," the father said. "I've watched his hair gray."

By 2020, six years into his quixotic decision to uproot his life and buy an old mill, Mr. Long's hard work had yielded little gains.

Video: 

A worker tacking fabric--that is, sewing it together -- before applying a flannel finish.

That same year, the coronavirus pandemic forced American Woolen to shut down, while two important clients, Brooks Brothers and J. Crew, filed for bankruptcy. It was a period of soul-searching for Mr. Long, who would come into his silent factory every day to guard against vandals and think.

He sought to understand what he'd done wrong. With his fabric offerings, he realized, he had tried to knock off the Italians to appeal to U.S. labels.

Going forward, Mr. Long decided, American Woolen would be true to itself -- a New England mill with a focus on the heavyweight fabrics that reflected the region's culture and fashion heritage.

"Everything was coming into focus," Mr. Long said. "I don't need to have an Italian color palette. I need a New England color palette. New England is luxury but durable. Be in New England."

A year before the pandemic, American Woolen had won a U.S. military contract to produce the fabric for Army service dress uniforms.

The government work, which would grow to include blanket fabric orders for West Point cadets and broadcloth for the Air Force bridge coat, created something American Woolen had never had: a stable foundation of business onto which Mr. Long could layer commercial clients.

Washing fabrics after their dye baths.

A worker loading yarn onto a beam for weaving.


Giuseppe Monteleone, the textile engineer who originally came to work at the Connecticut mill at the behest of Loro Piana. Now he is the vice president of production operations at American Woolen.


Smaller, independent fashion brands had also begun to discover there was a former Loro Piana mill in rural Connecticut that was still operating.

"It was so epic. That mill, that space," Jacob Hurwitz, the co-founder of the Pennsylvania-based men's wear label American Trench, said of his first visit to Stafford Springs, in 2015. "The Italian and Swiss machinery combined with this very old building -- I knew it was special."

The orders these independent labels placed were modest, under 1,000 yards in some cases. Mr. Hurwitz purchased American Woolen fabric for baseball caps and later a wool trench coat.

But Mr. Long gladly took the work, and found that these younger entrepreneurs spoke the same language about craft, heritage and American-made goods.

"We produce everything domestically and always try to find domestic components when we can," said Challen Brill, director of design and development for Nashville-based Imogene + Willie.

Initially, Imogene + Willie hired American Woolen to develop fabric for a wool chore coat. Then came wool blankets woven at the mill, which sold out two consecutive seasons, followed by a hided jacket for women and fabric for a quilted down jacket.

Video: 

Sewing the ends together to create a continuous fabric loop.

Evan Helle, whose family operates a sheep ranch in Montana and founded the label Duckworth to turn their wool into rugged clothing, said he was grateful that American Woolen made it possible for his flannels and jackets to be made entirely in the United States, from sheep to shirt.

"American manufacturing is so tired, so beat down, so old," said Mr. Helle, before adding of Mr. Long: "We're trying to give him as many orders for yarn as we can. Nobody in the wool industry has more passion than Jacob."

Brands such as Weather Wool, Warren, The Iron Snail, Chatham blankets and New England Shirt Company, which work with American Woolen and are all based in the northeast, have created the regional supply chain of which Mr. Long had long dreamed.

Some of these clients have highlighted American Woolen in their marketing, helping to raise the mill's profile.

"Those smaller brands, if you get enough of their business, it's good," said Mr. Long, who rattled off other clients, including Stormy Kromer, a Michigan-based label that makes heritage outerwear, and Big Woods Buck, which makes clothing to outfit participants on hunting tours. "We are working to achieve their aesthetic."

A pile of bison wool awaits processing.


More than a decade into his adventure of becoming a U.S. textile manufacturer, Mr. Long has risked it all, personally and financially. Last summer, his wife and two children moved back to Italy, putting an ocean between him and his family. With the mill at least, he seems to have turned a corner.

"We are in the red, but we see a solid path to profitability now," he said. "I don't want to say it's the Trump tariffs, I don't know, but the last 18 to 24 months, we're busy."

Though he's grateful for the military work and the independent brands that have kept the looms running, Mr. Long hasn't given up on landing one of the big names in American fashion. Such a high-volume client could not only transform his bottom line, but make a statement about the resurgence of American craft.

The new sample warper that Mr. Long bought from the sale of his wife's apartment allows American Woolen to make small runs of fabric quickly, to ensure quality and design specs before a substantial order is placed.

That afternoon, the fabric being woven on the machine was for Ralph Lauren.




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/06/04/fashion/american-woolen-textiles-jacob-long.html
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Sharing a Bed With Your Kid? It's Totally Normal in Asia.

Bed sharing tends to be unpopular and contentious in the United States. But in many Asian countries, the question is often not whether to do it, but when to stop.

Erin Lim, second from right, and Tommy Kim in their bedroom with their sons in Seoul this month.



By Mike Ives
Mike Ives, who reported from Seoul and Singapore, shares a bed with his kids.


Jul 22, 2025 at 05:00 AM

In the United States and some other Western countries, many parents wince at the idea of sharing a bed with their young child on a regular basis.

But in other places, long-term bed sharing through infancy, toddlerhood and beyond is seen as totally normal. For many families in Asia, in particular, the question is not whether to do it, but when to stop.

How and where young children sleep is a big deal for the whole family. It can have implications for an infant's safety and a child's development. It can also affect parental sleep, intimacy and mental health, and can influence how families configure their homes.

Ho Kin Ing, right, and her husband Tan Peng Yong with their daughters at home in Singapore. Ore Huiying for The New York Times


In South Korea, many parents bed share because they want to savor a close relationship with young children "who one day won't need them anymore," said Inae Kim, an office manager in Seoul. She sleeps in two adjacent king-size beds with her husband and their two girls, ages 5 and 7.

"They want to enjoy the moment," Ms. Kim, 40, said over an iced latte in her high-rise apartment complex. Though her girls slept in cribs until they were 6 months old, they've grown up bed sharing with their parents.

In the West, and especially in the United States, bed sharing tends to be unpopular and contentious. That is partly because the American Academy of Pediatrics and other experts warn that it can be unsafe for infants 6 months of age or younger.

Many Western parents put infants to sleep in cribs or beds in a separate room -- often using a practice known as "sleep training," in which infants are taught to sleep independently. Modern ideas about separating mothers and babies at night have their roots in campaigns by "Victorian-era influencers" in Britain and the United States, according to "How Babies Sleep," a book published this year by the anthropologist Helen Ball.

Even though there isn't much scientific literature on bed sharing, studies generally show that the practice is far more common in Asia than in the West. (Other regions where bed sharing is popular, including Latin America, aren't as well studied, experts say.)

Sleeping arrangements in a bed-sharing family's home in Singapore. Ore Huiying for The New York Times

How and where young children sleep can influence how families configure their homes. Ore Huiying for The New York Times


One multicountry survey of parents of infants and toddlers from 2010 found that bed-sharing rates were over 60 percent in China, Japan and South Korea, and over 70 percent in India and parts of Southeast Asia. The rates in Australia, Canada, New Zealand and the United States ranged from 5 to 15 percent.

Country-level studies since then have broadly reinforced some of those findings, although a 2015 survey in the United States found that 37 percent of mothers "rarely or sometimes" bed shared and 24 percent of them "often or always" did.

Bed-sharing rates in the West may be higher than such figures suggest because stigma around the practice linked to safety concerns in infancy leads some parents to underreport it, said Professor Ball, the director of an infancy and sleep center at Durham University in Britain.

"I think bed sharing is a much more normal strategy than Westerners recognize," she said.

In parts of Asia, motivations for bed sharing vary by place and by family. Some are extremely practical.

Children playing at a fountain in Seoul this month. Woohae Cho for The New York Times


Some parents in Seoul, a city where many families live in high-rises, share beds with infants because they worry that sleep training them would lead to crying and wake the neighbors, Ms. Kim said.

In Hong Kong, where apartments are notoriously small, many families don't have extra rooms to put their children in, said Vicky Tsang, who runs breastfeeding support groups in the Chinese territory. She said it is common for bed sharing to last through primary school.

"The space problem is the big factor," she said.

But practical considerations don't always fully explain why bed sharing is popular.

In some Asian societies, many couples prioritize the mother-child bond over their own sleep health and marital relationships, said Heejung Park, a professor of psychology at Scripps College in California who has studied bed sharing in the region.

In other cases, parents who grew up in bed-sharing households can't imagine a different sleeping arrangement.

Erin Lim's sons playing on their parents' bed in Seoul. Woohae Cho for The New York Times

The boys have their own room but their mother keeps a small bed for them in her bedroom. Woohae Cho for The New York Times


"It's so common that no one thinks, 'Is it uncommon?'" said Erin Lim, 39, an entrepreneur in Seoul who grew up in a three-generation household where she slept in the same room as her parents.

Ms. Lim said that she stopped sharing a bed with her older son when he was 4, and with her younger son when he was 2. Now the boys are 9 and 5, and they have their own room. But she still keeps a small bed in her bedroom for if -- and when -- they wander back in.

In India, the cultural attachment to bed sharing is so deep that it tends to persist even among urban elites who are exposed to "Western sleep training culture," said Himani Dalmia, a sleep specialist in New Delhi who runs a support group for parents and shares a bed with her children, 7 and 9.

She said she sometimes gets calls from Indian parents abroad who can't find the sleep advice they're looking for.

"Look," they tell her. "We want to bed share, and we can't talk to anyone here about that."

Himani Dalmia, second from left, and Akash Premsen, right, with their daughters at their home in New Delhi in June. Saumya Khandelwal for The New York Times


One apparent exception in the region is Singapore, a wealthy city-state where reported bed sharing rates are lower than in other East and Southeast Asian countries. Sleep training seems to be increasingly popular there, and some Singaporean parents are reluctant to admit to bed sharing, said Elaine Chow, the president of a local breastfeeding support group.

"Sometimes, if they do mention it, they will mention it kind of guiltily," she said.

Ho Kin Ing, who shares a bed in Singapore with her three girls -- 2, 3 and 6 -- said that she and her husband once felt significant social pressure to sleep train as they browsed online parenting forums.

"I had a lot of influence and information, and not a lot of intuition," Ms. Ho, 33, said during an interview in her high-rise apartment. "But I guess that, over the years, that intuition part started to strengthen a little bit."

Her husband, Tan Peng Yong, 37, said they didn't regret choosing to bed share.

"To be woken up by your kids is one of the best feelings ever," he said, sitting next to a toy bus and a Mrs. Potato Head doll. "Even when they hit you in the face."

Ms. Ho and her husband, Tan Peng Yong, preparing their daughters for bed in their living room in Singapore. Ore Huiying for The New York Times


Social pressure around sleeping arrangements can cut the other way, too.

In some East Asian societies, choosing not to bed share can be seen as "harsh parenting," Dr. Park said. In her study on sleeping habits in Japan, some mothers said they felt compelled to do it in order to conform to social norms around maternal responsibility.

Ms. Kim, the mother of two in Seoul, knows the feeling. She sleeps better without her kids in the bed, she said. But her husband insists on family bed sharing because he sees it as essential for a close relationship with his daughters.

Some of Ms. Kim's friends have children who stayed in the family bed until age 12, even at the expense of their parents' sleep quality and sex lives. That would be too much for her, she said. So she and her husband have decided that their girls will move into what is now their playroom in about two years.

Whether that will happen on schedule is an open question. The plan is to install bunk beds, Ms. Kim said with a laugh, but neither girl wants to sleep on top.

"It's kind of scary to think about falling off," she said.




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/07/22/world/asia/bed-sharing-parents-children-sleep-asia.html
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Facing Outcry Over Corruption, Zelensky Says He Will Reverse Course

President Volodymyr Zelensky signed a bill limiting two Ukrainian anticorruption agencies. After street protests and other criticism, he said he would propose a new law restoring their independence.

Video: Thousands Protest After Ukraine Weakens Anticorruption Agencies

The protests in Kyiv erupted after the Ukrainian Parliament voted to toughen restrictions on two anticorruption agencies at the center of the government's reform drive.


By Andrew E. Kramer
Reporting from Kyiv, Ukraine


Jul 23, 2025 at 12:19 PM

Facing growing domestic pressure, President Volodymyr Zelensky of Ukraine on Wednesday said he would reverse course on his crackdown on the country's independent anticorruption agencies.

On Tuesday, he signed into law a bill giving Ukraine's prosecutor general -- who is appointed by the president -- new power over the agencies, the National Anti-Corruption Bureau of Ukraine and a specialized prosecutorial office that pursued its cases.

In a video address on Wednesday, he said he would submit a new bill to Parliament to restore independence to the agencies, which were created after street protests in 2014 ushered in a pro-Western government.

As Parliament went into recess on Wednesday, it was unclear when it would consider Mr. Zelensky's proposal.

It was a fast about-face to a series of events that has brought Mr. Zelensky some of the harshest criticism of his leadership since the start of the war with Russia. To his critics, the move to assert control over the agencies appeared to be an effort to shore up his grip on political power at a perilous moment for Ukraine as Russian troops continued to advance on the battlefield.

Instead, the move touched off the first street protests against Mr. Zelensky's administration in more than three years of the full-scale war, breaking a wartime taboo on open political opposition.

It also prompted a rebuke from allies and apparently caused divisions within his government, all worrying signs for Ukraine just as Mr. Zelensky had smoothed relations with the Trump administration.

After their creation, the two agencies became centerpieces of Ukrainians' aspirations to rid their country of corruption and join the European Union. They were intended partly to safeguard foreign aid and were strongly backed by countries providing financial assistance to Ukraine and by the International Monetary Fund.

Thousands of people gather in the western Ukrainian city of Lviv to protest moves by President Volodymyr Zelensky's government to weaken anticorruption institutions, on Wednesday. Finbarr O'Reilly for The New York Times


Recently, the agencies have been looking into people in Mr. Zelensky's circle. On Monday, the country's security services raided the agencies' offices, saying they had been infiltrated by Russian intelligence. The security services also searched homes of investigators, accusing several of having ties to Russia.

Earlier on Wednesday, Mr. Zelensky defended the law, saying additional control over the agencies was necessary for removing "Russian influence" from them. Critics say little plausible evidence of Russian infiltration has been made public.

"The anticorruption infrastructure will continue to work, only without Russian influence," Mr. Zelensky said. "That must be cleansed."

But the result of these moves has been some of the harshest criticism of Mr. Zelensky's leadership since the start of the war.

"Now is the moment when martial law and unfortunately the realities of the war are being abused by Zelensky to monopolize his power," said Daria Kaleniuk, a prominent anticorruption activist, in a telephone interview. The goal, she said, was to "silence those who criticize him, dismantle anticorruption institutions and marginalize political opponents."

Several thousand protesters gathered late on Tuesday in Kyiv and other cities, despite risks of missile attacks, to protest the new law, many waving signs hastily written on pieces of cardboard. Dmytro Koziatynsky, a war veteran who organized the protests, called on Ukrainians to come out again on Wednesday evening. "This is not what I fought for," he said in an interview.

President Volodymyr Zelensky of Ukraine is facing growing pressure over a new law to curtail agencies that fight graft. Antonio Masiello/Getty Images


Despite Mr. Zelensky's promise of a policy reversal, thousands of protesters turned out Wednesday evening on a street near his presidential office.

His critics say the president had already overstepped his authority under the martial law imposed since the Russian invasion, including by investigating or imposing financial restrictions on media organizations, nongovernmental groups and opposition politicians.

The weakening of the anticorruption agencies was the latest in a string of steps he has taken to consolidate his power, they say. The agencies had been investigating senior members of his government, including a deputy prime minister, Oleksiy Chernyshov, who was charged with corruption on June 23 after being accused of taking kickbacks in a real estate deal.

Cracks appeared in his administration over the issue. The director of Ukraine's military intelligence agency, Gen. Kyrylo Budanov, one of the most senior security officials in Ukraine's wartime leadership, posted a rare statement on domestic policy that notably did not endorse Mr. Zelensky's move.

The statement, posted on Facebook on Tuesday, did not directly condemn the law, but General Budanov called for Ukraine to maintain strong "institutions," particularly during the war. "I am certain that strong armed forces and institutions will save Ukraine," he wrote. He also called for unity.

In comments that contrasted with General Budanov's cryptic comments, Vasyl Malyuk, the head of the domestic intelligence agency, voiced his support for the new law in comments to Ukrainian journalists on Tuesday.

Mr. Malyuk characterized the independent agencies as having been unconstitutional. "Under the constitution, there can be only one general prosecutor in the country," he said.

In a show of unity, Mr. Zelensky on Wednesday met with the heads of the agencies and top law-enforcement officials, saying the gathering showed commitment to the new approach across the government. "Everybody will work together and on a political level we will support this," Mr. Zelensky said.

But after the meeting, the heads of the two formerly independent agencies issued a joint statement saying they could no longer effectively investigate top-level corruption, suggesting they did not see the matter as resolved.

Protesting in Kyiv on Wednesday night. Brendan Hoffman for The New York Times


Ukraine's main Western military backers and financial supporters in the Group of 7 issued a statement expressing concerns about the law.

"We all have a shared commitment to support transparency, independent institutions, and good governance, and we value our partnerships in Ukraine to combat corruption together," the statement on X said.

European leaders have pledged military and financial support to fill gaps left by the Trump administration, leaving little room for Europe or the United States to withhold funding to protest backsliding on corruption without risking Ukraine's loss in the war, analysts have said.

President Trump has a tense personal history with the Ukrainian agencies, which, analysts in Kyiv said, may have led Mr. Zelensky to believe his administration would not object to stripping their independence.

During Mr. Trump's first term, the same agencies had drawn sharp criticism from Mr. Trump's supporters, who accused the National Anti-Corruption Bureau of aiding the investigation into Russian meddling in the 2016 election.

Oleksandr Chubko contributed reporting from Kyiv.
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Deferring to Trump, Senate Pulls Back on New Russia Sanctions

Republican leaders said they were ready to vote as soon as this month on punishing penalties against Moscow but have paused after President Trump threatened to act unilaterally within weeks.

By pausing a push for new sanctions against Russia, the Senate has effectively frozen its effort to apply economic pressure on President Vladimir V. Putin.  Nanna Heitmann for The New York Times



By Robert Jimison
Reporting from the Capitol


Jul 23, 2025 at 03:38 PM

President Trump's threat to penalize Russia if it fails to reach a cease-fire with Ukraine has halted a bipartisan push in the Senate to impose harsh new sanctions on countries that do business with Moscow, effectively freezing an effort by Congress to apply overwhelming pressure on President Vladimir V. Putin.

The pause comes as Russia's summer offensive against Ukraine is gaining ground and is the latest instance of the Republican-led Congress deferring to Mr. Trump even on matters on which lawmakers in both parties hold strong views.

The legislation, cosponsored by Senators Lindsey Graham, a South Carolina Republican, and Richard Blumenthal, a Connecticut Democrat, has the backing of 83 other senators, reflecting a rare bit of consensus in a polarized Congress around targeting Moscow with exceedingly strong penalties. It would slap sanctions of a minimum of 500 percent on imports from Russia or from any country that buys Russian uranium or oil products.

But after initially saying the bill could come to a vote this month, Republican leaders have stepped back to allow Mr. Trump to pursue unilateral action. Their retreat came after the president said this month that he would impose tariffs of 100 percent on Russia and its trading partners if Mr. Putin did not agree to a cease-fire in 50 days -- a threat that some analysts and experts doubt Mr. Trump will act on.

"The president, I think, has decided to move sort of unilaterally on that front," Senator John Thune, Republican of South Dakota and the majority leader, said in an interview on Fox News, adding that Mr. Trump "understands what it's going to take to get the Russians to the table.

"We want to work with him and be partners on that," Mr. Thune added. "And when he green-lights the legislation, we'll move forward with it."

His comments underscored how even hawkish Republicans who are eager to ratchet up pressure on Mr. Putin are reluctant to assert Congress's prerogative to impose sanctions.

"The goal is to end the war honorably and quickly," said Mr. Graham, who has been one of the most outspoken voices calling for tougher measures against Russia. He praised Mr. Trump's timeline, which, if it holds, would lead to economic penalties on Moscow and countries that purchase Russian energy products starting the first week of September.

"We're on the clock now," Mr. Graham added.

His legislation would impose far more punishing penalties than the president has proposed. In particular, it would target countries like China and India, the largest purchasers of Russian oil, with what Mr. Graham and Mr. Blumenthal have spent months promoting as "bone crushing" sanctions.

"The president adopted the concept we've been pushing," Mr. Graham said, noting Mr. Trump's major shift from his earlier, more conciliatory tone toward Mr. Putin.

While Mr. Blumenthal spoke approvingly of Mr. Trump's vow to target the Russian economy that fuels its wartime operations, he said the legislation would be a more potent tool for doing so.

"This actually is good," Mr. Blumental said of the president's newfound willingness to penalize Moscow. "Our bill is better because it's not just a hammer; it's a sledgehammer, and it's stronger and sends a message of unity. So that's why we're going to keep pushing."

But the president does not like the idea of signing a bill that would effectively require that he take action against Russia. Negotiations on the bill between senators and the White House had become snagged over how much authority the president would have over the sanctions.

The bill includes standard language usually included in sanctions measures to allow the president to lift the penalties temporarily for national security reasons. But it would require him to impose them if he determined that Russia was refusing to negotiate a peace agreement with Ukraine, violating one, initiating another invasion of the country or overthrowing its government.

White House officials indicated in the talks that Mr. Trump did not want to be forced to do so. Instead, his threat to impose tariffs unilaterally has, for now, cut Congress out of the equation, and delayed any action against Mr. Putin by at least 50 days.

Some Republicans have quietly questioned the pause, given that the weeks leading up to Mr. Trump's announcement included some of the deadliest Russian strikes on the Ukrainian capital in nearly a year. But most appear willing to cede ground to Mr. Trump and view his pivot on Russia as progress.

"I've never been more pleased," Mr. Graham said of the president's announcement. "I am not going to fault President Trump for spending the time to try to get Putin to the table, to entice him to the table."
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Russia and Ukraine Met Again. Here's Where the Peace Talks Stand

The warring sides remain far apart after the third round of U.S.-brokered peace negotiations on Wednesday. But there was progress on humanitarian issues.

Members of the Russian, Turkish and Ukrainian delegations in Istanbul on Wednesday for the third round of peace talks. Murad Sezer/Reuters



By Anatoly Kurmanaev
Reporting from Istanbul


Jul 23, 2025 at 10:30 AM

Russian and Ukrainian officials met briefly in Istanbul on Wednesday for the latest round of talks aimed at ending their war.

As expected, neither side claimed a breakthrough.

"Regarding a cease-fire, we have not made progress yet," the head of the Ukrainian delegation, Rustem Umerov, told reporters after the meeting, which lasted about 40 minutes.

His Russian counterpart, Vladimir Medinsky, offered a similar assessment. He said the two sides discussed the lists of peace demands they had exchanged during their previous meeting, in June. But they made little progress on Wednesday.

"The positions are quite apart from each other," Mr. Medinsky told reporters in a separate briefing.

The two sides did expand informal communication channels and agreed to continue resolving humanitarian issues, such as exchanging more prisoners. This common ground, however narrow, is notable given the brutality of the fighting and the rarity of public diplomacy since the start of Russia's full-scale invasion of Ukraine in 2022.

What was discussed?

Both Kyiv and the Kremlin say they want to end the war. They just have very different views on what a peace agreement should look like.

Ukraine is demanding a full cease-fire before discussing a durable peace. Russia wants the opposite, insisting on agreeing to peace terms before halting its offensive.

These opposing views have shaped each side's approach to talks.

Ukraine is emphasizing the need for speed. Its delegation on Wednesday continued to press for a personal meeting between President Volodymyr Zelensky of Ukraine and his Russian counterpart, Vladimir V. Putin, to discuss ending the conflict. Ukraine has also reiterated its openness to a cease-fire.

Russia's advantage on the battlefield has convinced Mr. Putin that he has time to pursue negotiations slowly.

The Kremlin had rejected a meeting between Mr. Zelensky and Mr. Putin earlier this week, saying progress first needed to be made at a lower level. Mr. Medinsky on Wednesday repeated that argument.

Instead, Mr. Medinsky said the Russian side has proposed creating three working groups that would meet regularly to address the political, humanitarian and military aspects of the peace process. Mr. Medinsky said Ukrainian representatives had agreed to study that proposal.

Vladimir Medinsky, head of the Russian delegation, said the Kremlin is working to hand over the 339 Ukrainian children that Kyiv has asked Russia to return. Ozan Kose/Agence France-Presse -- Getty Images


What was achieved?

The two sides agreed to continue exchanging their citizens. This involves prisoners of war, bodies of fallen soldiers, and civilians forcefully removed or separated from their homeland during the fighting.

Mr. Medinsky said the two sides have agreed to exchange another 1,200 prisoners of war each, a figure that would double the number of soldiers swapped since the start of the talks in May.

Mr. Medinsky added that Russia has agreed to hand over another 3,000 bodies of killed Ukrainian soldiers. Since the start of the talks, Russia has claimed to have delivered 7,000 bodies of Ukrainian servicemen. Russia has received about 100 bodies of its soldiers back.

The difference in the numbers is caused by the nature of the fighting rather than the scale of the losses. The Russian Army is advancing, and collecting fallen soldiers from both sides.

Finally, Mr. Medinsky said the Kremlin is working to hand over the 339 Ukrainian children that Kyiv has asked Moscow to return. Ukraine has accused Russia of forcefully removing thousands of its children from the occupied territories and has used this issue to rally international support for its cause.

What do the two sides ultimately want?

Mr. Putin has said that his forces would not surrender their battlefield initiative unless Kyiv first agreed to a series of demands that include limits on its military and the acceptance of Russian annexation of Ukrainian territory.

But Mr. Zelensky has said his country would never curtail its sovereign decisions about its military nor recognize illegal changes to its borders.

So why are they even meeting?

Part of the answer is President Trump.

The American leader made ending the war in Ukraine one of his main foreign-policy campaign promises and has used threats and incentives to get the two sides to talk.

As a result, neither side has been willing to publicly abandon the peace process out of fear of antagonizing Mr. Trump and prompting him to take the other's side.

Ukraine is trying to maintain U.S. military support and economic sanctions against Russia. The Kremlin wants to minimize any new U.S. sanctions and keep Mr. Trump from delivering even deadlier weapons to Ukraine.

What's next?

Wednesday's meeting lasted about 40 minutes, likely not enough time for any detailed negotiation over their different peace proposals.

But the latest round did offer hints of progress.

First, the willingness of the two sides to continue resolving humanitarian issues represented some rare common ground in a conflict that has killed or injured more than a million people.

Second, the heads of the delegations met for the second time privately before the official talks. The private meeting between Mr. Umerov and Mr. Medinsky lasted longer than the official segment of the talks, according to a Russian state radio station, Mayak. These informal meetings could form a basis for more substantive future discussions.

Marc Santora contributed reporting from Kyiv, Ukraine.
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Louis Vuitton Netherlands Entangled in Money-Laundering Case

A customer's cash purchases of luxury goods totaling millions of euros in value caught the attention of prosecutors, who say the company should have noticed.

A Louis Vuitton shop in Amsterdam in 2021. Alamy



By Claire Moses and Ephrat Livni
Claire Moses reported from Amsterdam.


Jul 23, 2025 at 10:01 AM

She paid in cash and shopped often. She never spent beyond a set amount, but over about 18 months, the authorities say, this single customer bought millions of euros' worth of bags and other luxury goods from Louis Vuitton shops in the Netherlands.

Now, Dutch prosecutors are investigating Louis Vuitton Netherlands, a subsidiary of the French luxury brand, in connection with a case against the customer, a Chinese woman who is accused of laundering millions of euros in an international scheme.

Law enforcement officials in the Netherlands say that the suspicious purchasing patterns should have alerted the Louis Vuitton shops to wrongdoing and are questioning whether the company should have raised alarms. It is being investigated for potentially violating money-laundering regulations. 

The case shines a light on the role of luxury goods in financial crime, as well as the reputational risk for brands whose high-end clientele may include people trying to disguise the origins of funds. While fancy boutiques don't have the same obligations to report suspicious financial activity as banks, they do have some legal responsibilities to alert the authorities to some types of transactions.

Prosecutors accuse the woman at the center of the case -- who has been identified publicly only as Bei W., in accordance with Dutch law -- of laundering nearly 3 million euros ($3.5 million) from September 2021 to February 2023. Two other defendants who are said to have helped her are also facing charges.

At a preliminary hearing this month, prosecutors said that Bei W. received large sums of illicit money generated through criminal activity from an individual who has already been convicted in connection with the scheme. She is said to have spent the cash in several Louis Vuitton stores in the Netherlands, using various names and email accounts. The goods were then sent to Hong Kong and China, prosecutors contend.

The shopper always spent just under the EU10,000 threshold that would trigger cash transaction reporting obligations, a modus operandi that should have raised eyebrows at Louis Vuitton shops, investigators say. She received help from another suspect in the case who worked at Louis Vuitton, and who alerted her when new items arrived that fell within the price range their scheme relied upon, investigators say.

Representatives for Louis Vuitton and Moet Hennessy Louis Vuitton, which owns the brand, did not respond to requests for comment.

Money launderers commonly tailor cash transactions to evade detection by keeping them under a jurisdiction's reporting threshold. 

In the Netherlands, law enforcement officials consider not just objective indicators of potential illicit activity, like a cash payment above EU10,000, but also more subjective factors encompassing "numerous conceivable actions and behaviors" that may suggest a crime is taking place, according to the country's Financial Intelligence Unit. They expect banks and businesses to report "unusual transactions" even if they are below the financial threshold, and to have robust risk assessment measures in place.

Dutch law is guided by principles laid out by a global watchdog, the Financial Action Task Force, an intergovernmental agency established in 1989 to counter money laundering.

Experts say the scheme Louis Vuitton appears to have been drawn into is typical for several reasons. The participants allegedly made use of a surrogate shopping system known as "daigou," in which purchasers abroad shop on behalf of someone in China. The foreign goods are often less expensive abroad and, in the case of luxury brands, less likely to raise concerns about authenticity.

But in this case, prosecutors say, the shopping was funded by someone who collected proceeds from criminal enterprises and passed them on to the buyers to be laundered through Louis Vuitton stores. The case was first reported in a Dutch newspaper, Algemeen Dagblad.

Oligarchs, kleptocrats and criminals from around the world have long bought villas, yachts, cars, art and other luxury goods as "both a means to enjoy their criminal proceeds, and to move value out of their home country and to otherwise keep it safe," said James R. Richards, who previously led global financial risk management at Wells Fargo.  

Last year, more than $400 billion was spent globally on personal luxury goods. The use of this market to launder funds is well documented, though just how much has not been quantified. U.S. law enforcement officials have increasingly raised alarms about Chinese money laundering organizations.

At a Senate hearing last year, Ricardo Mayoral of the Department of Homeland Security testified that the groups use "complex money laundering schemes" to "move vast sums of dirty money quickly and quietly" for criminal organizations. They rely on "underground bankers" to collect cash and often actively recruit employees inside businesses for help.

Alex Zerden, who previously worked in the Treasury Department's Office of Terrorism and Financial Intelligence, said the international community had spent the last five decades working to address money laundering risks, trying to find a balance between "collecting sufficient financial intelligence information, limiting regulatory burden and protecting consumer privacy."

But the problem persists.

"Criminals continue to seek out the weak links in the financial system to engage in money laundering," Mr. Zerden said. "The luxury market is not immune from threats."
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Top U.N. Court Says Countries Must Act on Climate Change

The International Court of Justice called global warming an "urgent and existential threat" at a closely watched case in The Hague.

Ralph Regenvanu, Vanuatu's climate change minister, in The Hague on Wednesday. John Thys/Agence France-Presse -- Getty Images
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Jul 23, 2025 at 05:07 PM

The International Court of Justice issued a strongly worded opinion on Wednesday saying that states must protect people from the "urgent and existential threat" of climate change, a major moment for the global environmental movement and for the countries at greatest risk of harm.

It was the first time that the court, which is the United Nations' highest judicial body, has weighed in on climate change.

The unanimous opinion said that the failure of nations to take action to protect the climate system may constitute "an internationally wrongful act." It also found that protection of the environment is "a precondition" for ensuring human rights and cited government support of fossil-fuel production as a potential violation of these principles.

"The environment is the foundation for human life, upon which the health and well-being of both present and future generations depend," Judge Iwasawa Yuji, president of the court, said.

Although the International Court of Justice has no mechanism to enforce an advisory opinion like this on nations, as a statement of legal principles the findings nevertheless could have far-reaching influence on litigation in courts around the world as well as on international negotiations over climate policy and funding.

The United Nations General Assembly requested the opinion after a spirited, yearslong campaign organized by law students from Vanuatu and other Pacific islands. That led to a two-week hearing in December at which more than 100 countries, organizations and experts addressed the court, hoping to influence the opinion.

The court's 15 judges were asked to address two main questions, including what countries are obliged to do, under existing international laws and treaties, to protect the climate system and environment from greenhouse gasses; and what the legal consequences are if, by their acts or omissions, they have caused significant harm. The panel, also known as the World Court, is based in The Hague.

Powerful fossil fuel producers, including the United States and Saudi Arabia, argued before the court that the 2015 Paris accord, in which nearly all countries agreed to limit greenhouse gasses, was sufficient to address climate change.

The U.S. arguments were presented near the end of the Biden administration, and since then, President Trump has withdrawn the United States from the Paris Agreement. More recently, the Trump administration has taken steps to end the federal government's ability to fight global warming by regulating greenhouse gas emissions.

Other countries argued that the court should take action, saying that because the Paris Agreement has no enforcement mechanism, it would be insufficient to halt the rapid pace of global warming, which is causing higher temperatures, rising oceans and increasingly dangerous storms.

Many argued during the hearings that the countries that have emitted the most planet-warming carbon dioxide should pay reparations to other countries suffering from the effects of global warming. Some low-lying Pacific and Caribbean islands especially vulnerable to storms, flooding and sea level rise have been particularly outspoken.

When Ralph Regenvanu, the climate envoy from Vanuatu, addressed the court in December, he said his country was on "the frontline of a crisis we did not create." He asked the court "for recognition that the conduct which has already caused immense harm to my people and so many others, is unlawful, that it must cease and that its consequences must be repaired."

The judges also held a private briefing session with a group of scientists from the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, a U.N. body. There is overwhelming scientific consensus that greenhouse gas emissions from the burning of coal, oil and other fossil fuels is driving global warming.

The court's opinion went further than many lawyers had expected. The judges found that all states have the obligation to limit global warming to 1.5 degrees Celsius above preindustrial times, a threshold laid out in the Paris Agreement.

The court also left open the possibility that countries could sue each other for damages from historical emissions. "While climate change is caused by cumulative greenhouse gas emissions, it is scientifically possible to determine each state's total contribution to global emissions," the court said.

Some experts were struck by some of the language used by what they called a normally cautious court. For example, the court said a state's failure to protect the climate system, including through production, consumption, or subsidies for fossil fuels, may amount to "wrongful acts," and that governments could be held responsible for harm caused by corporations.

"Mentioning these actions by their name in this context is remarkable," said Payam Akhavan, a professor of international law at Massey College of the University of Toronto, who has represented Pacific islands in the court.

Environmental groups hailed the decision. "This decision gives moral and legal heft to all of us around the world fighting for the swift transition off fossil fuels," said Jean Su, director of the Center for Biological Diversity's energy justice program.

Mr. Regenvanu said that Vanuatu would ask the General Assembly for a resolution to put the opinion into action, arguing that "major polluters, past and present, cannot continue to act with impunity and treat developing countries as sacrifice zones to further feed corporate greed."

The court said its December hearings had the highest level of participation in its history. The court has issued 29 advisory opinions in its 80-year history, and only four others were unanimous.

But on the way to unanimity, the judges clearly wrestled with the many scientific, political and economic aspects of the climate crisis. The formal opinion was accompanied by more than a dozen separate opinions, some of which said the court should have gone further in its discussion of legal consequences.

The opinion is expected to open the door to more lawsuits over climate damage, and it comes on the heels of other recent notable opinions from international legal bodies. This month the Inter-American Court of Human Rights, based in Costa Rica, found that countries have an obligation to prevent harms from climate change as a matter of human rights. Its decision applies to many countries in the Americas.

Last year, International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea, the world's highest court dealing with the oceans, concluded that governments must take measures to address greenhouse gas emissions. That specialists' decision had been expected to influence the judges in The Hague.

In another closely watched case last year, Europe's top human rights court found that the Swiss government had violated its citizens' human rights by not doing enough to stop climate change.

The decision in The Hague could also influence proceedings in local courts around the world, which are seeing growing numbers of lawsuits related to climate change. On Monday, for example, Italy's highest court ruled that judges can hear climate change lawsuits to protect human rights, after a case filed by two nonprofit groups, Greenpeace Italy and ReCommon, against the energy company Eni.

The lawsuit alleges that the company's strategy to reduce greenhouse gas emissions is not in line with the Paris Agreement and that the company's contribution to climate change violates human rights. In a statement, the company said it looked forward to adjudicating the suit, which it said was driven by "unfounded and often misleading slogans of the two associations."

Around the world, climate-change litigation is increasingly reaching high-level legal venues, such as appellate or supreme courts, according to a recent study by the Grantham Research Institute on Climate Change and the Environment in London. The study noted many cases filed in the United States, where state attorneys general, youth activists and environmental nonprofits have filed lawsuits seeking damages from oil companies or changes in government policy.

But it also found a growing number of lawsuits in the United States by opponents of action on climate, such as challenges to energy-efficiency standards and efforts to restrict investing that gives weight to environmental or social principles, which has become a major target of Republican leaders.

Harj Narulla, a British lawyer who represented the Solomon Islands in the International Court of Justice case, said that the way national courts might use the precedent would depend on the country and case. He said international law was automatically incorporated into domestic law in some countries, such as France and Germany. In other countries, the opinion could be cited in cases challenging governmental climate policies.

He noted, though, that the United States was an outlier among democracies in giving less credence to the decisions of international courts. The United States does not automatically accept the jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice. And more generally, U.S. courts do not usually cite international legal authorities, Mr. Narulla said. "This has meant that climate litigation in the U.S., while prolific, is not matching the trends that we see in other jurisdictions around the world," he said.

Mr. Narulla called Wednesday's ruling "a direct warning to the fossil fuel industry." He noted that the court emphasized that even countries that withdraw from the Paris Agreement, like the United States, would still be obliged to reduce their emissions under international law.

He predicted that litigation citing the court's opinion would seek to stop new oil and gas projects or seek to compel countries to set tougher goals for reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases. Other prospective legal applications of the court's opinion, he said, might be to support communities adapting to the effects of climate change.

Robert Percival, director of the environmental law program at the University of Maryland's law school, said that while the court's findings were largely symbolic, they would still carry weight. "It is the one body that's the most authoritative in declaring what international law is or should be," he said. "I think people will pay a lot of attention."
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Global Health


U.S. Quietly Drafts Plan to End Program That Saved Millions From AIDS

PEPFAR, the campaign to end H.I.V. globally, would morph into an effort to detect disease outbreaks and sell American products, according to documents obtained by The Times.

Dispensing an antiretroviral drug used to treat H.I.V. at the Nyumbani Children's Home in Nairobi, Kenya, in February. Thomas Mukoya/Reuters
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The federal program to combat H.I.V. in developing nations earned a reprieve last week when Congress voted to restore $400 million in funding. But that may be short-lived: Officials at the State Department have been mapping out a plan to shut it down in the coming years.

Planning documents for the President's Emergency Plan for AIDS Relief, obtained by The New York Times, call for the organization to set a new course that focuses on "transitioning" countries away from U.S. assistance, some in as little as two years.

PEPFAR, as the program is called, would cease to exist as an initiative to provide medicines and services needed to treat and prevent the spread of H.I.V. in low-income countries. 

It would be replaced by "bilateral relationships" with low-income countries focused on the detection of outbreaks that could threaten the United States and the creation of new markets for American drugs and technologies, according to the documents.

"With targeted investment, PEPFAR's H.I.V. control capabilities in these countries could be transformed into a platform for rapid detection and outbreak response to protect Americans from disease threats like Ebola," the plan says.

A State Department spokeswoman said the document had not been finalized. "The referenced document is not reflective of the State Department's policy on PEPFAR and was never cleared by Department leadership," she said.

She declined to be identified and did not provide additional details.

The proposed plan has been under review for weeks, and word of it already has reached PEPFAR's partners and governments in other countries. The draft obtained by The Times contains comments and edits from many senior staff members at the program.

PEPFAR was crippled during the chaotic first few months of the Trump administration, as Elon Musk's cost-cutting initiative, the Department of Government Efficiency, slashed existing contracts, funding arrangements and government structures.

Created during the George W. Bush administration, the H.I.V. treatment and prevention program has long enjoyed broad bipartisan support. It is often cited as the single most effective public health campaign ever, saving an estimated 26 million lives in low-income countries over 22 years.

The draft plan for shutting it down in coming years underscores ongoing tension between Congress, which has repeatedly indicated support for PEPFAR, and Trump administration officials who wish to sharply curtail or end it.

Previously, the organization's guiding ambition was to end H.I.V. as a public health threat by 2030. But the Trump administration has targeted PEPFAR for sharp reductions, part of a broad move to cut foreign aid, which federal officials believe is wasteful and a misuse of taxpayers' money.

The abrupt termination of congressionally approved funding for the nonprofit organizations that partnered with PEPFAR has already hobbled the program and crippled the global H.I.V. response.

Conservative critics say that PEPFAR-supported countries have for more than two decades relied on the United States to fund the bulk of their H.I.V. programs while spending too little themselves, and that PEPFAR has fostered a culture of dependence.

Secretary of State Marco Rubio has said that the cuts are justified because of what he says is fraud and waste in the program. Even on its sharply reduced budget, all essential lifesaving work will continue, he has said.

Last week, Congress cut $7.9 billion in foreign aid funding but rejected proposed cuts to PEPFAR, restoring a planned $400 million clawback for the 2025 financial year. Since the aid cuts began, Republicans such as Senator Susan Collins of Maine and Senator Lindsey Graham of South Carolina have said that PEPFAR should be maintained.

"Congress has shown that they want PEPFAR's work to continue, it has broad support, and yet the administration is determined to plow ahead and shut it down regardless," said Asia Russell, executive director of HealthGap, which lobbies for funding for global health.

"This proposal is a death warrant, and countless people will die if it is allowed to go forward," she added.

The documents assume a 42 percent reduction in PEPFAR's current budget of $4.7 billion, which Mr. Rubio has said is his goal.

PEPFAR's budget is decided by Congress, not the executive branch, but it's not clear that Congress would reject a significantly reduced budget for 2026.

The planning documents note that "no global health program in history has transitioned at this scale, and H.I.V. is a uniquely challenging disease to control without a cure or vaccine."

They continue, "However, we believe that the transition of PEPFAR can become the premier example of the U.S. commitment to prioritizing trade over aid, opportunity over dependency and investment over assistance."

Signs for PEPFAR in Abidjan, Ivory Coast, this year. The agency's work has been disrupted since President Trump ordered a review of foreign aid in January. Issouf Sanogo/Agence France-Presse -- Getty Images


Phasing out PEPFAR has been under discussion as a long-term goal for about a decade. But accomplishing a handover within a few years is a drastically accelerated timeline.

"It is entirely not feasible to phase out that quickly," said Robert Black, a professor of international health at Johns Hopkins Bloomberg School of Public Health, who oversaw an evaluation of PEPFAR ordered by Congress.

"There will be some countries that can manage where the PEPFAR investment is not as heavy or as large a proportion of their total effort," he added. 

"But some of the African countries with enormous H.I.V. problems and national financial problems, debt and other development issues -- I cannot see that they are going to be able to pick up all or even a large proportion of the costs in that kind of time frame."

Since the early months of the Trump administration, prevention and treatment programs in PEPFAR-supported countries have fired staff and lost access to years' worth of operational data.

Many partner organizations that PEPFAR relied on have shut down, after five months in which they did not receive support. Funding through the United States Agency for International Development was canceled, or grants that were nominally permitted to continue by the State Department never actually delivered funds.

Historically, annual PEPFAR planning documents have included guidance on topics such as reducing AIDS deaths in children and strengthening local health systems, and in a normal year, PEPFAR would have already sent its annual plan to Congress.

But the agency has been in disarray since President Trump's inauguration and the flurry of executive orders that cut off U.S. assistance to developing countries. The documents obtained by The Times propose that the new PEPFAR plan go to countries for their input in October, and be sent to Congress for approval by December.

This plan would require countries to spend significantly more of their own money on H.I.V. programs.

In countries that delivered on their pledges, the documents say, PEPFAR would continue to fund the purchase of some medications and pay some health worker salaries at a declining rate over three to five years.

Countries that are close to controlling their epidemics, including Botswana, Namibia, South Africa and Vietnam, would see a shutdown within two years.

Nations that have high rates of H.I.V. infection and that now receive significant support, including Kenya, Lesotho, Zambia, Zimbabwe and Angola, would be on a three-to-four-year timeline.

Countries with conflict, very low income levels or fragile states would have five to eight years. They include the Democratic Republic of Congo, Haiti, Malawi, Mozambique, South Sudan, Tanzania, Uganda and Ukraine.

"Three years, it's really a very short period for a heavy program like the H.I.V. program in Zambia -- it's impossible," said Dr. Mwanza wa Mwanza, who has worked in senior roles in the H.I.V. program in Zambia for nearly a decade.

"New infections and deaths from H.I.V. disease are still too high," he added. "If the transition is too fast, all our gains could be reversed." Countries need to be involved in establishing how much time they will need, he said.

The plan acknowledges that the timelines are ambitious. There would be a "potential risk to global and U.S. health outcomes if the transitions were too rapid," the documents say.

Protesters against the State Department's cuts to PEPFAR in Washington in April. Allison Robbert for The New York Times


Some of the proposed changes would most likely be welcomed by countries that PEPFAR supports.

Assistance for H.I.V. would no longer be run separately, but rather be folded in with programs to counter malaria, tuberculosis and other health problems.

But PEPFAR has also operated gold-standard services that health ministries in many low-income countries have said they will not be able to maintain on their own. The plan eliminates those.

For example, the plan proposes walking away from an effort in which the organization has "spent billions of dollars developing" electronic medical records that "are in nearly every case unlikely to be financially sustained by the country government."

The plan says little about one of the few clear shifts in policy on H.I.V. response under the Trump administration: an abrupt termination of funding for most efforts to prevent new infections.

Since early February, PEPFAR has funded H.I.V. prevention only for pregnant and breastfeeding women -- cutting off sex workers, men who have sex with men and people in so-called discordant couples in which one person has the virus and the other doesn't.

These key groups were receiving targeted services -- such as free condoms or daily H.I.V.-blocking medication -- in an effort to control the epidemic.

But there is a hint that this policy could change. The draft plan says PEPFAR will "make catalytic, market-shaping investments in biomedical tools, such as the new twice-a-year H.I.V. prevention injection that will curb new H.I.V. infections."

African governments had hoped to start rolling out that new shot, called lenacapavir, by the end of this year. Officials and health care workers are excited about its promise: The drug protected 100 percent of participants from infections in a major clinical trial.

PEPFAR was expected to fund about half of an initial purchase of lenacapavir for two million people over the next three years -- doses that are already in production by the drug's manufacturer, Gilead Sciences.

Without U.S. funding, the future of this potentially transformative intervention has been in doubt.

The plan says PEPFAR should make commitments to generic producers that would allow them to make lenacapavir at $40 per patient per year by the end of 2028, and distribute the drug in eight to 12 priority countries in the meantime -- implying PEPFAR might honor its original commitment to buy the Gilead product.

A vial of lenacapavir, a drug that prevents H.I.V. infection, at the Desmond Tutu Health Foundation Masiphumelele Research Site, in Cape Town. Nardus Engelbrecht/Associated Press


The planning documents do not explain how the shots would be distributed. Such medicines were provided in recent years through supply chains now crippled by the upheaval of recent months. The H.I.V. prevention programs are mostly gone.

The plan also would end the U.S. role in data collection, and countries would have to immediately begin to collect and provide data on their own that meets PEPFAR's congressional reporting standards. If they failed to do so, their funding would end immediately.

The plan proposes ending the traditional character of PEPFAR as a public health response, shifting more H.I.V. care to private-sector providers who could be allowed to buy medications and diagnostics at the price PEPFAR has negotiated for the public sector.

The documents stress repeatedly that the success of PEPFAR withdrawal will depend on much of its current role being filled by the Global Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis and Malaria.

A PEPFAR employee offering comments in the document noted that there was no clarity on whether the United States, which has provided a third of the fund's budget, was going to continue to contribute and thus what level of support the Fund may be in a position to offer countries.
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Trump's Tariffs Are the Highest in a Century. But After His Threats, They Seem Like a Relief.

The president imposed tariffs on Japan, one of America's closest allies, that would have been alarming just months ago. And markets went up.

The key to clinching a trade deal between the United States and Japan appeared to be President Trump's agreement to lower tariffs for Japanese cars to 15 percent, a rate that would have been shocking not long ago. Kim Kyung-Hoon/Reuters



By Ana Swanson
Ana Swanson covers international trade and reported from Washington.


Jul 23, 2025 at 05:45 PM

Six months ago, few people would have anticipated that the United States would place a 15 percent tariff on exports from Japan, one of America's closest and most longstanding allies. President Trump had campaigned on the idea of a 10 percent universal base-line tariff, plus a higher levy on China, but it was not clear whether he would follow through.

But on Tuesday, when Mr. Trump announced a trade deal that included a 15 percent tariff on Japanese products -- the highest rate those goods have faced in decades -- there was a palpable sense of relief. Stock markets in Asia and Europe rose. The Japanese Nikkei 225 surged by over 3.5 percent, while shares of Japanese automakers, which will also be charged a 15 percent tariff on their exports to the United States, jumped more than 10 percent.

The reaction is a testament to just how quickly and completely Mr. Trump has transformed the world's expectations regarding tariffs. In a few short months, the president has normalized tariffs at rates that would have been shocking just months ago. But by threatening even higher levies and holding out the prospect of devastating trade wars, he has somehow made sharply higher tariffs, which are now at rates not seen in a century, feel like a relief.

The reaction is largely due to the incredible uncertainty the president has created with his global trade negotiations. He has threatened higher tariffs on dozens of countries as of Aug. 1, unless they strike a deal with the United States. So far, the administration has announced deals with Britain, Vietnam, Indonesia and the Philippines, all of which have left tariffs of 10 to 20 percent in place.

The fact that the United States closed the deal with Japan on Tuesday was in itself a positive surprise. Negotiations between the countries had been difficult, in part because Japan had been heading toward a national election where politicians were under pressure not to fold to the United States on Japan's core interests.

The governments were also clashing over the 25 percent tariff that Mr. Trump had imposed on global autos, a key export for Japan, as well as Japan's barriers to U.S. rice, which it has long deemed to be of inferior quality. It was unclear whether the two countries would be able to overcome such barriers.

The key to clinching the deal appeared to be the president's agreement to lower auto tariffs for Japanese cars to 15 percent. That is significantly lower than the tariff rates that cars from other countries will face, but still a huge increase from the 2.5 percent tariff in effect before Mr. Trump came into office.

Michal Jozwiak, a market analyst at Ebury, a global financial services firm, said the deal was "a potential lifeline for Japan, as it represents a fairly significant concession from the Trump administration, while protecting the country's vital automotive sector from harsher tariffs."

It remains to be seen whether the president will offer similar tariffs to other auto exporters. But South Korea, the European Union and Mexico, all of which are in active negotiations, seem likely to push for lower tariffs as part of their own deals.

The Japan deal reinforced "the perception that the White House is open to compromise," Mr. Jozwiak said.

But while Mr. Trump is celebrating putting his plan into practice and stock markets are at all-time highs, economists have continued to insist that the higher tariffs will eventually start to weigh on the U.S. economy. Price increases have been slow to materialize but started to become more apparent in appliances, toys, furniture and other imported items last month. Economists anticipate that higher prices will weigh on company sales and consumer activity, resulting in slower growth for the U.S. economy.

Ryan Young, a senior economist at the Competitive Enterprise Institute, a libertarian think tank, called the deal a "lose-lose" for both Japan and the United States, saying it would lead to a sevenfold increase on the tariffs Americans are paying on Japanese products.

"While this is a smaller tax hike than President Trump's threatened 25 percent tariff, it is still a big loss for American consumers and retailers, as well as American manufacturers who use Japanese components," he said.

Matt Gertken, the chief geopolitical strategist at BCA Research, said there was "little question that Japan would make concessions and come to a deal." That is because the United States consumes 20 percent of Japanese exports and 37 percent of its car exports. The United States also receives about 43 percent of Japan's outward direct investment, and also ensures Japan's national defense, he said.

"Japan can stomach this cost to retain access to the U.S. market," he added.

In a note to clients on Wednesday, analysts at Nomura said they were revising their forecasts, since recent tariffs had been more aggressive than expected. Mr. Trump's tariffs on other countries seemed to be settling around 20 percent on average, rather than 10 percent, they said. And the 50 percent tariff the president has placed on foreign steel and intends to place on copper imports was also higher than expected.

The analysts said they now expect the average effective U.S. tariff rate to settle around 19.5 percent, potentially pushing up inflation and weighing on economic growth.

Many foreign governments have come to realize that tariffs will be permanently higher under Mr. Trump, and are just trying to push them as low as possible. It has also been important for other nations not just to have a lower rate overall, but to have a lower tariff than the countries they compete with for American consumers.

For Japan, a 15 percent car tariff is a hefty burden compared with domestic automakers that do not pay tariffs. But it will give Japanese automakers an immediate advantage over car companies in other countries that pay a 25 percent rate.

Patrick Anderson, the chief executive of Anderson Economic Group, an automotive consulting firm, said that the 15 percent tariff on Japanese cars would "put heavy pressure on Germany, Korea and the E.U." The 25 percent tariff could add costs of $15,000 or more to a luxury car from those countries, he said.

"That's a punitive amount, and as a result imports of some of these vehicles have effectively halted," he said.
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Chinese Hackers Are Exploiting Flaws in Widely Used Software, Microsoft Says

The company said state-backed hacking groups were breaching systems through flaws in SharePoint, which is used by the U.S. government and companies around the world.

A Microsoft office in Beijing. The company said groups linked to the Chinese government had been taking advantage of security flaws in its SharePoint software.  Tingshu Wang/Reuters



By Vivian Wang
Reporting from Beijing


Jul 23, 2025 at 06:55 AM

Microsoft said that Chinese state-sponsored actors were exploiting vulnerabilities in one of its popular collaboration software products, SharePoint, which is used by U.S. government agencies and many companies worldwide.

Microsoft said in a notice on its security blog on Tuesday that it had identified at least two China-based groups linked to the Chinese government that it said had been taking advantage of security flaws in its SharePoint software. Such attacks aim to sneak into the computer systems of users.

Those groups, called Linen Typhoon and Violet Typhoon, were ones that Microsoft said it had been tracking for years, and which it said had been targeting organizations and personnel related to government, defense, human rights, higher education, media, and financial and health services in the United States, Europe and East Asia.

Microsoft said another actor, which it called Storm-2603, was also involved in the hacking campaign. It said it had "medium confidence" that Storm-2603 was a "China-based threat actor."

The U.S. government's Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Security Agency issued a notice that said it was aware of the hacking attack on SharePoint. It added that it had notified "critical infrastructure organizations" that were affected.

"While the scope and impact continue to be assessed," the agency said, the vulnerabilities would enable "malicious actors to fully access SharePoint content, including file systems and internal configurations and execute code over the network."

A Microsoft spokesperson wrote in an emailed response that the company had been "coordinating closely" with the Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Security Agency, the Department of Defense's Cyber Defense Command and "key cybersecurity partners globally throughout our response."

The Chinese Embassy in Washington did not immediately respond to a request for comment. China has routinely denied being behind cyberattacks and asserts that it is a victim of them.

Microsoft said in its blog post that investigations into other actors also using these exploits were still ongoing.

Eye Security, a cybersecurity firm, said that it had scanned more than 23,000 SharePoint servers worldwide and discovered that more than 400 systems had been actively compromised.

The cybersecurity firm also noted that the breaches could allow hackers to steal cryptographic keys that would allow them to impersonate users or services even after the server was patched. It said users would need to take further steps to protect their information.

James Corera, the director of the cyber, technology and security program at the Australian Strategic Policy Institute, a research group, said that being able to deploy back doors to enable long-term access was "a level of sophistication typically associated with the most advanced actors."

While there was no public confirmation that the Chinese hackers had stolen those cryptographic keys, it was clear that China's state-sponsored operations had become increasingly precise in recent years, he said.

"Chinese state-sponsored cyber actors have steadily evolved from opportunistic to highly disciplined operators," Mr. Corera wrote in written responses to questions. "What we're seeing now is a level of sophistication in initial access, lateral movement, and credential harvesting that exceeds what many governments and vendors had anticipated."

American officials have grown increasingly alarmed by Chinese hacking capabilities. During a breach of the U.S. telecommunications system last year, a group linked to a Chinese intelligence agency was able to listen in on telephone conversations and read text messages, members of Congress said. The hack was considered so severe that former President Joseph R. Biden took it up with Xi Jinping, China's leader, when they met in Peru in November.

With this latest breach, a researcher with Viettel Cyber Security, a Vietnamese security firm, uncovered the SharePoint vulnerability at a May security conference called Pwn2Own in Berlin. On May 16, the researcher won a $100,000 award at the conference for uncovering the weakness.

The vulnerability was shared with Microsoft on May 29, according to the Zero Day Initiative, which tracks security exposures and hosted the security conference.

Microsoft said it noticed hackers had been trying to use the software weaknesses to gain access to "target organizations" since July 7. The company issued security updates the next day, as part of its monthly batch of security patches, and urged users to install them immediately.

But those patches only partially solved the problem. Microsoft said on July 19 that it was aware of attempts to exploit those vulnerabilities, and has since issued updates to its patches and guidance to customers that it says, if followed, "fully protect customers."

Cybersecurity firms had said that they believed Chinese actors were among those attackers, even before Microsoft said so on Tuesday.

SharePoint helps organizations create websites and manage documents. It integrates with other Microsoft services such as Office, Teams and Outlook.

Microsoft said the vulnerabilities affected only SharePoint servers managed by organizations on their own networks, and not on the cloud.

Palo Alto Networks, a cybersecurity company, said in a post about the breach that on-premises servers "particularly within government, schools, health care (including hospitals) and large enterprise companies" were "at immediate risk."

"A compromise in this situation doesn't stay contained, it opens the door to the entire network," the cybersecurity company said.

Karen Weise contributed reporting from Seattle.
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The Death of a Mother and Child in Rome Stumped Police, So They Called a TV Show

When two bodies were found in a popular Roman park, Italians wanted answers. A TV program specializing in missing people helped identify them, and a suspect.

Forensic police officers working last month at the park where a woman and child were found dead in Rome. Francesco Benvenuti/LaPresse, via Associated Press



By Elisabetta Povoledo
Reporting from Rome


Jul 22, 2025 at 05:01 AM

Rome's largest park, Villa Doria Pamphili, is something of a haven from the city's bustle and occasional chaos, a place for runners and picnickers and anyone seeking a bit of nature. That vision was shattered last month by the discovery of two bodies: a toddler and a woman, found naked within hours of each other in the brush near an edge of the park.

Investigators were stumped. There were no identifying documents, and the woman's body was so decomposed it would have been difficult for anyone to identify her visually. The gruesome case immediately brought sensationalist front-page headlines -- "Rome, horror in the park, woman and child dead" read one in Rome's daily La Repubblica. Il Corriere della Sera, in Milan, called it "a whodunit in a park in Rome."

The country was hooked; the police under pressure.

With few leads, and a media frenzy underway, investigators took an unusual step. A spokeswoman appeared on a popular television show called "Chi l'ha Visto?" -- or "Who Has Seen Him?" -- to ask for the public's help.

And viewers of the show, which looks for missing people, did what they had done for 37 seasons: They searched their memories for clues.

All the police had to go on was that the woman had four visible tattoos and that a preliminary autopsy had revealed the child was her daughter. People who frequented the park recalled seeing a young woman and child that may have fit that description in the company of a man.

What unfolded, over several weekly shows, was a sad tale of a young Russian woman's shattered dream of creating a life for herself abroad. With each revelation, the cachet of "Chi l'ha Visto?" increased, as did questions about the police's lack of intervention when concerned passers-by had called them about the couple and the child.

The first breakthrough came early, when a viewer called the show to say that she had recently witnessed a troubling tableau on the streets involving a man, woman and child. The man had been bleeding from a wound on his head, she said, and police officers were called to the scene.

Scouring logs for that evening, investigators saw that the police had indeed been there. The man held an American passport with the name Rexal Ford. Checking airplane manifests for that name, investigators saw that the man had taken a flight from Rome to Skiathos, Greece, on June 11. (They later learned through the F.B.I. that his real name was Francis Charles Kaufmann.)

He was arrested in Skiathos on June 13 and later extradited to Italy on suspicion of killing the child, according to the arrest warrant, though he has not been charged in either death.

During a news conference, Francesco Lo Voi, Rome's chief prosecutor, made a point to thank "Chi l'ha Visto?" for providing "a particularly useful break for the investigations" by helping identify Mr. Kaufmann.

While the police now had a suspect, the woman and child had still not been identified. Again "Chi l'ha Visto?" provided crucial information. Francesco Paolo Del Re, a reporter for the show, headed to the area near where Mr. Kaufmann had been found bleeding. He questioned shopkeepers and happened upon a bouncer who said he had called the police on the night the man had been found bleeding. He described the man as belligerent and said he had been with a woman and small child.

He had also snapped a photo of all three of them. Now, for the first time, there was a photo of the woman while she was still alive, a key to identifying her.

"Chi l'ha Visto?" posted the photo on its website -- and waited. Five days later, on June 18, a Russian woman contacted the show to say that she knew the mother of the dead woman. The mother had asked the woman, a friend, to plumb the internet for news after not hearing from her daughter for days. The friend searched online for Rexal Ford, whom she knew the young woman had been romantically involved with. "Chi l'ha Visto?" was the first result to come up.

Federica Sciarelli, the show's host and a well-known personality, acknowledged during the next program that viewers had made it possible to identify the dead woman, another key moment in the investigation. "I say this with a bitter smile, but if prosecutors avail themselves of the F.B.I., we avail ourselves of you, the viewers," she said. "I want to thank you because you're the people who make our program."

Federica Sciarelli, the host of the Italian TV program "Chi l'ha Visto?" Assunta Servello/RAI


The dead young woman, as identified by her mother, was Anastasia Trofimova, 29, and the child was her daughter, Andromeda.

The investigation into the two deaths is continuing, and Mr. Kaufmann is in Rome's Rebibbia prison. At a preliminary hearing last week, he exercised his right to not respond to questions.

His lawyer did not respond to numerous attempts to contact him. But a prisoners' rights activist, Elisabetta Zamparutti, said in a phone interview that she had met Mr. Kaufmann last week and that he told her he was innocent.

As the case unfolded, the TV show flew Anastasia's father and mother from Siberia to Rome. They met with prosecutors, and her mother, Tatiana Zemliakova, placed a stuffed animal on a memorial in Villa Pamphili park.

On the show, Ms. Zemliakova filled in some of the back story of what had brought her daughter to Rome. She said Anastasia had met a man on vacation in Malta in 2023 who gave his name as Rexal Ford. Anastasia returned to Russia, but he begged her to come back to Malta, Ms. Zemliakova said, and Anastasia did.

In June 2024, Ms. Zemliakova said, the couple had their daughter, Andromeda. At the end of March, they left Malta for Rome.

Besides being the prime suspect in Andromeda's death, Mr. Kaufmann is accused of concealing Anastasia's body, according to Antonio Verdi, one of the prosecutors investigating the case. The cause of Anastasia's death has not been determined; the child was strangled, according to the arrest warrant for Mr. Kaufmann.

During a news conference after Mr. Kaufmann's arrest, another prosecutor, Giuseppe Cascini, said that the night before the bodies were found, Mr. Kaufmann was seen in the park holding the limp body of a child.

For "Chi l'ha Visto?" the case has been all-consuming, featured in the last five shows. In an interview, Ms. Sciarelli said, "We can't stress enough the importance of our viewers, who are like cameras on every street."

Since its 1989 debut, the show says, thousands of people have been found.

Each week the show starts with several urgent cases, of people who have disappeared in recent days. Ms. Sciarelli shows photographs. Family members or friends are interviewed.

Over the decades, "Chi l'ha Visto?" has built a legion of devoted fans, with an average audience of 1.65 million viewers a week, according to Auditel, the Italian television-rating agency. The show also has some critics, including viewers who accuse it of being overly morbid.

Forensic police officers last month in Rome's largest park, Villa Doria Pamphili, where the two bodies were found. Francesco Benvenuti/LaPresse, via Associated Press


While Ms. Sciarelli is the face of the program, journalists do the leg work while other staff members field phone calls, emails and social media messages.

In the Villa Pamphili case, tips from viewers have not only helped the police but also led to accusations that they were too cavalier and did not thoroughly investigate whether Mr. Kaufmann posed a risk to the woman and child. Reporters from the show spoke to people who said they had seen Mr. Kaufmann acting aggressively or erratically on at least six occasions. In some of those cases, the police were called but Mr. Kaufmann was not detained.

For example, a woman told the show that she called the police on June 5 after she noticed a man, who she said was intoxicated, walking in downtown Rome with his daughter in his arms. The man was Mr. Kaufmann, she said. In a video taken from an apartment and first made public on a national news program, several police officers are seen speaking to Mr. Kaufmann, who tells them, "I'm an American citizen, walking with my child." After some discussion, the police allow him to leave. After the deaths were discovered and he was identified as a suspect, the woman called "Chi l'ha Visto?" to complain, saying that the police had brushed her off.

After a public outcry against the police inaction, Roberto Massucci, Rome's police chief, went on the show recently to address concerns in this case. He said the agents who had spoken to the couple were being closely scrutinized.

"Chi l'ha Visto?" is on summer hiatus until September, but its newsroom remains active, continuing to take in tips even as most Italians are on vacation.
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Britain Punishes Migrant Smugglers, Using New Legal Power

Officials tried to ease public anger by penalizing networks run by gangs and organized crime. Experts and critics say the actions are unlikely to make much impact.

Migrants left coastal France near Calais this month in an attempt to reach Britain. The number of migrants arriving in small boats after crossing the English Channel has surged in the past year. Gonzalo Fuentes/Reuters



By Michael D. Shear
Reporting from London


Jul 23, 2025 at 09:33 AM

British authorities on Wednesday imposed sanctions on more than a dozen people and organizations suspected of smuggling migrants into Britain, cutting them off from the country's financial system and barring them from entering.

It was the first use of a new legal authority aimed at disrupting the human-trafficking networks run by gangs and organized-crime syndicates that transport desperate migrants into the country. The migrants' journeys often conclude with the dangerous crossing of the English Channel in small, rickety boats.

It was also the latest attempt by Prime Minister Keir Starmer's government to confront growing political anger about the rising number of migrants trying to cross the channel. While overall migration, including foreign students and workers, is down, the number of migrants arriving in small boats has spiked to about 42,000 this year as of June 30 -- a 34 percent increase over the same period last year.

The British Foreign Office said the 25 people and criminal organizations targeted on Wednesday had been supplying the small boats, producing fake passports and specializing in moving money outside traditional financial networks to facilitate the illegal movement of people.

Among them were a person who the government said ran safe houses along the smuggling routes and seven people reported to be involved with the Kavac Gang, a Balkan-based group that it said created fake passports.

Refugee advocates and experts on migration applauded the government's actions but said that the effort addressed only a small part of the problem and was unlikely to substantially stem the flow of people seeking shelter around the world.

David Lammy, the British foreign secretary, has called the crackdown part of his country's moral duty to stop the crossings.

"From Europe to Asia, we are taking the fight to the people smugglers who enable irregular migration, targeting them wherever they are in the world and making them pay for their actions," he said in a statement Wednesday morning.

Mr. Starmer's Labour government has been under increasing pressure since he promised during his campaign to reduce the flow of illegal migration. Small boats account for only about 5 percent of overall immigration into Britain, but the images of migrants jumping off the boats onto the beaches have become a potent political issue.

Prime Minister Keir Starmer of Britain faces pressure over the number of migrants trying to cross the English Channel illegally. Adrian Dennis/Agence France-Presse -- Getty Images


Conservative politicians and their supporters have seized on the growing presence of migrants to attack the prime minister. In Epping, a town at the edge of London, several angry protests erupted in recent weeks after an Ethiopian migrant living in a hotel was charged with sexual assault. 

Chris Philp, the member of Parliament who speaks for the Conservative Party on migration issues, called the sanctions an ineffective and insufficient response and said the government should immediately deport anyone arriving in the small boats.

"The truth is you don't stop the channel crossings by freezing a few bank accounts in Baghdad or slapping a travel ban on a dinghy dealer in Damascus," Mr. Philp said.

Advocates for migrants welcomed the new efforts, in part because they targeted traffickers and not migrants themselves. But they also cautioned that the relatively modest sanctions would probably do little to dissuade people desperate to leave their homes.

Enver Solomon, chief executive of the Refugee Council, a British-based organization that works with refugees and asylum seekers, said that people do not cross the channel "unless what lies behind them is more terrifying than what lies ahead."

Ugochi Daniels, deputy director general of the International Organization for Migration at the United Nations, said that she welcomed the British measures intended to "put a dent in the business model of the criminals who smuggle and traffic vulnerable migrants."

But she said that such efforts were only one small part of addressing irregular migration and that more should be done to deal with the root causes of poverty, war, climate change and economic insecurity that caused people to flee their homes.

Migrants this month in Gravelines, France. Some advocates for migrants said the government's measures would probably do little to dissuade people desperate to leave their homes. Dan Kitwood/Getty Images


British officials said the new sanctions were part of a broader effort to return more migrants to their home countries if they did not qualify for asylum or refugee status. Since Mr. Starmer's election last summer, the British government has returned 35,000 migrants, according to the Foreign Office, an increase of 13 percent over the previous year.

This month, Mr. Starmer announced an agreement with President Emmanuel Macron of France to bolster enforcement to prevent the small boats with migrants from leaving French beaches in the first place. But migration experts say all of Mr. Starmer's efforts face significant challenges and may have little impact on the flow of people.

Peter Walsh, a senior researcher at the Migration Observatory at Oxford University, said that many smuggling networks operated almost entirely in other countries, outside British jurisdiction, where the sanctions would have little real-world impact.

He also said that Mr. Starmer's promise to "smash" the gangs would be difficult to fulfill because the groups rely heavily on intermediaries working in the informal money-transfer network known as hawala, which operates outside traditional financial systems.

"The gangs are pretty difficult to smash," Mr. Walsh said. "They are highly decentralized. They are highly adaptive."
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Macrons Sue Candace Owens, Right-Wing Podcaster, Claiming Defamation

The suit seeks damages after the podcaster claimed Brigitte Macron is a man. The French president and his wife said the statement caused "pain to us and our families."

President Emmanuel Macron of France and his wife, Brigitte Macron, have sued Candace Owens, a right-wing podcaster. Pool photo by Gonzalo Fuentes



By Ephrat Livni



Jul 23, 2025 at 08:47 PM

The French president, Emmanuel Macron, and his wife, Brigitte Macron, filed a defamation suit on Wednesday against an American right-wing podcaster who falsely claimed Ms. Macron is a man.

The lawsuit, filed in Delaware Superior Court against the podcaster, Candace Owens, argues that Ms. Owens used false claims about the Macrons to "promote her independent platform, gain notoriety and make money."

In a filing running more than 200 pages, the Macrons are suing for 22 counts of defamation and related claims, and are seeking actual and punitive damages (the amount was not specified), as well as legal costs.

The battle began in March 2024, when, according to the lawsuit, Ms. Owens "told the world" she would stake her "entire professional reputation" on the accusation that Ms. Macron, "is, in fact, a man." Ms. Owens made the claim on her podcast, then carried by The Daily Wire, and repeated it in a post on X.

Ms. Owens and The Daily Wire, a conservative media company, severed ties that month over her antisemitic rhetoric, and she repeated the claim about Ms. Macron on her independent podcast and other platforms.

Ms. Owens "disregarded all credible evidence disproving her claim," the filing says, and "rather than engage with President and Mrs. Macron's attempts to set the record straight, Owens mocked them and used them as additional fodder for her frenzied fan base."

"Because Ms. Owens systematically reaffirmed these falsehoods in response to each of our attorneys' repeated requests for a retraction, we ultimately concluded that referring the matter to a court of law was the only remaining avenue for remedy," the Macrons said in a statement from their lawyer.

The suit also names Ms. Owens's media company and the company that runs her website, which are both registered in Delaware.

The conservative commentator Candace Owens. Rebecca Noble for The New York Times


In her podcast on Wednesday afternoon, Ms. Owens said the case was "all the proof you need" that her claim was true.

Addressing Ms. Macron directly, she added, "You are literally making history in all the wrong ways."

The podcaster noted that she had learned of the lawsuit in the news media on Wednesday and had not yet been served. She argued that Ms. Macron was "pivoting strategies" after a ruling in a lawsuit the French first lady had filed in France against two people who publicized the claim that she is a man was overturned this month.

A French appeals court overturned a lower court's ruling ordering the defendants to pay damages, saying the false claims against Ms. Macron had been made in "good faith."




Ms. Owens, 36, has become a lightning rod for controversy as a media personality. She said in 2017 that she became conservative in response to what she viewed as racism among liberals. She became well-known in conservative circles working in communications for Turning Point USA, a conservative advocacy group.

Ms. Owens, who is Black, co-founded the Blexit Foundation in 2019 to encourage Black Americans to reconsider their political affiliations. In 2022, she made a documentary critical of the Black Lives Matter movement, "The Greatest Lie Ever Sold: George Floyd and the Rise of BLM."

She is married to George Farmer, a British American who worked for Turning Point UK and was chief executive of the conservative social media company Parler.

The Macrons have long been a subject of public curiosity and speculation. He was a teenager when they first met, and she, who is about 25 years his senior, was his teacher. Recently, Ms. Macron, 72, was caught on camera pushing Mr. Macron, 47, in the face. The French president downplayed the episode, saying they were "bickering and, rather, joking around." He added, "Everyone needs to calm down and focus on the real news."

Mr. Macron has said little publicly about the false rumors targeting his wife. In rare comments last year, he told reporters, "The worst thing is false information and fabricated scenarios, with people who end up believing them and disrupting your life, including your privacy."

The French presidency did not immediately respond to requests for comment.

The Macrons' lawsuit contends that when they sought a retraction of Ms. Owens's initial claim, she doubled down and "endorsed, repeated and published verifiably false and devastating lies about the Macrons."

Then this year, the lawsuit says, in an eight-part YouTube series called "Becoming Brigitte," in podcasts, on social media and in interviews, Ms. Owens presented a number of "far-fetched fictions" about the couple.

Among them: Ms. Macron supposedly stole another person's identity and transitioned to becoming a woman; the Macrons are blood relatives; Mr. Macron was chosen for the French presidency as part of a U.S. government mind-control program; and the Macrons are committing forgery, fraud and abuses of power to conceal those secrets.

Ms. Owens capitalized on the claims by selling merchandise associated with the couple, the lawsuit contends.

"Ms. Owens' campaign of defamation was plainly designed to harass and cause pain to us and our families and to garner attention and notoriety," the Macrons said in the statement. "We gave her every opportunity to back away from these claims, but she refused."

Aurelien Breeden contributed reporting.
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China Flexes Muscles at U.N. Cultural Agency, Just as Trump Walks Away

Washington had been a buffer against China's efforts to use UNESCO to influence education, historical designations and even artificial intelligence.

The Temple of Heaven in Beijing is a UNESCO World Heritage site. China has spent years trying to influence the U.N. cultural agency.  Jessica Lee/EPA, via Shutterstock



By Mara Hvistendahl
Mara Hvistendahl reported from Paris, home to the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization.


Jul 23, 2025 at 10:06 AM

Any traveler who has picked up an international guidebook knows the UNESCO World Heritage site designation as shorthand for a must-see cultural destination that's worthy of a detour.

But the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization has also become the target of an intense Chinese influence campaign in recent years as Beijing has sought to increase its reach over educational curriculums, historical designations and even artificial intelligence.

President Trump's decision Tuesday to withdraw the United States from the group removes a powerful check on China's effort, in the latest example of how the White House retreat from international institutions offers an opening for China to advance its soft power.

The United States was once the largest UNESCO backer, accounting for nearly 25 cents of every dollar. But Washington has had an on-again-off-again relationship with it for years, especially since Mr. Trump first took office in 2017, and China has stepped up to take its place. A Chinese official is now UNESCO's deputy director general, a post that diplomats said is often awarded in exchange for political or monetary favors.

UNESCO has lent support to major priorities for China's top leader, Xi Jinping, including the global infrastructure program known as the Belt and Road Initiative. Beijing has also lobbied heavily for World Heritage designations and is jockeying to surpass Italy as the country with the most culturally significant sites. Some of those sites are in oppressed regions like Tibet and Xinjiang, where many local residents view them as an attempt to appropriate and control their culture and history.

And while UNESCO wields tremendous clout over what counts as history, it is also the U.N. agency in charge of setting artificial intelligence guidelines. UNESCO has an agreement with iFlytek, a major Chinese A.I. company, to cooperate on higher education in Asia and Africa, according to Chinese state media. (UNESCO said it has partnerships with many artificial intelligence companies worldwide.)

UNESCO, which sets artificial intelligence guidelines, reached a cooperation agreement with the Chinese technology company iFlytek. Albert Gea/Reuters


"UNESCO is a battleground for cultural and intellectual power and influence," said David Killion, who was an ambassador to UNESCO under President Barack Obama. "We are conceding the soft power realm to an expansionist, authoritarian great power."

The Chinese Embassy in Washington, in a response to a request for comment on its influence in UNESCO, said that international organizations are "not arenas for geopolitical games."

"China never intends to challenge or replace the U.S.," the embassy said. "We hope that all parties could see China's positive role in UNESCO objectively."

UNESCO said that, while China will soon be the biggest funder, it is underrepresented on the agency's staff. "We are not in a position to comment on the diplomatic strategy of one member state or another," an agency spokeswoman said in a statement.

The State Department did not respond to a request for comment but issued a statement saying that UNESCO advanced "a globalist, ideological agenda for international development at odds with our America First foreign policy."

The pullback reflects a broader American retreat from international bodies and Mr. Trump's dim view of soft power, the longstanding idea that America's cultural and economic influence abroad strengthens its hand in foreign affairs.

Mr. Trump has announced America's departure from the World Health Organization and gutted the United States Agency for International Development. A White House review of U.N. agencies is due in early August, and experts expect the White House to defund others.

"The United States is no longer reliable," said Wu Xinbo, dean of the Institute of International Studies at Fudan University in Shanghai. "China's status and influence in the United Nations will definitely increase accordingly. This is certain."

UNESCO was the first U.N. agency that Mr. Xi visited after becoming China's leader in 2012. The United States had withdrawn funding under 1990s legislation requiring a cutoff of American financing to U.N. agencies that accepted Palestine as a full member.

That provided an opening for China.

Beijing got Mr. Xi's wife, Peng Liyuan, appointed as a special envoy and sent money to Paris that it earmarked for its foreign policy goals.

Tang Qian, a former UNESCO assistant director general from China, recalled in his 2020 memoir that his government viewed financing the agency as a way to expand Chinese influence, particularly in Africa.

Washington was not on the sidelines during this period, despite the funding cuts. The Obama administration kept its diplomats, like Mr. Killion, in Paris to work on issues like Holocaust education and countering Brazil and China on internet regulation.

"UNESCO is a battleground for cultural and intellectual power and influence," said David Killion, top center, a former U.S. ambassador to the organization. Thibault Camus/Associated Press


But in 2017, the Trump administration announced it would withdraw from the organization completely, citing anti-Israel bias. After President Joseph R. Biden took office in 2021, Mr. Killion and others campaigned to get the United States to return.

"The void left by the U.S. is being filled by other major powers, like China, who understand the immense soft power opportunity that exists at UNESCO," read a document that they circulated within the Biden administration.

Congress authorized a funding waiver and the United States rejoined UNESCO. The waiver explicitly mentioned concerns about Chinese influence.

The new ambassador set about trying to restore American influence, securing partnerships for tech companies like Microsoft and Netflix and leading a group, with the Ghanaian ambassador, that worked on artificial intelligence and digital learning in Africa, where Chinese companies had been making inroads.

Mr. Trump is hardly eager to empower China. He has launched a trade war and imposed export restrictions on American technology. But Mr. Trump favors economic and military might over foreign aid and cultural programs.

China views soft power as essential to expanding its global influence and UNESCO as key to establishing its culture and history as prominent on the world stage. China leads the world in the number of "intangible cultural heritages" -- humanity's most worthy creations, like the Spanish flamenco dancing, the Thai prawn soup known as tom yum kung and Jamaican reggae.

UNESCO headquarters in Paris. Jacques Demarthon/Agence France-Presse -- Getty Images


World Heritage sites attract so many tourists that a UNESCO designation can transform economies. Sites in Western countries have historically dominated this list, and Asian countries have lobbied heavily in recent years to have their history acknowledged, too. But persecuted ethnic minorities say that in the hands of Beijing, the sites become tools of appropriation and are not protected.

At a palace in Lhasa that was for centuries the home of Tibetan Dalai Lamas, the Chinese government erected two pavilions in 2020. The pavilions, built in a distinctly Chinese style, surround sacred stone columns that commemorate Tibetan history. UNESCO regulations require that countries alert the organization before making major changes to sites. The Chinese government did not do that.

Advocacy groups called on UNESCO's World Heritage Committee to designate the palace as a site in danger at its meeting this month. It did not.

Chinese officials have described the country's efforts to get its historical and cultural sites designated by UNESCO as a key part of Mr. Xi's Global Civilization Initiative. That initiative holds that each region has its own values and should not face pressure from countries with different values. Critics have described this as an attempt to undermine human rights and democracy.

U.S. defunding of UNESCO will mean less oversight of the heritage process, said Stephan Dompke, chair of the Berlin-based nonprofit group World Heritage Watch. "Even now," he said, "UNESCO cannot monitor about one-third of the sites on the World Heritage List. The withdrawal of the United States will only accelerate this process."

The American ambassador to UNESCO stepped down in January as Mr. Trump took office. Shortly afterward, a Uyghur linguist, Abduweli Ayup, discovered the risk of offending China at UNESCO.

Abduweli Ayup, a Uyghur linguist, was pulled from a speaking spot at a UNESCO conference. Andrea Gjestvang for The New York Times


The Uyghurs are a persecuted ethnic group in northwestern China who have been interned in camps, forced into labor and barred from using their native language in schools. The Chinese government works aggressively to censor and beat back discussion of this repression.

In February, Mr. Ayup traveled to Paris with his family, expecting to make a presentation at a UNESCO conference on Indigenous languages. He had been invited to speak about how smartphones have contributed to a decline in Uyghurs' using their native language.

On the first day of the conference, Mr. Ayup asked a Chinese state media anchor a question that was critical of Beijing. The next day, a few hours before he was scheduled to present, organizers abruptly rescinded the invitation.

Mr. Ayup's question was the reason, according to three members of the conference's academic committee, who spoke on the condition of anonymity for fear of reprisals. The Chinese language learning company Talkmate was a major sponsor, and staff members feared offending the executives, one of the committee members said.

UNESCO, in its statement, said that its management was not involved in canceling Mr. Ayup's presentation and that the agency had not received a request from China about it.

Before he left the conference, Mr. Ayup angrily scrawled on a sheet of paper and taped it to the wall of the conference venue. "UNESCO," the sign read. "My presentation cancelled. Why? Why?"

Susan C. Beachy contributed research.
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New Documents Shed Light on Brutality of Idaho Killings

Police reports released by the authorities in Moscow, Idaho, detail what investigators found at the scene where four University of Idaho students were fatally stabbed.

Chief Anthony Dahlinger of the Moscow Police Department speaking at a news conference at a courthouse in Boise, Idaho, on Wednesday after the sentencing of Bryan Kohberger on Wednesday. Kyle Green/Associated Press



By Nicholas Bogel-Burroughs and Mike Baker



Jul 24, 2025 at 01:21 AM

Documents released by the Moscow Police Department on Wednesday shed new light on the brutality of the murders of four University of Idaho college students in 2022 and the extensive investigation that ultimately concluded with the sentencing of a former Ph.D. student from a nearby university, Bryan Kohberger, to life in prison on Wednesday.

The department released hundreds of files after the sentence was handed down.

Here are some key revelations from the documents.



	A Moscow police detective wrote that Xana Kernodle, one of the four victims, had suffered more than 50 stab wounds and that many of them were defensive wounds, meaning that she had tried to protect herself or fend off the attack. Prosecutors said earlier that Mr. Kohberger had encountered Ms. Kernodle, who was awake, as he walked downstairs after killing Madison Mogen and Kaylee Goncalves in a bedroom on the third floor of the house they shared. After killing Ms. Kernodle, he also fatally stabbed her boyfriend, Ethan Chapin, who had been sleeping in her bedroom.


	Dylan Mortensen, one of two surviving roommates at the house, told a police officer that she had heard a scream that she believed to be from Ms. Goncalves, according to a police report from November 2022, when the murders took place. She also told the police she had heard the sound of someone running from the third floor down to the second floor. Ms. Mortensen told officers that when she looked outside her room, she saw a man clad in black leaving the house. The other surviving roommate, Bethany Funke, told the police she did not know what to make of what Ms. Mortensen had told her about what she saw, thinking it was possible that a fraternity member was playing a joke on them.


	A man being held alongside Mr. Kohberger at the Latah County Jail in Moscow told the police in September 2024 that Mr. Kohberger was the smartest person he had encountered in jail but that he also had annoying habits, including washing his hands dozens of times a day, spending a long time in the shower and staying awake most nights. The fellow inmate also said that Mr. Kohberger had frequently asked him about his past crimes. The man, who was not identified, said he had seen Mr. Kohberger behave aggressively only once, when the inmate made a disparaging remark directed at the television and Mr. Kohberger misunderstood, thinking the man was talking about him or his mother, with whom he was on a video call. He said Mr. Kohberger had approached the jail cell bars and "aggressively" asked him if he had been talking about him or his mother.


	A Moscow police officer arrived to work in January 2025 and realized that an evidence refrigerator was broken, with dozens of blood, hair and other swabs from the case -- including an apparent buccal swab from Mr. Kohberger -- stored inside, according to a police report. No DNA samples were being stored in the refrigerator, and a separate evidence freezer was unaffected, the report says. It was unclear from that report whether the samples had been affected.


	A man who, like Mr. Kohberger, had also been a teaching assistant at Washington State University said that Mr. Kohberger "began to talk much more than usual" in the period after the murders, according to an October 2023 police report. He also said that Mr. Kohberger had acted inappropriately with female students -- the report does not explain this further -- and that Mr. Kohberger had talked about wanting a girlfriend "on many occasions." Mr. Kohberger also had injuries sometime around October and November of 2022, including a scratch on his face and wounds on his knuckles, the man recalled. The man said he had asked Mr. Kohberger about them, and Mr. Kohberger told him he had been in a car accident.
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Republicans Rely on Trump's Promises to Grease the Path for His Agenda

G.O.P. leaders scrounging for the votes to push through the president's priorities have increasingly turned to him and his team to win over holdouts with special carve-outs and commitments.

Republicans in Congress have increasingly ceded their power to President Trump. Kenny Holston/The New York Times



By Catie Edmondson
Reporting from the Capitol


Jul 22, 2025 at 08:40 PM

When Senator Mike Rounds, Republican of South Dakota, first saw President Trump's request to cancel $9 billion in congressionally approved funding for foreign aid and public broadcasting, he balked.

He was wary of supporting a measure that would gut public media, given that his state relies so heavily on federally funded tribal stations. But before long, top Trump administration officials were assuring him that they would find grants to fund those outlets. That vague assurance was enough to win over Mr. Rounds, who ultimately voted for the measure.

It was part of a pattern that has emerged as Republicans in Congress, increasingly ceding their power to Mr. Trump, continue to find ways of falling in line behind even elements of his agenda that run directly counter to their interests and stated priorities.

Republican leaders presiding over slim majorities in both chambers are more and more dependent on the president and his team to cut side deals with holdouts to win enough votes to push through his top priorities.

That has been the case for some of Mr. Trump's biggest legislative items, including the massive tax cut bill that slashed Medicaid and food assistance, and a bill clawing back $9 billion in foreign aid and public broadcasting funds that Congress had already approved. In both cases and many others, skeptical G.O.P. lawmakers have relented after winning promises -- sometimes little more than imprecise commitments for future action -- that their pet issues will be addressed or their constituents spared the worst of the impacts.

Horse-trading behind the scenes has always powered much of what goes on in Congress, particularly when it comes to major legislative pushes. But the past several weeks have been dominated by an extraordinary flurry of handshake deals and written carve-outs meant to assuage the most anxious Republicans, often with scant details about how the exceptions will be implemented or enforced.

Senator Lisa Murkowski of Alaska secured perhaps the biggest carve-outs for her state in the hours before she voted with her party to advance its marquee tax and spending cuts bill. She was able to exempt Alaska from new provisions that would have loaded the state up with millions of dollars in new costs for SNAP, the food assistance program, and from having to enforce new work requirements for Medicaid recipients.

And she negotiated a measure to protect a yearlong window for solar and wind projects to continue receiving tax credits created by President Joseph R. Biden Jr.'s climate law, after other Republicans in Congress had sought to immediately eliminate them. That measure was particularly important for Ms. Murkowski, because rural areas of her state have sought to pivot to renewable energy projects to reduce their dependence on diesel fuel.

Senator Lisa Murkowski, Republican of Alaska, secured perhaps the biggest carve-outs for her state before voting with her party to advance its marquee tax and spending cuts bill. Kenny Holston/The New York Times


But days later, Mr. Trump signed an executive order that could make it more difficult for wind and solar projects to receive the remaining tax credits. The move, Ms. Murkowski told the Anchorage Daily News, "pulls the rug out from underneath the deal" she had brokered.

"I read it as just a total affront to what we had negotiated," she said.

Mr. Rounds's reversal on the $9 billion clawback bill came after he said he had brokered a deal with the administration to find $9.4 million in "unused climate change money that will be reallocated to continue grants to tribal radio stations."

It is unclear exactly how that might work.

The head of a network of Native radio and television stations privately appealed to Mr. Rounds to oppose the move, saying the deal he had made with the White House was unworkable.

"There is currently no clear path for redirecting these funds to tribal broadcasters without significant legislative and administrative changes," Loris Taylor, the president of Native Public Media, a network of 57 radio stations and four television stations, wrote.

The agreement, if implemented as announced, would leave tribal broadcasters with a yearlong budget shortfall. The money Congress voted to claw back was set to fund broadcasters for two years. Mr. Rounds's workaround would only backstop tribal radio stations for the next year.

Even then, it's not clear what money the White House might redirect. Russell T. Vought, the White House budget office director, told Politico's E & E News last week that it would not be "Green New Deal" funding, apparently referring to the climate law.

Russell T. Vought, the director of the White House Office of Management and Budget, before the Senate Appropriations Committee last month.  Tierney L. Cross/The New York Times


"There's money that's been around for a long time that we can purpose for what's needed," he said.

Republicans who staged a mutiny on the House floor last week to block the consideration of a trio of cryptocurrency bills relented after they were called to the White House to meet with Mr. Trump in the Oval Office. The president assured them that he would see to it that their top priority, enactment of a bill to prevent the Federal Reserve from issuing its own cryptocurrency, would be addressed -- though he failed to include Republicans on the House Financial Services Committee in his plan. That led to more wrangling as G.O.P. leaders puzzled over how to execute Mr. Trump's promise.

The holdouts finally agreed to allow the House to take up the legislation after receiving an assurance from Republican leaders that they would attach the measure banning a government-backed cryptocurrency to a separate piece of legislation that is all but certain to become law: the annual defense policy bill. It is not clear whether that effort will succeed.

Mr. Trump alluded to how dependent Republican leaders have become on his involvement in legislative haggling, though he seemed to suggest that the substance of the promises made was less important than the person making them.

"I am so tired of making phone calls at 2, 3, 4 o'clock in the morning, getting calls from our great speaker -- 'Sir, we have 12 hard no's,'" Mr. Trump said as he signed one of the crypto measures into law the following day. "They just want a little love."

It was hardly the only side deal whose fulfillment remains murky. Republicans who were concerned about the Medicaid cuts in their party's marquee domestic policy bill were persuaded to back it after their leaders added a $50 billion fund for rural hospitals to help health care providers absorb the impact of the reductions.

It is unclear on what basis the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services will ultimately decide to approve or deny applications for funding or how they will distribute that money across states. The law, as written, does not require the agency to publish information about how it allocates the funds.

As Republican leaders were trying to convince holdouts to vote for the bill, Dr. Mehmet Oz, the Medicare and Medicaid administrator, privately appealed to lawmakers, telling Pennsylvania Republicans in the House that they could still win money from the fund even in areas that are not rural, Politico reported.

The Wall Street Journal reported that C.M.S. officials "granted a verbal assurance" to Alaska's senators that their state would benefit from the rural fund and could expect to receive $280 million.

There have been other examples of successful carve-outs.

After Republican senators balked at the White House's request to claw back $400 million from the President's Emergency Plan for AIDS Relief, known as PEPFAR, G.O.P. leaders agreed to strip out the cut.

Senator Jerry Moran of Kansas was able to insert a provision into the bill to protect U.S.A.I.D. programs that purchase crops from farmers using federal funds and send them to hungry people around the world.

Senators also swung into action to exempt aid to Jordan and Egypt, as well as funding for a State Department program intended to counter the influence of the Chinese Communist Party, from the rescissions.

But others were left without reassurances in writing.

Senator Thom Tillis of North Carolina said he was worried that cuts outlined in the rescissions package "could lay the groundwork" for the administration to cut roughly $200 million from a program giving nonmilitary aid to Ukraine.

"I've been told as late as yesterday that that will not be one of the cuts," Mr. Tillis said, "and so I'm willing to move forward and vote on this bill on the assumption that that comes to pass."
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Trump Administration Illegally Withheld Head Start Funds, Watchdog Finds

It's the third time this year that investigators from the Government Accountability Office have determined the administration defied Congress on spending.

The Head Start program funds child care and other services for families in poverty, serving roughly 800,000 children. Rebecca Blackwell/Associated Press



By Tony Romm
Reporting from Washington


Jul 23, 2025 at 07:52 PM

The Trump administration illegally withheld funding from a roughly $12 billion federal child care program known as Head Start, according to congressional investigators, who said that President Trump and his top aides had wrongly interrupted the flow of money enacted by Congress.

The disruption appeared to be resolved by June, according to the Government Accountability Office, a legislative oversight agency. But its conclusions, published Wednesday, still referenced reports showing that the government's actions may have caused immense financial hardship to some child-care services, which struggled to receive federal aid for about three months.

It was the third time this year that the congressional watchdog, known as the G.A.O., faulted the administration for defying Congress and trying to reconfigure the nation's budget unilaterally. And the findings underscored the stakes of a simmering battle between Capitol Hill and the White House over the power of the purse.

The Head Start program funds child care and other services for families in poverty, serving roughly 800,000 children up to age 5, according to recent federal estimates. Even though the safety-net initiative has long enjoyed bipartisan support, Mr. Trump considered proposing its full elimination as part of his fiscal blueprint for 2026, calling its curriculum "radical."

The president ultimately backed off the idea once he issued his full budget this spring. But some Head Start centers still began to report significant difficulties in getting federal funds that Congress had already approved. Democrats soon alleged that the Department of Health and Human Services, which oversees Head Start, had stopped providing grants on a timely basis. By April, party lawmakers had determined that the program had supplied about $1 billion less than it had compared with the same time a year earlier.

Facing significant disruptions, local Head Start associations joined parents and other groups in a lawsuit brought by the American Civil Liberties Union in April. The groups charged that the funding delays were "unlawful acts in service of an unlawful goal" to undermine Head Start "in blatant contravention of congressional directives."

On Wednesday, the accountability office came to a similar conclusion. It found that the Trump administration had "significantly reduced the rate of disbursement of funds for Head Start grant programs" between Jan. 20, the day Mr. Trump took office, until mid-April, compared with the same period a year earlier.

The watchdog acknowledged that the administration by June had supplied funding at a rate comparable to past years. But the G.A.O. still concluded that the previous interruptions violated a 1970s law that limits the president's ability to withhold enacted funds, a move known as impoundment.

The law aims to protect lawmakers' budgetary powers from presidential encroachment, since the Constitution chiefly affords spending responsibilities to Congress. The congressional watchdog found earlier this year that the Trump administration had similarly violated the anti-impoundment rules when it held up infrastructure funding and money for museums and libraries.

A spokeswoman for the White House budget office did not immediately respond to a request for comment. Its leader, Russell T. Vought, has denied past allegations that the administration illegally impounded funds, while arguing that the law itself is unconstitutional. Mr. Vought has also signaled he could try to push the limits of those rules to cancel billions of dollars in spending closer to the end of the fiscal year, which concludes Sept. 30.

As they look to sidestep Congress to conform the budget to the president's views, Mr. Trump's top aides have also attacked the watchdog. The White House has derided the investigators' work as partisan, questioned their legal findings and worked alongside House Republicans in a bid to block nearly four dozen open inquiries into its spending cuts, according to documents previously viewed by The New York Times.

The accountability office is a roughly century-old, nonpartisan advisory arm of the Capitol, and it long has produced reports -- welcomed by both parties -- identifying waste, fraud and abuse in federal spending. It is also tasked under law to investigate allegations of impoundment, with the power to sue the administration to force the release of frozen funds.

Officials at the G.A.O. recently informed members of Congress that they planned to retain outside legal counsel in case they needed to bring a case. The leader of the office -- Gene Dodaro, the comptroller general -- said in an interview that a lawsuit is a last resort and that no decisions about legal action have been made.

"Trump has signaled he would like to eliminate Head Start -- but that's not his choice to make," said Senator Patty Murray, a Democrat from Washington who leads her party on the chamber's Appropriations Committee. She added in a statement that the president needed to "ensure every penny of these funds get out in a timely, consistent way moving forward."

Representative Rosa DeLauro, the leading Democratic appropriator from Connecticut, went as far as to call for Mr. Vought's removal on Wednesday. Other Democrats, including Senator Chuck Schumer of New York, the minority leader, have similarly called for his firing.

In a statement, Ms. DeLauro said the White House budget director is "behind the illegal stealing of congressionally directed funds and must be removed from his position."
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News Analysis


How Epstein Has Consumed Washington, From the White House to Congress and Beyond

The case of Jeffrey Epstein, sex offender and former friend of the president, has blown up into a major headache for the White House.

Attorney General Pam Bondi has repeatedly overpromised and underdelivered releases of information on the Epstein case. Tierney L. Cross/The New York Times



By Luke Broadwater
Reporting from the White House


Jul 23, 2025 at 08:15 PM

The Jeffrey Epstein saga has derailed President Trump's news conferences and consumed the attention of the White House.

It has prompted an intense Justice Department review that has enlisted, according to one whistle-blower, 1,000 F.B.I. employees, some of them on 24-hour shifts.

And just this week, it caused the House of Representatives to shut down early, grinding the legislative business of Washington to a halt.

The Epstein case has dominated the Trump administration and Washington in a way few could have predicted, nearly six years after Mr. Epstein, a convicted sex offender, died in his jail cell in 2019. Officials determined that he died by suicide, but the case has fascinated conspiracy theorists, including many in Mr. Trump's base.

Alongside all the major issues the Trump administration planned to tackle in the president's second-term -- a border crackdown, heavy tariffs imposed on countries across the world and the dismantling of entire government agencies -- the release of the Epstein files could have been a minor matter, a small reward for some of Mr. Trump's most vocal supporters in the MAGA movement.

But the minor matter quickly blew up into a major headache.

Attorney General Pam Bondi repeatedly overpromised and underdelivered what she would release to the MAGA faithful, who are eager to investigate the rash of theories about Mr. Epstein and his death. Among them: that Democrats had Epstein killed in jail; that he was blackmailing the rich and famous; and that he was an asset of a foreign intelligence agency, despite a lack of evidence supporting any of those claims.

When she released binders full of documents entitled "The Epstein Files, Part 1," they were widely panned as a disappointment.

There was never a "Part 2."

Instead, the Justice Department released an unsigned memo in July informing Mr. Trump's base that its review of the files "revealed no incriminating 'client list.'"

"There was also no credible evidence found that Epstein blackmailed prominent individuals as part of his actions," the memo stated. "We did not uncover evidence that could predicate an investigation against uncharged third parties."

The backlash was swift, and Mr. Trump was set on his heels politically. He began lashing out at his own supporters as "weaklings" for continuing to talk about Mr. Epstein's case and accused them of falling for a "scam" perpetrated by Democrats.

Democrats were all too happy to get into the mix, and began moves in the House to force procedural votes that would call on the Justice Department to make the information about the Epstein case public.

Speaker Mike Johnson, an ally of Mr. Trump, announced on Tuesday that he was cutting short the week's legislative business and sending the House home early for the summer on Wednesday to avoid having to hold votes on releasing files related to Mr. Epstein.

"We're done being lectured on transparency," Mr. Johnson said.

The speaker's surprise move came after a whistle-blower came to Congress to report about the intense review of the files undertaken by the Justice Department.

Senator Richard J. Durbin of Illinois, the No. 2 Senate Democrat, said the whistle-blower informed his office that about 1,000 F.B.I. agents had been instructed to "flag" any records in the files that mentioned Mr. Trump.

"Essentially, agents were pulled out of their field from their work combating narcotics and violent crime to review this mountain of documents," Mr. Durbin said. "Other important F.B.I. work was effectively shut down, according to the whistle-blower."

Mr. Epstein and Mr. Trump mingled publicly as friends for years, before a falling-out around 2004. Court records show that Mr. Trump was among those who rode on Mr. Epstein's private jet.

Karoline Leavitt, the White House press secretary, has said that Mr. Trump barred Mr. Epstein from his Mar-a-Lago club "for being a creep."

Michael Ricci, a former top communications aide to the Republican speakers Paul D. Ryan of Wisconsin and John A. Boehner of Ohio, said no one could have predicted how the Epstein story would take over Washington. But he said past speakers had attempted to use the August recess to avoid dealing with tricky issues.

"The speaker's calculus is that this gives the administration time and space," Mr. Ricci said. "Usually these things will just fester, and the speaker and the leadership team will be back at a similar crossroads around Labor Day."

The Trump administration has tried to deflect attention and blame elsewhere. It asked a judge in New York to release grand jury transcripts concerning Mr. Epstein, which the judge refused to do. If the controversy doesn't go away, Mr. Trump might be forced to consider some additional steps, such as appointing a special counsel, Mr. Ricci said.

"If you can't buy trust, you buy time," he said. "If you're not going to follow through on disclosures, you have to buy time and promise people that you'll come back in six to eight months with something. They've just left it open-ended."
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Judge Denies Request to Unseal Epstein Grand Jury Transcripts in Florida

The president and his subordinates, including Attorney General Pam Bondi, have come under enormous pressure to release further details about the disgraced financier Jeffrey Epstein.

Jeffrey Epstein appearing in court in 2008 in West Palm Beach, Fla. Uma Sanghvi/Palm Beach Post, via Associated Press



By Zach Montague and Seamus Hughes
Reporting from Washington


Jul 23, 2025 at 07:08 PM

A federal judge in Florida on Wednesday denied a request by the Trump administration to release grand jury transcripts from an investigation into the disgraced financier Jeffrey Epstein, stymying efforts by President Trump to blunt criticism from many of his supporters.

The denial came after the government last week asked judges in New York and Florida to unseal documents stemming from multiple criminal investigations involving Mr. Epstein in both states. In its request, the Justice Department cited "special circumstances" that arose from "historical interest by the public," asking a judge in Florida to unseal transcripts from two federal grand juries convened in 2005 and 2007.

The decision is all but certain to frustrate the Trump administration's frantic bid to show that no secrets remain from the government's investigations into Mr. Epstein.

For weeks, the administration has sought to quell right-wing supporters who are demanding the release of more material related to Mr. Epstein, a convicted sex offender who hanged himself in a Manhattan jail cell in 2019.

The backlash has put enormous pressure on Mr. Trump and his subordinates, including Attorney General Pam Bondi. Ms. Bondi had promised that the Justice Department would release further details about Mr. Epstein, but reversed course after a joint memo issued by the F.B.I. and the Justice Department on July 6 indicated that no more disclosures about Mr. Epstein's conviction would be forthcoming.

In its request, the Justice Department did not suggest that the testimony would provide anything revelatory, but insisted that it would bolster the government's claims that it had left no stone unturned.

"Since July 6, 2025, there has been extensive public interest in the basis for the memorandum's conclusions," it said.

In a brief 12-page order, Judge Robin L. Rosenberg wrote that the court's "hands are tied," pointing to what she said was the government's own concession in its filing that the laws on criminal procedure generally forbid courts from unsealing grand jury testimony except in narrow circumstances.

She wrote that the Justice Department's requests fell outside those narrow contexts, which can include sharing testimony with other department lawyers or as evidence in another related lawsuit.

She similarly dismissed the idea that moving the case to New York served any purpose other than getting around those rules, as the government's case against Mr. Epstein in New York was already long over.

"The government's request is not to assist with litigation in the New York federal proceedings," she wrote. "The government wants the petition to be granted so that it can release evidence to the public at large."

Judge Rosenberg ordered that a new case be created "in the public interest" that provided access to the government's requests and the denial order, as the Epstein grand jury docket is still sealed.

But she ordered closed the case where the government filed its request, which started with the investigation into Mr. Epstein in Florida in 2005, and specified in bold typeface that no transcripts or grand jury materials that had not been previously disclosed would appear on the new docket.

The move to uncover more information has consumed the capital, with Speaker Mike Johnson sending lawmakers home early to avoid votes authorizing more releases and joining Mr. Trump in admonishing the public to drop the matter.

In recent days the White House -- and Mr. Trump in a personal capacity -- have also sought to discredit reporting by The Wall Street Journal that described intimate birthday letters Mr. Trump was said to have sent Mr. Epstein in 2003, raising further questions about their relationship.

On Friday, Mr. Trump filed a defamation lawsuit against the paper and its owner, Rupert Murdoch, asserting the article was false. And on Monday, the White House acknowledged that it had retaliated against the publication by barring its reporters from traveling with the president to Scotland as part of the White House press pool.

In asking that grand jury documents be unsealed in Florida, the Justice Department also requested that records be unsealed in New York, where Mr. Epstein was investigated in 2019. It has also reached out to Ghislaine Maxwell, Mr. Epstein's longtime associate who is serving a prison term for sex trafficking, to set up a meeting in a search for any missing answers about Mr. Epstein.

In a separate ruling on Wednesday, a federal judge in New York denied a request by Ms. Maxwell's lawyers to gain access to grand jury transcripts related to her case, after the government had similarly moved to have those records unsealed.

Benjamin Weiser contributed reporting from New York.
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Gabbard Releases New Documents Targeting Obama Administration, as Justice Dept. Forms Task Force

The director of national intelligence intensified attacks on assessments about Russia's role in the 2016 presidential election.

Tulsi Gabbard, the director of national intelligence, has contended that the intelligence work in 2016 was not only flawed but also amounted to a conspiracy against President Trump. Eric Lee for The New York Times



By Julian E. Barnes and Glenn Thrush
Reporting from Washington


Jul 23, 2025 at 02:53 PM

The Justice Department announced on Wednesday the formation of a task force to look into unsubstantiated allegations by President Trump that President Barack Obama and his aides ordered an investigation into the 2016 Trump campaign's connections to Russia to destroy Mr. Trump.

The announcement, which came in an ambiguous, bare-bones statement on the department's website, was a continuation of Mr. Trump's campaign of retribution. It also represented yet another Trump pivot away from the political morass of the Jeffrey Epstein files in targeting Mr. Obama, whose presidency set off a wave of reactionary anger that helped propel Mr. Trump from a punchline to political dominance.

The move came hours after Tulsi Gabbard, the director of national intelligence, ramped up her attacks on Mr. Obama, releasing a document that she said undermined the conclusion of his intelligence agencies that Russia favored the election of Mr. Trump in 2016.

Ms. Gabbard said that after Mr. Trump's first election, Mr. Obama ordered an intelligence analysis that was subject to "unusual directives" from him. She criticized that assessment as using unclear or unknown sources.

Under questions from reporters, she said Obama administration officials had led to a "yearslong coup and treasonous conspiracy" against Mr. Trump.

Asked if she thought Mr. Obama was implicated in criminal behavior, Ms. Gabbard said she had referred documents to the F.B.I.

"The evidence that we have found and that we have released directly point to President Obama leading the manufacturing of this intelligence assessment," she said. "There are multiple pieces of evidence and intelligence that confirm that fact."

The documents Ms. Gabbard has produced, both Wednesday and last week, show that Obama administration officials wanted to complete a review before they left office and put pressure on the intelligence agencies to work quickly, but there is no evidence of criminal behavior.

The document released on Wednesday was a report that the House Intelligence Committee originally drafted in 2017, when Republicans led the panel. The report took issue with the conclusion reached in December 2016 that President Vladimir V. Putin of Russia had favored Mr. Trump.

Only Republicans on the committee participated in the drafting of the 2017 report and revisions in 2020.

The new material provides some interesting insights into the development of the review of Russian activity by American spy agencies, and the debate over their assessment. But none of the new information changes the fundamental view that Russia meddled in the election and that Mr. Putin hoped to damage Hillary Clinton, the Democratic nominee.

Ms. Gabbard has won praise from Mr. Trump for her investigation into the intelligence findings and spoke at length about how the 2016 assessment was part of a witch hunt against him. The president has been under sharp criticism for his handling of documents related to the disgraced financier Jeffrey Epstein, and his attacks on the Obama administration appear to be part of a distract-and-deflect strategy.

The report was released with relatively few redactions, prompting criticism from Democrats.

"The desperate and irresponsible release of the partisan House intelligence report puts at risk some of the most sensitive sources and methods our intelligence community uses to spy on Russia and keep Americans safe," said Senator Mark Warner of Virginia, the top Democrat on the Senate Intelligence Committee.

Officials familiar with the matter said that another, more heavily redacted version took care to hide more information about U.S. sources and had been considered for release. Ms. Gabbard said on social media that Mr. Trump had declassified the report.

Kash Patel, now Mr. Trump's F.B.I. director, was a key author of the report released on Wednesday, according to officials. 

The House report found that most of the judgments made by the intelligence community in 2016 were sound. But it argued that the work was rushed, as a recent tradecraft analysis by the C.I.A. also found. The assessment that Mr. Putin had favored Mr. Trump did not follow the "professional criteria" of the other findings, the House report said.

The findings were at odds with a bipartisan series of Senate reports from a committee that included Marco Rubio, then a Republican senator from Florida and now Mr. Trump's secretary of state. The Senate Intelligence Committee affirmed the work of the C.I.A. and the other intelligence agencies on the 2016 assessment.

Mr. Warner said Wednesday that the bipartisan effort by the Senate included a yearslong investigation that went through millions of documents and 200 witness interviews. It concluded, he said, that "Russia launched a large-scale influence campaign in the 2016 election to help then-candidate Trump."

John H. Durham, a special prosecutor appointed by Attorney General William P. Barr during Mr. Trump's first term, also failed to find any evidence undermining the intelligence agencies' conclusions.

But the House report said the judgment about Mr. Putin's preference was based on a single source who was biased against the Russian government. The raw intelligence was fragmentary and lacked context, the report added.

The detailed discussion of the source has not been made public before, although the U.S. decision to extract and relocate him, first to Virginia, has become public. Russia officials made the source's identity public and said he was an aide to a senior Russian official.

The 2017 report portrays the information as incomplete and subject to interpretation, pointing to a single piece of intelligence from the man that said Mr. Putin had decided to leak emails stolen from the Democratic National Committee because Mrs. Clinton had better odds of the election and Mr. Trump, "whose victory Putin was counting, most likely would not be able to pull off a convincing victory."

But current and former American officials pushed back on the characterization of the source's intelligence, saying he was well placed and had provided sound information to the United States on Mr. Putin's intentions.

While details about the debate over the source are new, the overall view of the House Intelligence Committee was well known, and members frequently took issue with the finding. But the full report with details of the C.I.A.'s work on the 2016 intelligence assessment has not been released.

Attacking the conclusions of the 2016 assessment that Russia sought to denigrate Mrs. Clinton and help Mr. Trump has been a hobby horse of some of the president's supporters. Republicans have long taken particular aim at the idea that the Kremlin favored Mr. Trump, arguing instead that Russia was simply trying to sow chaos or undermine democratic institutions.

Ms. Gabbard echoed that position on Wednesday.

The attacks on the documents have intensified in recent weeks as first the C.I.A. and then Ms. Gabbard's office have raised questions about the effort.

While Mr. Trump's Republican supporters criticized the assessment during his first term, the president focused much of his ire on Robert S. Mueller III, the former F.B.I. director appointed to investigate any ties between the Trump campaign and Russian officials.

The newly released House document also takes a close look at the role that a dossier prepared by a former British intelligence officer, Christopher Steele, played in the 2016 assessment.

Trump administration officials have maintained that the 2016 intelligence review was tainted by unverified information in the so-called Steele dossier. A classified annex to the report mentioned the dossier, but former officials said the C.I.A. did not take it seriously and did not allow it to influence their assessment.

Few if any of the claims in Mr. Steele's work about Mr. Trump have been verified in the ensuing years.

In interviews this week, former officials insisted the Steele dossier did not influence the findings of the 2016 assessment. But the House report took issue with that, noting that in one of the bullet points in the original, classified version, the assessment referred readers to the annex discussing the dossier. The House report said the two-page annex summarizing the dossier "misrepresented the significance and credibility" of Mr. Steele's work.

The dossier "was written in an amateurish conspiracy and political propaganda tone that invited skepticism, if not ridicule, over its content," the report continued.

The House review also said one C.I.A. officer said he confronted John O. Brennan, the agency's director at the time, with the flaws of the dossier. Mr. Brennan, according to the House report, acknowledged the flaws but added, "doesn't it ring true."

Mr. Brennan, who emerged as one of the sharpest critics of Mr. Trump, has long denied that the dossier colored the assessment and said that he backed C.I.A. officers who wanted it kept out of the main body. He has said he placed the dossier in the annex at the insistence of the F.B.I.

Former Obama administration officials acknowledged in hindsight that including the unverified dossier in the annex was a mistake, given the justifiable criticisms Republicans had of Mr. Steele's assertions. But the officials said the F.B.I. felt it had no choice but to include it in the annex to avoid appearing as if they were hiding something from Mr. Trump.

C.I.A. officials wanted to be sure the F.B.I. signed on to the overall assessments, and they felt that the bureau would do that only if the annex was included, former officials said.

Ms. Gabbard has said she wants to end the weaponization of intelligence. She has condemned politicians for what she sees as the use of selective bits of intelligence against their opponents.

While she has portrayed the release of the documents as a corrective to the errors and missteps of the Obama administration, former officials and even some allies of Ms. Gabbard have said her effort to throw a lifeline to Mr. Trump is an example of the very politicization she has vowed to stamp out.
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In Virginia, the Attack on University Presidents Widens

Gregory Washington, the first Black president of George Mason University, is under fire for his promotion of campus diversity.

Gregory Washington, the president of George Mason University, had promoted what he called an "antiracism" agenda. Alex Brandon/Associated Press



By Stephanie Saul



Jul 22, 2025 at 06:19 PM

The leader of Virginia Military Institute, Cedric T. Wins, lost his contract in February after an alumni group, the Spirit of VMI, attacked his administration for its "woke assault" on the state-supported military college.

The president of the University of Virginia, James E. Ryan, resigned in June, chased out by the Trump administration and a conservative alumni group known as the Jefferson Council, which has board connections.

Now the president of George Mason University, Gregory N. Washington, is facing an attack from the Trump administration and the university's highly partisan board, appointed by the Republican governor, Glenn Youngkin.

Like General Wins, Dr. Washington is Black. And like the other university presidents, Dr. Washington had promoted diversity, including what he called an "antiracism" agenda.

"We have every reason to believe that George Mason is the next target," the campus's chapter of the American Association of University Professors wrote in an email to its members.

The ouster of a third public university president to support D.E.I. would help fulfill the mission of Governor Youngkin, who is limited to one term. Elected in 2021, Mr. Youngkin has pushed for education reform, declaring that diversity, equity and inclusion initiatives had "gone off the rails."

Over the course of his term, Mr. Youngkin has been able to take control of the state's 14 four-year public universities and colleges with his own appointees.

Cedric T. Wins, who was the superintendent of Virginia Military Institute, lost his job in February. Steve Helber/Associated Press


Robert D. Holsworth, a longtime political analyst in Virginia, said that, more than his predecessors, Mr. Youngkin had appointed board members who would "be more aggressive in using their position to support his priorities and to counter the perceived leftward drift of several universities."

Now, with Mr. Youngkin's term expiring in January -- and polls showing a Democrat likely to win the governor's race -- the Youngkin appointees seem to be intent on remaking Virginia higher education in a conservative image.

"There was this idea that 'We control the majority of the board, things were going to happen,'" said Bob Witeck, a communications consultant and former board member at George Mason appointed by two Democratic governors.

Dr. Washington had moved recently to align the university with federal mandates banning D.E.I. initiatives, but he had previously been a supporter of such programs.

The school established a memorial for those enslaved by the school's namesake, started an antiracism task force and tried to hire more diverse faculty members, a mission Dr. Washington had promoted in his previous job as dean of engineering at the University of California, Irvine. At the same time, Dr. Washington had angered some Jewish students and faculty by permitting pro-Palestinian protests that used the phrase "From the river to the sea," which they saw as calling for an end to the state of Israel.

Even so, Republican scrutiny of George Mason comes as something of a surprise given the previous focus on schools in the upper echelons of higher education, known for their selectivity, large endowments, expensive tuition, liberal professors and history of promoting legacy admissions.

The student body at George Mason University is ranked as the second most diverse in the country by U.S. News & World Report. Shuran Huang for The New York Times


George Mason, the state's largest public university, accepts about 90 percent of its applicants and is ranked 109th among national universities by U.S. News & World Report. The publication also ranks George Mason's student body as the second most diverse in the country.

The school has also been influenced over the years by conservative scholars. Its law school, considered among the country's most conservative, is named after Antonin Scalia, the Supreme Court justice. The university is also home to a libertarian-leaning economics center.

And George Mason has ties to the Heritage Foundation, the home of Project 2025, the conservative playbook for President Trump's second term in office. The foundation's co-founder, Edwin J. Feulner Jr., once served on George Mason's board, as did former Attorney General Edwin Meese III, a Ronald Reagan appointee who has had a long association with the Heritage Foundation. (Mr. Meese's son, Michael Meese, a retired brigadier general and former West Point professor, also currently serves on the board.)

Governor Youngkin has continued the university's legacy with the Heritage Foundation. His appointees to the board have included Lindsey Burke, a Heritage Foundation official who helped write Project 2025, and Charles Stimson, who serves as deputy director of a Heritage Foundation program named after former Attorney General Meese.

Both the Heritage Foundation and the new board have created problems for George Mason's president.

George Mason has ties to the Heritage Foundation, the home of Project 2025. Jared Soares for The New York Times


In 2023, the year after Dr. Burke joined the board, the Heritage Foundation issued a report accusing George Mason of what it called "D.E.I. bloat" and of promoting "radical left-wing ideologies."

Dr. Washington publicly criticized the report, which had concluded that George Mason had 69 employees who worked on diversity initiatives. He said the actual number was closer to 17.

Dr. Burke disavowed involvement in the Heritage Foundation report, according to Mr. Witeck, and remained mostly silent during the controversy. But in an April board committee meeting, after Youngkin appointees formed a majority on the George Mason board, she accused the university of acting too slowly to dismantle D.E.I. programs, even after President Trump signed executive orders banning such initiatives.

"The big picture here is that D.E.I. has perverted the highest purpose of the university," Dr. Burke said, calling for the elimination of some positions.

In early June, the Heritage Foundation announced that she had left the organization to join the Education Department as a deputy chief of staff for policy and programs. She also resigned from the George Mason board.

Soon after, letters began arriving from the Education Department and the Justice Department, notifying George Mason that it was the subject of investigations for antisemitism and D.E.I. violations.

In a statement, the Education Department said that Dr. Burke had played no role in its investigations, which were initiated by a separate division of the agency.

The Justice Department letters were signed by Harmeet K. Dhillon, the deputy attorney general overseeing the civil rights division. She had also blanketed the University of Virginia with investigative inquiries, forcing the resignation of Mr. Ryan.

In one of the letters, she specifically cited Dr. Washington's references to hiring faculty of color and his antiracism task force as evidence of possible legal violations.

Ms. Dhillon declined to comment on the investigation.

George Mason's board has been criticized by supporters of Dr. Washington, especially over what they consider to be dismissive and antagonistic comments.

One episode in particular, at a board meeting in February, raised eyebrows.

During a debate over a three-page antisemitism resolution, Dr. Washington questioned whether a provision involving sponsored events and endorsements would improperly limit discourse on campus. Robert Pence, a developer and former ambassador to Finland, responded by making a reference to lynching.

"You know, I don't believe that somebody should say what I'm about ready to say, but I pose a question: Would your position be the same if they were out there chanting, 'Get out the rope and hang them all?'" Mr. Pence asked, adding, "And the answer is, it's despicable, and I don't think it should be allowed to be said."

Despite Mr. Pence's disclaimers, the comment was "outrageous," said James H. Finkelstein, an emeritus professor known for his scholarship on university governance.

Neither Mr. Pence nor Dr. Washington responded to requests for comment, and a board communication said that the university would refer news media requests to Torridon Law, a firm co-founded by William Barr, the former attorney general. The firm did not respond to requests for comment. 

In an email to the George Mason community, though, Dr. Washington said the university had always operated with a commitment to equality.

"It is simply the Mason way, and in my experience, it has not discriminated based on race, color, national original or otherwise," he wrote.

Faculty members at George Mason have risen to Dr. Washington's support; a special faculty senate meeting is scheduled for Wednesday. A proposed resolution will call on the university's board to evaluate Dr. Washington based on his performance, not on politics, according to an email announcing the meeting.

Yet another faculty group of more than 80 Jewish professors also came to Dr. Washington's defense on July 10, issuing a statement rejecting the claim that the university had created a hostile environment for Jewish students and faculty.

Lauren B. Cattaneo, one of the professors, characterized the federal antisemitism investigation as a "smoke screen," adding, that the end game "is power and control and ideological constraint."
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State Dept. Opens Investigation Into Harvard's Use of International Visas

The Trump administration has continued to pressure the university despite continuing talks to settle a monthslong dispute over the federal government's role in higher education.

Harvard has been given a one-week deadline by Secretary of State Marco Rubio to produce a lengthy list of university records related to the Exchange Visitor Program. Sophie Park for The New York Times



By Michael C. Bender and Alan Blinder
Michael C. Bender and Alan Blinder have been covering the Trump administration's attacks on Harvard and its efforts to upend higher education.


Jul 23, 2025 at 02:56 PM

The Trump administration has opened a new investigation into Harvard University's compliance with a government-run visa program for international students and professors, targeting the elite college with another aggressive action even as the two sides negotiate a possible settlement to their acrimonious dispute.

Secretary of State Marco Rubio notified Dr. Alan M. Garber, the president of Harvard, of the investigation in a letter on Wednesday, according to a copy of the correspondence reviewed by The New York Times.

Mr. Rubio did not refer to any specific allegation of wrongdoing and instead said the inquiry, which Harvard criticized as retaliatory, was necessary "to assist the department in meeting its policy objectives."

The investigation targets the university's participation in the Exchange Visitor Program, which is designed to promote cultural and educational programs with visas for a variety of applicants, including students and professors as well as researchers, interns and au pairs.

Mr. Rubio's letter gave Harvard a one-week deadline to produce a lengthy list of university records related to the student visa program. He said the department plans to interview university staff associated with the program and also may want to speak with visa holders.

In a statement, Mr. Rubio said the investigation was aimed at verifying that the visa program does not "compromise the national security interests of the United States."

"The American people have the right to expect their universities to uphold national security, comply with the law and provide safe environments for all students," Mr. Rubio said. 

In a statement on Wednesday, Harvard called the investigation "yet another retaliatory step taken by the administration in violation of Harvard's First Amendment rights." 

The university said it was "committed to continuing to comply" with federal regulations and that it would "protect its international community and support them as they apply for U.S. visas and travel to campus this fall."

Mr. Rubio sent his letter two days after some of the Trump administration's tactics against Harvard received a skeptical reception from a federal judge in Boston. During a crucial hearing in one of the university's lawsuits against the administration, Judge Allison D. Burroughs's questions suggested she had serious doubts about the legality of the government's effort to condition Harvard's federal research funding on its acceptance of demands from Washington.

She had already shown concerns about the administration's efforts to target Harvard's enrollment of international students. In May, as the government and Harvard tussled over data requests, the Homeland Security Department said it would prohibit Harvard from participating in the Student and Exchange Visitor Program, which provides visas specifically for academic pursuits in the country. Judge Burroughs quickly blocked that effort, as she did a subsequent proclamation by President Trump that sought to keep Harvard from enrolling international students.

But Judge Burroughs made clear that the government could still conduct some investigations of Harvard. In a ruling in June, she wrote the administration was allowed to review Harvard's compliance with federal regulations connected to international student enrollment and send related "routine requests for information and documents."

The latest clash between the university and the government comes amid negotiations around a potential deal. Officials from both sides have exchanged multiple offers since last month, when the talks restarted after a long hiatus, over the government's role in admissions, hiring and curriculum. The details of the negotiations remain unclear as talks continue.

Since those talks resumed, though, the administration has accused Harvard of civil rights violations and opened a challenge to the university's accreditation, which could someday jeopardize the ability of Harvard students to receive federal student aid. And U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement served subpoenas with sprawling demands that included payroll records, years of disciplinary files and any videos Harvard had of international students protesting on campus since 2020.

Mr. Rubio has become increasingly involved in Mr. Trump's pressure campaign on Harvard and with the administration's campaign around higher education more broadly.

Mr. Rubio has privately pressed for his counterparts at the Treasury Department to open an investigation into whether Harvard violated federal sanctions by collaborating on a health insurance conference in China that may have included officials blacklisted by the U.S. government.

The State Department has started screening social media accounts of student visa applicants. Mr. Rubio has also stated that the State Department would target visas held by Chinese students, an initiative complicated by Mr. Trump's announcement that Chinese students are welcome to study in America as part of his trade deal with Beijing.
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Video Taken by Migrant Shows Overcrowded ICE Holding Cell in Manhattan

Immigrants have complained about unsanitary conditions in the facility at 26 Federal Plaza, including paltry meals and a lack of showers.

Video: Video Shows Crowded Conditions at N.Y.C. ICE Facility

Video recorded by a migrant inside one of four holding cells at the federal immigration offices in New York City shows more than a dozen men across the floor and on benches.


By Luis Ferre-Sadurni



Jul 22, 2025 at 05:53 PM

For weeks, immigrants have complained about overcrowded and unsanitary conditions inside the holding cells of the federal immigration offices in New York City, drawing scrutiny from lawmakers and denials from the Trump administration.

On Tuesday, new video footage offered the first glimpse inside one of the four cells on the 10th floor of 26 Federal Plaza in Lower Manhattan, where the Immigration and Customs Enforcement agency has held hundreds of migrants for days at a time since ICE stepped up arrests this summer.

Two videos, which were recorded by a migrant who was held there last week and sneaked in his cellphone, show more than a dozen men sprawled on the floor atop thin thermal blankets or sitting on benches built into the room's white walls. In one video, the man, who recorded it near one of the room's two metal toilets, is heard saying in Spanish that the migrants were being held "like dogs in here."

ICE had traditionally used the cells, which don't have beds, to hold a small number of migrants for a few hours while they are processed and dispatched to detention centers outside the city. But the cells have become crowded since the agency scaled up arrests at its offices and in nearby immigration courthouses in May, forcing migrants to sleep on the floor or to sit upright, sometimes for several days.

The video appeared to confirm some of those conditions, which had previously been described by migrants in interviews with The New York Times, and had been highlighted by activists and Democratic lawmakers, who have been denied access to inspect the cells. The video was obtained by the New York Immigration Coalition through a Queens assemblywoman, Catalina Cruz, and first reported by The City, a local news outlet.

Tricia McLaughlin, a spokeswoman for the Department of Homeland Security, which oversees ICE, said that 26 Federal Plaza was not a detention center and that detainees were held there only "briefly."

"Any claim that there is overcrowding or subprime conditions at ICE facilities are categorically false," she said. "All detainees are provided with proper meals, medical treatment and have opportunities to communicate with their family members and lawyers."

Complaints about overcrowding at detention centers have surged as the Trump administration has ramped up deportations, filling the facilities to capacity. The number of people in detention across the United States increased to nearly 57,000 earlier this month, up from just under 40,000 at the beginning of the year.

In New York City, the holding cells on the 10th floor of 26 Federal Plaza have served as the first stop for most migrants after they are arrested by ICE. Often they are detained when they show up for routine hearings in Manhattan courthouses or during immigration appointments at the agency's offices, which are just a few floors below.

More than 2,600 people have been held at 26 Federal Plaza since January, with a daily peak of more than 175 people on June 5, according to federal data released by the Deportation Data Project at the University of California, Berkeley. The average time a migrant was held at the facility increased to about 30 hours in May and June, up from an average of three hours during the same time last year.

Some migrants held in the cells have complained about paltry meals, fluctuating temperatures, a lack of showers and limited access to medical care, which has led to some hospitalizations.

Democratic members of Congress from New York have sought to conduct oversight of the 10th-floor cells as reports of unsanitary conditions have surfaced, citing congressional authority to make unannounced visits to inspect detention facilities. They have shown up at 26 Federal Plaza, staged rallies and sent a letter in June to Kristi Noem, the homeland security secretary, but the lawmakers' efforts have been rebuffed.

Ms. Noem's agency has argued that the cells are processing centers outside the purview of Congress, even as senior ICE officials at the New York field office have acknowledged that people have had to sleep there overnight.

"This video confirms what we've feared all along: ICE has been lying and locking us out to hide what's happening inside," Representative Nydia Velazquez, a Democrat, said. "There is no more excuse. ICE must grant members of Congress immediate access to the 10th floor and shut this facility down."

The release of the videos came a day after Ms. Noem and Thomas Homan, President Trump's top border adviser, appeared in New York to warn that ICE would step up enforcement in the city after the shooting of an off-duty customs officer on Saturday. Two men from the Dominican Republic who administration officials said had entered the country illegally were accused of ambushing the officer, who is expected to recover.

Ashley Cai contributed reporting.
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out of power


Comeback in '90s Offers Democrats a Bit of Hope. But Not Much.

The party's last rebuilding effort took nearly a decade and followed debilitating ideological battles. Some in the party see it as a model, up to a point.

Bill Clinton speaking to the Democratic Leadership Council in Washington in 1992. The group promoted moderate candidates, and Mr. Clinton became its standard-bearer, and a two-term president. Wilfredo Lee/Associated Press



By Adam Nagourney
Adam Nagourney reported on the battle over the Democratic Party's future and the emergence of Bill Clinton after the party's losses in the 1980s.


Jul 23, 2025 at 10:00 AM

The Democratic Party had just lost another presidential election. It was hemorrhaging support among blue-collar voters and was seen as out of touch on cultural issues. It was struggling to find its next generation of leaders. The future seemed bleak.

The year was 1984. Eight years later, Bill Clinton -- a moderate governor from Arkansas who presented himself as a "New Democrat" -- was elected to the White House, unseating a Republican president, George H.W. Bush. Mr. Clinton's victory was the culmination of a campaign by a renegade organization of moderate Democrats, most from the South and the West, to move the party to the center, recruit new candidates and win back the working-class Americans who had abandoned it.

For Democrats distraught about the state of their party nine months after President Trump recaptured the presidency -- who are mired in infighting over why they lost, how the party should change to become competitive again and who might lead them back to power -- that long-ago chapter in the party's history offers a glimmer of hope.

But it also stands as another reminder of how deep a rut the party finds itself in today, and how different the current electorate is from the electorate Democrats managed to win over as they emerged from the wilderness in the 1990s.

The party, prodded by this maverick organization, the Democratic Leadership Council, rebuilt itself by promoting moderate candidates, pushing aside liberal leaders like the Rev. Jesse L. Jackson and abandoning long-held Democratic positions. "We thought the party was moving too far to the left," Richard A. Gephardt, a former House Democratic majority leader from Missouri, recalled.

Mr. Clinton ran for president in 1992 promising to "end welfare as we know it" and promoting some of the very trade policies that Mr. Trump has sought to dismantle today.

"It established that there was a center-left in the Democratic Party that could win elections," said Elaine C. Kamarck, one of the D.L.C.'s original leaders. "The party never went back."

Elaine C. Kamarck, one of the original leaders of the D.L.C., in 2006. Michael Temchine for The New York Times


The memory of that comeback story continues to influence Democrats looking for a way forward. Seth London, a prominent party donor, sent a memo to "Discouraged Democrats" late last year that cited the Democratic Leadership Council in calling for the creation of "a party within the party" to combat what he said was Democrats' excessive deference to progressive activists.

But the Democrats' rebuilding process in the 1980s took nearly a decade, and followed debilitating ideological battles pitting the party's liberal establishment against moderates, many of whom came from what were already becoming red states.

The turnaround came only after Democrats suffered three consecutive lopsided presidential defeats, in 1980, 1984 and 1988. And a key factor in the resurgence was the arrival of Mr. Clinton, a politician of unusual skill, who unified the party's factions as he became the face of and standard-bearer for the D.L.C., and, ultimately, a two-term president.

By contrast, today's Democratic Party is at the start of the road of reinvention. It has been just six months since the last Democratic president exited the White House. Party leaders cannot agree on why they lost to Mr. Trump last November, much less on what to do next -- let alone on who their next champion might be.

And the animating prescription offered by the Democratic Leadership Council, to move the party to the center, would face tough sledding today. That became clear earlier this year in Denver, where some of the group's original leaders assembled 120 Democrats to discuss how to revive the party now.

"The lesson to be taken from that era is that there needs to be an intentional rethinking about what the party stands for -- for the sake of its national reputation," said Senator Michael Bennet of Colorado, who attended the conference.

"We need a compelling vision for the middle class of this country," said Senator Michael Bennet of Colorado. "We need to figure it out for our own era."  Haiyun Jiang for The New York Times


But Mr. Bennet said some of the central planks that the party embraced in Mr. Clinton's era had fueled the blue-collar alienation that has now put Mr. Trump in the White House twice and left Democrats struggling.

"What they promoted turned out to be quite corrosive to the middle class," Mr. Bennet said. "The Clinton people saw a need to moderate with centrist candidates. I don't think that's our issue. We need a compelling vision for the middle class of this country."

"We need to figure it out for our own era," Mr. Bennet said.

In interviews, many of the veterans of that last battle said the Democratic Party's problems today were not as bad as those they faced. They pointed to the 1980s run of near-landslide losses in White House races, suggesting that, by comparison, Democrats today were more pessimistic than warranted.

"We aren't at bedrock like we were then," said Al From, the political strategist who founded the leadership council. "But there were some trends in this last election that indicate that if they continue, we are going to be in really deep trouble."

Today's political landscape bears little in common with that of the 1980s. That was the era of Ronald Reagan. This is the era of Donald Trump. But the anxieties gripping Democrats now echo the despair that led to the creation of the D.L.C. and to the ideological redefinition of what it meant to be a Democrat.

Many Democrats said it was difficult, at least right now, to imagine the party unifying behind the kind of change of mission that took place in the years leading to the Clinton presidency.

For one thing, the left is stronger now.

Matt Bennett, the founder of Third Way, a moderate Democratic think tank based in Washington, said Clinton-era Democrats "didn't fear the left in the way that current politicians do."

The issues that animated the D.L.C.'s founders also no longer have the same resonance. A bill to overhaul the welfare system was passed by a Republican-led Congress in 1996 and signed by Mr. Clinton. Another of the council's central tenets, a promise to "reinvent government," was rhetorically hijacked by Mr. Trump and Elon Musk over the first 100 days of the Trump presidency.

"Can you repeat it today? Obviously not the way we did it," Mr. From said. "But the need to achieve what we achieved is really there."

Al From, the political strategist who founded the Democratic Leadership Council, in 2003. Gregory Smith/Associated Press


The D.L.C. was founded after Reagan won re-election in 1984 -- the fourth Republican presidential victory in five elections -- by winning over blue-collar voters who had historically voted for Democrats.

The effort by the new organization to pull the party to the center was immediately divisive: Mr. Jackson, who ran for president in 1988, derisively said that D.L.C. stood for "Democratic Leisure Class."

Liberal leaders like the Rev. Jesse L. Jackson were pushed aside by the D.L.C. in favor of promoting more moderate candidates. "We thought the party was moving too far to the left," recalled Richard Gephardt, right of Mr. Jackson, a former House Democratic majority leader from Missouri. Jim Gerberich/Associated Press


The council floundered in its early years, battling with the Democratic National Committee, labor unions and others. "We were derided as a group of Southern and Western disgruntled Democrats," said Will Marshall, an early D.L.C. leader who organized the Denver meeting.

And the Democrats stumbled again in 1988, as Michael Dukakis, the liberal Massachusetts governor, was trounced by Mr. Bush. That left voters again seeing Democrats as out of touch -- much as Kamala Harris, the incumbent vice president running for president against Mr. Trump, was seen last year on issues like inflation and immigration. For Mr. Dukakis, the issue was crime.

"Democrats were busy defending criminals and Republicans were defending victims," Ms. Kamarck said.

Mr. Marshall called the 1988 loss a turning point. "It is one thing to lose to Reagan twice," he said. "It was another thing to lose a third one. It struck a lot of people that we were right -- that the party was on a terrible presidential losing streak."

The following year, Mr. From went to Little Rock to recruit Mr. Clinton. "'If you agree to become chairman of the D.L.C., we will pay for your travel around the country,'" Mr. From said, recounting his appeal to Mr. Clinton. "'I think you'll be president one day, and we'll both be important.'"

Mr. Clinton proceeded to help write much of the D.L.C.'s platform: getting tougher on crime and welfare, breaking with unions in embracing school choice.

But this is a much different electorate than 40 years ago, particularly among the blue-collar voters Democrats yearn to win back: forged by the trauma of the banking collapse of 2008 and the belief that trade deals wreaked economic havoc in industrial parts of the country. Few, if any, Democrats are talking up free trade or globalism.

Rather, Mr. From said Democrats today should be talking about reforming education to prepare workers for the demands of the modern economy, while defending government as an effective force for good, as the Trump administration aggressively tries to discredit it.

"Democrats are the party of government," he said. "We believe in government. But government needs to work."

"What we really need to talk about is a growth agenda, rather than a redistribution agenda," Mr. From added. "Growing the private economy and making sure that everybody is equipped to participate and take advantage of the growth."
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State Takeover of New Jersey Police Department Was Lawful, Court Rules

The State Supreme Court decision, overturning an earlier ruling, will allow the New Jersey attorney general to maintain control over the troubled Paterson Police Department.

The attorney general of New Jersey, Matthew J. Platkin, seized control of the Paterson Police Department in 2023. Bryan Anselm for The New York Times



By Taylor Robinson



Jul 23, 2025 at 04:23 PM

The attorney general of New Jersey will be allowed to maintain control over the troubled Police Department in Paterson, the state's third largest city, after the State Supreme Court ruled on Wednesday that a takeover of the law enforcement agency had been justified.

The ruling, which was unanimous, affirmed the decision of the attorney general, Matthew J. Platkin, to seize control of the department in 2023, following a series of police shootings that had roiled Paterson, an industrial city in the northern part of the state. The court affirmed Mr. Platkin's argument that state law allowed him to "directly manage law enforcement agencies" in times of crisis. The justices overturned an earlier ruling in favor of city leaders who had sued to regain control of the police.

In a statement following the decision, Mr. Platkin thanked the court. "As we have said for years, my office's supersession of the Paterson Police Department is lawful," he said.

At a news conference on Wednesday afternoon, Mr. Platkin said he was "extraordinarily proud of the progress we've made."

The conflict over who should manage the Paterson police began as soon as Mr. Platkin announced the takeover in 2023.

That year, Andre Sayegh, Paterson's mayor, and other city leaders sued to regain control. In 2024, an appellate court sided with them.

But Mr. Platkin quickly appealed that ruling, arguing at the time that since his office had taken over the department, "murders, shootings, sexual assaults, robberies and other violent crime in Paterson have all plummeted, while officer morale and community trust have dramatically improved."

Mr. Platkin announced the takeover of the department after a series of police shootings in Paterson. Bryan Anselm for The New York Times


Mr. Sayegh, the mayor, said Wednesday that his No. 1 priority had always been to improve Paterson's public safety.

"Even before this takeover, we were driving down crime," he said.

Mr. Sayegh said he had cooperated with the different police chiefs Mr. Platkin's office had elevated to lead the force since 2023 -- "there's been three of them," he noted.

Mr. Platkin's decision to take over the department occurred at a breaking point in 2023, after Paterson police officers shot and killed a man who was known in the community for de-escalating gun violence.

The man, Najee Seabrooks, 31, had barricaded himself in his apartment for hours, apparently in the throes of a mental health crisis. Mr. Seabrooks, who worked for a community organization, the Paterson Healing Collective, reached out to members of the group while locked inside, asking for a mental health counselor to help him navigate the situation.

Police officers declined to allow the outside intervention. Nor were counselors from a nearby hospital called to respond to the situation, which lasted nearly five hours.

When officers got to Mr. Seabrooks, he was brandishing a knife and threatening to take his own life and the lives of others, according to body-camera footage. The officers shot Mr. Seabrooks, and he died at a nearby hospital.

Following Mr. Seabrooks's death, residents and community activists demanded an inquiry into the Paterson Police Department, pushing for a "complete restructuring." And executives at St. Joseph's University Medical Center, the hospital where he died, criticized the department's decision not to call the facility to access mental health resources during the standoff.

Mr. Platkin said at the time that the department was mired in problems, including a lack of oversight and accountability, which required his office to step in.

"I couldn't go to sleep every night wondering what the next shoe to drop was going to be," Mr. Platkin said in an interview in 2023.

Liza Chowdhury, the executive director of Reimagining Justice Inc., the umbrella organization for the Healing Collective, applauded the court's decision in a statement.

Having "mechanisms in place to hold police departments accountable, especially when public trust is eroded, as it has been in Paterson," she said, "is essential."

Some local activists said that Mr. Platkin's office still had work to do to create a police operation that the community could trust.

"Residents still have not seen the accountability or transparency" that many thought the attorney general's oversight would bring, said Zellie Thomas, an organizer with Black Lives Matter Paterson.

At Wednesday's news conference, Mr. Platkin said that takeovers took time and that the effects weren't always immediately visible.

"Let's be clear -- two and a half years ago is not that long, in the grand scheme of things," he said. "We've seen, in other areas, takeovers take decades and not produce the kinds of results that you've seen here."

"But here's what I know: Crime is down. Trust is up," he said. "We're going to be here until the job is done."
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Lawler Will Seek Re-election to House, Forgoing Run for N.Y. Governor

Representative Mike Lawler's decision clears a path for his Republican House colleague, Elise Stefanik, to challenge Gov. Kathy Hochul.

Seven Democrats have already entered the race to try to beat Representative Mike Lawler, and have collectively raised millions of dollars. Anna Rose Layden for The New York Times



By Nicholas Fandos and Maggie Haberman



Jul 23, 2025 at 12:00 PM

Representative Mike Lawler, Republican of New York, plans to seek re-election in his crucial Hudson Valley swing seat next year rather than run for governor, he told The New York Times on Wednesday.

Mr. Lawler had been openly exploring a campaign against Gov. Kathy Hochul, a Democrat, for months. Many Republicans viewed the congressman, who has consistently won in a Democratic-leaning district, as their most viable candidate in a left-leaning state.

But with Republicans preparing to defend a minuscule House majority, he was under intense pressure from President Trump and congressional allies to run for re-election. The president made his views clear in a private meeting at the White House last week, according to a person familiar with the conversation.

"While I fundamentally believe I am best positioned to take on Kathy Hochul and offer New Yorkers a real choice for governor, I have made the decision to run for re-election to the House and continue the important work I've been doing over the past two and a half years," Mr. Lawler said.

He called Ms. Hochul the "worst governor in America" and suggested he would still work to try to defeat her in 2026.

Mr. Lawler's much-anticipated decision to forgo the governor's race will help clear a path for Representative Elise Stefanik, a fellow New York Republican and close ally of Mr. Trump, who is positioning herself for a statewide run. Both Republicans had said in recent weeks they hoped to avoid a primary, and Mr. Lawler likely would have struggled without Mr. Trump's support.

Mr. Lawler, 38, had kept his plans, which have not been previously reported, under tight wraps. The congressman informed Speaker Mike Johnson of his decision to seek a third term only on Tuesday.

Ms. Stefanik, 41, said on Wednesday that she would not make a final decision about her own run for governor until after the elections in November. Yet she has increased her travel around the state, posted strong fund-raising numbers and begun more directly attacking Ms. Hochul on state issues.

In a statement, Ms. Stefanik praised Mr. Lawler and took swipes at Ms. Hochul and Zohran Mamdani, the Democratic nominee for New York City mayor.

"Republicans are more unified than ever in our mission to fire the worst governor in America, Kathy Hochul, in 2026," she said.

Mr. Trump had nominated Ms. Stefanik to be his ambassador to the United Nations, but he pulled back the nomination this spring to avoid creating a vacancy in the House at a time when he was trying to muscle his agenda through a closely divided chamber. (Her seat is considered easier for Republicans to defend in next year's midterms.)

Bruce Blakeman, the Republican Nassau County executive, is also considering a campaign for governor, but he must first win re-election this fall.

Winning the governorship is no easy task in New York for Republicans, who are far outnumbered in the state by Democrats. While Ms. Hochul's poll numbers are not commanding, voters in the state have not elected a Republican governor in two decades. Mr. Trump is also broadly unpopular here, and Ms. Stefanik's alliance with him could prove a challenge if she runs.

Mr. Lawler had said publicly that he would only run for governor if he saw a path to victory in the general election. Privately, his political team concluded that his path would have been exceedingly narrow and uphill, according to the person familiar with his discussions with Mr. Trump, who was granted anonymity to discuss them.

Democrats celebrated Mr. Lawler's decision anyway, taunting that he had "caved" to the president.

"Of course he doesn't have the spine to face me," Ms. Hochul said on Wednesday.

Mr. Lawler's re-election fight is not likely to be easy, either. He is one of only three Republicans who currently represent districts won by former Vice President Kamala Harris in 2024. His district includes parts of suburban Westchester and Rockland Counties.

New York has repeatedly been central to the national House battleground in recent election cycles, and 2026 may be no exception.

Seven Democrats have already entered the race to try to beat Mr. Lawler, including an army veteran, local officials, a former news broadcaster and others. Sean Patrick Maloney, the former senior House Democrat unseated by Mr. Lawler in 2022, is also said to be considering a comeback campaign.

Together, the Democratic candidates have already raised millions of dollars. National Democratic groups consider the district, New York's 17th, one of their top targets next year, and are earmarking millions of dollars to back the party's eventual nominee.

While Mr. Lawler is ready to showcase his work in substantially raising the state and local tax deduction, or SALT, cap, a long-sought bipartisan goal of suburban New Yorkers, he may face headwinds from Democratic voters furious at many of Mr. Trump's second-term policies.

Hundreds of people angrily confronted Mr. Lawler in tense town hall meetings this spring. And Democrats have already begun attacking him for his support for major legislation that cut taxes as well as nearly $1 trillion from Medicaid. It also included reductions to food assistance for the poor and other government aid.

"Mike Lawler might've chickened out of a statewide race, but he can't outrun his heinous record of rubber-stamping Trump's extreme agenda at every turn," said Riya Vashi, a spokeswoman for the Democratic Congressional Campaign Committee.

Still, Mr. Lawler has succeeded in past races, even when Democrats believed they had him beat. He is an agile campaigner, media savvy and unafraid to confront his critics and has tried to distance himself from his party's right wing.

"With more work to do, I look forward to continuing to fight for my district and the people who elected me to represent them in Washington," he said.
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Sarah Morlok Cotton, Quadruplet Who Knew Fame and Suffering, Dies at 95

She was the last of four sisters who became a Depression-era sensation, performing onstage. Offstage, they endured abuse and were studied for their schizophrenia.

Sarah Morlok in 1957, two years before she married George Cotton, an Air Force officer. Of all the quadruplets, she was the only one who recovered from mental illness enough to live independently. Sarah Morlok Cotton's Collection



By Michael S. Rosenwald



Jul 22, 2025 at 08:12 PM

Sarah Morlok Cotton, the last surviving member of a set of identical quadruplets who charmed Depression-era America with song-and-dance performances, and then took part in a landmark psychological study after being diagnosed with schizophrenia, died on July 7 in Belleville, Mich. She was 95.

Her death, at an adult foster home, was confirmed by her son David Cotton.

The Morlok Quads, as they came to be known, were a medical marvel and attracted crowds of people to Edward W. Sparrow Hospital in Lansing, Mich., shortly after they were born there on May 19, 1930.

Newspapers held naming contests, and the winning entry suggested names that derived from the first letters of the hospital: Edna, Wilma, Sarah and Helen. The quadruplets' middle names were simply initials denoting their birth order. (Sarah, the third born, was C.)

Donations poured in almost immediately. The city of Lansing provided the family with a rent-free home. The Massachusetts Carriage Company sent a custom-made baby carriage with four seats. Businessmen opened bank accounts for each child.

"Lansing's Morlok quadruplets," The Associated Press wrote, "are the most famous group of babies on the American continent."

The Morlok quadruplets in 1935: from left, Edna, Sarah, Wilma and Helen. Sarah Morlok Cotton's Collection


The Morloks charged visitors 25 cents to visit their home and see the babies. Carl Morlok, who ran for constable of Lansing in 1931, used photos of his daughters on his campaign ads with the slogan, "We will appreciate your support." He won in a landslide.

Amid the commotion, Sadie Morlok tried to provide her daughters with a sense of normalcy. "Our mother used to dress us in pretty little identical crocheted sweaters and bonnets in spring and summer, or snow pant outfits in winter," Mrs. Cotton wrote in her autobiography, "The Morlok Quadruplets: The Alphabet Sisters" (2015). "Then, she would carefully seat two of us facing the other two in the carriage and go for a nice stroll around the block to give us sunshine and a breath."

"Our mother used to dress us in pretty little identical crocheted sweaters and bonnets," Mrs. Cotton wrote in her 2015 autobiography. CreateSpace Independent Publishing Platform


In an era when children like Shirley Temple were big stars, the public's interest in the Morlok sisters never quite subsided.

Newspapers reported on their birthdays and Christmas gifts. Their pictures were featured in newsreels at movie theaters. Sensing a source of income during the lean days of the Great Depression, Sadie enrolled her daughters in singing and dancing classes, turning them into performers.

Their first time onstage was at a boat show in Lowell, a nearby city, when they were 6 years old. Soon, they were traveling by train to perform in Pennsylvania, Connecticut and other states. Their trademark song was "Alice Blue Gown," by Joseph McCarthy and Harry Tierney. They didn't make much money, but Sadie delighted in the attention her daughters received.

From left, Edna, Helen, Wilma and Sarah in an undated photo. Sarah Morlok Cotton's Collection


Asked later in life about when she first realized that she was famous, Mrs. Cotton replied, "Well, I think it was in our dancing chorus rehearsal when I glanced to the right, then to the left, and saw three other people who looked just like me, danced just like me, and sang like me. I think then I realized I was one part of a famous team."

Offstage, their lives were no song and dance.

In "Girls and Their Monsters," Audrey Clare Farley's 2023 book about the sisters, Mrs. Cotton described a bleaker version of her childhood than the uplifting story she told in her autobiography.

The 2023 book "Girls and Their Monsters" described the quadruplets' bleak childhood. Grand Central Publishing


Though the newspapers called her father "Jolly Carl, Daddy 4-of-a-kind," he was actually a tyrant, she said.

He banged the sisters' heads together when they wouldn't go to sleep. A germophobe, he forbade them from going to the library because he worried that there were germs on the books. Worst of all, Ms. Farley noted, he sexually abused all of the girls when they were teenagers.

"The story of the Morlok sisters is the story of darkness coursing through the world," she wrote. "It's the story of malevolence masquerading as innocence and thereby hiding in plain sight."

And it got worse.

In their early 20s, the Morlok quadruplets began showing signs of serious mental illness. They suffered from delusions, stared catatonically for hours, and cycled in and out of psychiatric institutions. Edna, Wilma and Helen all underwent electroconvulsive therapy.

Eventually, a doctor who had been treating the sisters in Michigan referred them to the National Institute of Mental Health in Maryland. Intrigued by the connections between the genetic and environmental causes of mental illness, a team of researchers there studied the quadruplets from 1955 to 1958. Each woman had her own psychiatrist, though only Sarah was able to engage in meaningful psychotherapy.

The researchers, led by Dr. David Rosenthal, suspected that both parents were mentally ill and that Carl's mother was borderline schizophrenic. In 1963, using the pseudonym Genain to protect the family's privacy, the institute produced a 636-page report, "The Genain Quadruplets: a Case Study and Theoretical Analysis of Heredity and Environment in Schizophrenia."

In the report, Dr. Rosenthal concluded that the Morlok quadruplets had been the victims of an "unhappy collusion of nature and nurture."

Mrs. Cotton in an undated photo. Of the four sisters, only she recovered enough from mental and physical abuse to live on her own. Sarah Morlok Cotton's Collection


Only Sarah recovered enough to live on her own. Ms. Farley attributed that to two factors: She had endured less abuse from her father than her sisters had, and she had benefited from exceptionally good psychotherapy during the study in Maryland.

"She knew quite clearly that she got better at NIMH and her sisters didn't," Ms. Farley said in an interview. "And she always had survivor's guilt about that."

Sarah met George Cotton, an Air Force officer, at Luther Place Memorial Church in Washington, D.C. They married in 1961, and for many years she worked as a legal secretary and typist.

Mr. Cotton died in 2023. In addition to their son David, Mrs. Cotton is survived by four grandsons. Another son, William, died in 1994. As for the other Morlok sisters, Wilma died in 2002, Helen in 2003 and Edna in 2015.

Ms. Farley, who tracked down Mrs. Cotton in 2021, found her eager to speak about her childhood.

Mrs. Cotton in 2022, with a photo of the quadruplets as children.  Sarah Morlok Cotton's Collection


"She had really faded out of public view," Ms. Farley said. "I think the fact that somebody was interested in her brought back fond memories of her performing as a child and being a public figure."

After their first phone conversation, Mrs. Cotton called back immediately after hanging up. She had forgotten to tell Ms. Farley how many songs she could play on the piano by memory -- 266, it turned out.

"She was still very proud of those days," Ms. Farley said.
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Jean-Pierre Azema, 87, Dies; Chronicled French Collaboration With Nazis

He was among the historians who challenged national myths about the compromises his country made after being occupied by Germany in World War II.

Jean-Pierre Azema in 2011. A French historian and writer, he helped destroy a common postwar view that the collaborationist wartime Vichy regime had done what it could to resist the occupying Germans. Ulf Andersen/Gamma-Rapho -- Getty Images



By Adam Nossiter



Jul 20, 2025 at 08:05 PM

Jean-Pierre Azema, a historian who became a leading chronicler of France's dark days of wartime compromise, helping lead a generation's shift in attitude about that period though he himself was the son of a notorious collaborator with the Nazis, died on July 14 in Paris. He was 87.

His death, in a hospice, was announced by the university where he taught for more than 35 years, the Institut d'Etudes Politiques, popularly known as Sciences Po.

With a series of dispassionate, carefully researched books beginning in the 1970s, Mr. Azema became part of a group of younger historians who helped destroy the postwar myths that France had comforted itself with: that the collaborationist wartime Vichy regime had done what it could to resist the occupying Germans and to protect the French, and that its leader, Marshal Philippe Petain, was essentially benevolent.

Mr. Azema was having none of it.

"A phony regime" is what he called Petain's government in his best-known work, "De Munich a la Liberation, 1938-1944." from 1979. (It was translated in 1984 as "From Munich to the Liberation.") He condemned the government for its "sententious moralism and anti-democratic elitism" and its "defensive and inward-looking nationalism."

Mr. Azema's best-known work was published in France in 1979. An English-language version came out in 1984. Cambridge University Press


Vichy was "basically authoritarian," Mr. Azema wrote, a careful judgment not then universally accepted. He became known for picking apart Vichy's various factions -- from the believers in Petain's cult to the opportunists, and from those who believed in the marshal's project of a "National Revolution" to those who were pro-Nazi.

In France, Mr. Azema's book outsold even the groundbreaking work "Vichy France," by his friend the Columbia historian Robert O. Paxton, the first to set off the revisionist tide. (Mr. Azema's mother, Claude Bertrand, translated the Paxton book into French.)

"A small masterpiece of objectivity and serenity," the writer Emmanuel Todd called Mr. Azema's work in a review in Le Monde, using terms that suggested the passions that Vichy continued to arouse in France in the late 1970s -- a time when Marcel Ophuls's landmark documentary about wartime France, "The Sorrow and the Pity," was still banned from French public television.

Mr. Azema's book "quickly became the standard reference on the subject," the historian Henry Rousso wrote in "Le Syndrome de Vichy: De 1944 a nos jours" (1987, translated in 1991 as "The Vichy Syndrome: History and Memory in France since 1944").

In a tribute to Mr. Azema after his death, France's minister of culture, Rachida Dati, said he "leaves behind him the work of a great historian and the memory of a great professor." In his latter years Mr. Azema was the historical consultant for the popular French television series "Un Village Francais" ("A French Village"), set during the German occupation.

Mr. Azema in 2015. His father, a poet and journalist, had been a leading light of the Paris collaborators during the war, writing for pro-Nazi publications.  Sipa, via Associated Press


His stance as a historian deeply critical of Vichy was all the more remarkable in that Mr. Azema's father, the poet and journalist Jean-Henri Azema, had been a leading light of the Paris collaborators during the war, writing for the pro-Nazi newspapers "Je Suis Partout" and "Gringoire," producing antisemitic screeds and broadcasting propaganda for the Vichy regime on Radio Paris.

In the family's grand Left Bank apartment in the 14th arrondissement, his parents "had a lot of parties," Mr. Azema recalled in an interview with the newspaper La Croix in 2012. "I saw the whole cream of the collaborationist crop on parade."

With the Allied invasion of France in June 1944, Jean-Henri Azema plunged in further, joining the Waffen-SS and donning the Nazi uniform. After Germany's defeat, he escaped first to Switzerland and then took the so-called "Ratline" to Argentina, living out his days in Buenos Aires, where he founded a public relations agency. At his trial in absentia for collaboration in 1948, his wife, Mr. Azema's mother, testified against him.

Mr. Azema did not see his father for more than 20 years after the war. When he finally visited him in Buenos Aires in 1968, he found a man in late middle age "with a kind of faded elegance, the manners of a lordly type," the magazine L'Histoire wrote in 1988 when it interviewed the younger Mr. Azema.

"I didn't choose this period to untangle my complicated family history," he told La Croix, referring to the Vichy era. "But a certain Sigmund might certainly say that it counted for a lot."

In fact, the father became a precious witness for the son, helping him understand more deeply the period that he had become obsessed with. After President Georges Pompidou granted Jean-Henri Azema and other former collaborators amnesty in 1972, the elder Mr. Azema would visit his son in France every year, Mr. Azema's daughter Ariane Azema recalled in an interview.

"They talked endlessly," she said, adding, "He treated his father like a witness."

"Funny relationship," she continued. "It wasn't exactly filial -- wasn't a father-son relationship. It was a historian having a discussion with a witness."

Mr. Azema told L'Histoire in 1988, 12 years before his father died: "It was in talking, talking, talking that I understood better what might have motivated him. And that made the relationship healthier."

He told the newsmagazine Nouvel Observateur in 2009 that he had used his father's memory "to disentangle what was at stake in the internal struggles of these ultra-right-wing activists."

Mr. Azema's 1975 book about Vichy France. "It seems to us evident that, globally, the Collaboration was a failure, that the Collaborationists were losers," he wrote.  Presses Universitaires de France


In a short 1975 book, "La Collaboration," Mr. Azema didn't discuss his father. But his judgment about the collaborators was unequivocal: "It seems to us evident that, globally, the Collaboration was a failure, that the Collaborationists were losers," he wrote. "Above all because they piled up mistake upon mistake."

Jean-Pierre Azema was born in Paris on Sept. 30, 1937. With his parents in flight in the summer of 1944, Jean-Pierre, at 7 years old, and his two younger brothers were momentarily abandoned by both parents in Brussels when it was under Allied bombardment, he later recalled.

After the war, Jean-Pierre was turned over to his maternal grandmother and enrolled in a series of boarding schools, where he recalled being cold and hungry much of the time. He began wearing the scarf that was to become his inseparable trademark in his teaching years. He finished high school outside Paris at the Lycee Lakanal in Sceaux, where he became friends with a future eminent historian, Michel Winock, and studied history at the Sorbonne under the medievalist Edouard Perroy.

A 1967 course on the Vichy regime at Sciences Po given by the historian Rene Remond helped orient Mr. Azema to that historical period. He returned there in 1973 as an assistant professor and received his doctorate under Mr. Remond.

In the late 1990s, Mr. Azema was one of the historians -- Mr. Paxton was another -- who were called as expert witnesses in the trial of the French civil servant Maurice Papon, who was convicted in 1998 of crimes against humanity for his role in the deportation of the Jews of Bordeaux to Nazi death camps.

Among Mr. Azema's final works were two devoted to major figures of the French resistance: Jean Moulin and Jean Cavailles.

In addition to his daughter Ariane, Mr. Azema is survived by his wife, Marie-France (Rucheton) Azema; another daughter, Albine; a son, Gaspard; and seven grandchildren.

An active Socialist, he believed that "to know the past allowed one to be engaged politically," his daughter Ariane said. At the same time, he was deeply suspicious of French politicians who instrumentalized the past for their political gain, a common practice in France.

"History doesn't belong to any single person," he told the television station France 3 in 2007, "not to historians, not to teachers." 
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William H. Neukom, Microsoft Lawyer Who Led Antitrust Fight, Dies at 83

In the 1990s, the U.S. called Microsoft a bullying monopoly and sought to rein it in. The company lost in a landmark decision, but emerged intact.

William H. Neukom spoke to reporters in November 1998 outside Federal District Court in Washington while the trial of Microsoft was underway. His manner was courtly, but his speech was often acerbic.  Ron Edmonds/Associated Press



By Steve Lohr



Jul 22, 2025 at 09:26 PM

William H. Neukom, Microsoft's longtime chief lawyer, who was the company's legal field general during its bruising landmark antitrust battle with the government in the 1990s, died on July 14 at his home in Seattle. He was 83.

His death was confirmed by his son, John. The family did not state a cause.

For a time, Mr. Neukom, an ardent baseball fan, was the chief executive of his beloved San Francisco Giants, but it was his work for Microsoft that first thrust him into the national spotlight.

In the 1990s, Microsoft was the dominant technology giant of its day, and the outcome of its confrontation with the Justice Department and several states resonates today, having established legal precedents that guide the current antitrust scrutiny of other tech giants, including Alphabet, Google's corporate parent; Amazon; Apple; and Meta, Facebook's parent.

The antitrust case against Microsoft came during a crucial technology transition, as the personal computer era was giving way to the internet era.

The government's main claim was that Microsoft was trying to stifle competition through its monopoly in personal computer software, gained with its product Windows, which controlled a machine's basic operations. The government alleged that Microsoft had bullied computer companies into not offering software from upstart rivals, and that Microsoft tied new software into Windows to prevent the rise of new products and companies.

The primary target of Microsoft's campaign to thwart competition, the government said, was Netscape, the early leader in browser software, a gateway to the web.

The Microsoft trial, which began in Federal District Court in Washington, D.C., in October 1998 and spanned 76 days of testimony over more than eight months, generally went badly for Microsoft. Day after day, the government produced documents and emails that pointed to Microsoft's bare-knuckle tactics, quoting colorful phrases like "cut off their air supply."

Mr. Neukom and Microsoft's trial lawyers disputed the documentary evidence, claiming it was inaccurate, misleading, taken out of context and not representative of company policy.

Mr. Neukom and Microsoft's trial counsel, John Warden, spoke to reporters outside the federal courthouse in Washington in September 1999 following closing arguments in the case.  Ron Sachs/CNP, via Getty Images


The trial was not just a courtroom confrontation, but also a media event with steady coverage in newspapers, magazines and on television. And Mr. Neukom -- tall, lean, silver-haired and always wearing a bow tie -- became a recognized figure outside legal circles. Many days he would speak on the courthouse steps, presenting Microsoft's spin on the day's proceedings. His manner was courtly, but his speech was often acerbic. His theme: Microsoft was a fierce but fair competitor whose actions were not only legal, but also good for consumers and the American economy.

"Bill Neukom was the defender of the realm," Andrew I. Gavil, an antitrust expert and professor of law at Howard University, said in an interview.

But Microsoft suffered a stinging defeat. In a trial without a jury, Judge Thomas Penfield Jackson not only ruled that the company had repeatedly violated the nation's antitrust laws; he also ordered that Microsoft be broken up.

Microsoft did far better in appealing the ruling, however. The U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia shelved the breakup order, though it upheld the ruling that Microsoft's bullying deals with PC makers were illegal. At the same time, the appellate court expressed skepticism that courts should make judgments about technology design decisions, like Microsoft's move to include a browser in Windows as an added feature rather than as a separate product.

Microsoft caught a break when George W. Bush was elected president. Aggressive antitrust enforcement was not a priority of the Bush administration. In 2001, the administration reached a settlement with Microsoft, prohibiting it from making anticompetitive contracts and requiring it to share some technical information, but going no further.

"Neukom played the long game, and Microsoft came out of that case relatively unscathed," Mr. Gavil said. "And today Microsoft is bigger and more profitable than ever."

William Horlick. Neukom was born on Nov. 7, 1941, in Chicago to John and Ruth Neukom. His father, a graduate of the University of Chicago, was hired there as a consultant for McKinsey & Company. His mother, also a University of Chicago graduate, was a homemaker and volunteer in community organizations.

Mr. Neukom in 2011. A Dartmouth graduate, he earned his law degree at Stanford and initially clerked in a State Supreme Court in Seattle.  Earl Wilson/The New York Times


His father was dispatched to Northern California to open a McKinsey office in San Francisco, and Mr. Neukom mainly grew up in San Mateo, Calif., with his three siblings. After high school, he went to Dartmouth College, where he earned a bachelor's degree in 1964. He returned to the West Coast for law school, to Stanford, earning his law degree in 1967. Afterward, he moved to Seattle for a job as a law clerk in a state Superior Court.

After the clerkship, Mr. Neukom went into private practice in Seattle. In the late 1970s, he recalled, a senior partner at a firm where he was working said his son was moving his fledgling software business with a dozen employees from Albuquerque, N.M., to suburban Seattle. "I thought you could keep an eye on them," Mr. Neukom recalled the father, Bill Gates Sr., saying.

For Mr. Neukom, the referral was the beginning of a lasting and lucrative relationship with the younger Bill Gates and his company, Microsoft. He became its outside counsel in 1978 and joined the company as general counsel in 1985, a year before Microsoft sold shares to the public.

There were other legal challenges to navigate over the years, beyond antitrust. In 1994, Apple sued Microsoft for copyright infringement. Apple claimed that the Windows operating system, with its use of point-and-click icons, illegally copied the "look and feel" of Apple's Macintosh software. The court ruled in Microsoft's favor, saying Apple could not get protection for "the idea of a graphical user interface."

His Microsoft-generated wealth allowed Mr. Neukom to pursue other interests and opportunities. A lifelong San Francisco Giants fan, he joined an investor group in 1995 seeking to stabilize the team's finances at a time when the Giants were still ensconced in Candlestick Park, an unappealing museum of a stadium. There were rumors that the team might be departing San Francisco.

Mr. Neukom was chief executive of the San Francisco Giants when, in 2010, the team won the World Series, defeating the Texas Rangers in Game 5 in Arlington, Texas. Matt Slocum/Associated Press


"Bill Neukom was a true believer in the mid-1990s, when there weren't a lot of true believers," recalled Larry Baer, the Giants' current chief executive.

Mr. Neukom increased his investment and involvement, becoming chief executive in 2008. He held that position when, two years later, the Giants won the World Series for the first time since they moved to San Francisco in 1958. He stepped down in 2011.

After Mr. Neukom left Microsoft in 2002, he focused on professional and philanthropic activities, often with a social-justice focus. He was president of the American Bar Association from 2007 to 2008 and established its commission on sexual orientation and gender identity.

Mr. Neukom was president of the American Bar Association in 2007 when he addressed a crowd of lawyers and law students in front of the Library of Congress in support of the rule of law in Pakistan. At the time, its president, Pervez Musharraf, had suspended the country's constitution and jailed opposition leaders. /Getty Images


In 2006, he founded the World Justice Project, a nonprofit that measures and promotes the rule of law globally. The Neukom Family Foundation supports low-income housing, Planned Parenthood, the National Women's Law Center and the Innocence Project, among others.

Mr. Neukom's marriage to Diane McMakin in 1963 ended in divorce in 1977. In addition to his son John, who goes by Jay, from his first marriage, Mr. Neukom is survived by his wife of 29 years, Sally (Beard) Neukom; three daughters from his first marriage, Josselyn Neukom, Samantha Neukom and Gillian Neukom Toledo; his brothers, Davidson and Daniel; and 14 grandchildren. His sister, Barbara Neukom Bohn, died last year.

Throughout Microsoft's antitrust battles, Mr. Neukom never wavered in his commitment to the company. "I believe in what Microsoft is doing," he said in an interview with the Dartmouth alumni magazine in 2002, shortly before he left Microsoft. He called Bill Gates an "applied genius," adding, "It's hard to imagine anything more satisfying than delivering tools that enable people to improve themselves as workers and as individuals."
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Eileen Fulton, Glamorous Villainess of 'As the World Turns,' Dies at 91

She was a mainstay of the long-running soap opera for 50 years -- so long that she liked to say she led a double life.

The actress Eileen Fulton in 1994. Seen on "As the World Turns" from 1960 to 2010, she was among the longest-tenured stars in the history of American daytime television. CBS Photo Archive



By Miguel Salazar



Jul 23, 2025 at 07:34 PM

Eileen Fulton, who enthralled and infuriated daytime audiences for half a century as the flashy vixen of the CBS soap opera "As the World Turns," died on July 14 in Asheville, N.C., where she was born. She was 91.

Her brother, Charles Furman McLarty, said the cause of her death, in a hospital, was heart failure.

As a mainstay of "As the World Turns" from 1960 until it went off the air in 2010, Ms. Fulton inhabited the world of Lisa Miller (later Lisa Grimaldi) across eight marriages, dozens of love affairs and the deaths of two children. She had the role for so long that she liked to say she led a double life.

Along with her castmates Don Hastings, who also joined "As the World Turns" in 1960 and stayed until the end, and Helen Wagner, who was on the show for almost its entire 54-year run (she died a few months before it ended), Ms. Fulton was among the longest-tenured stars in the history of American daytime television.

Ms. Fulton with Santos Ortega in an episode from early in her tenure on "As the World Turns." Over the years her character was married eight times and had dozens of affairs. CBS Photo Archive, via Everett Collection


The role of Lisa Miller was initially conceived as a temporary one -- as a wholesome love interest for Bob Hughes, a college student played by Ronnie Welsh and later by Mr. Hastings. The opportunity to act in a soap opera represented a big break for Ms. Fulton, even though, as the headstrong daughter of a minister, she had tired of playing the nice girl.

"Sweetness and goodness had been shoved down my throat all my life," she wrote in a memoir, "How My World Turns" (1970, written with Brett Bolto), so whenever she was given the opportunity to inject a sliver of malice, she added, "I played it to the hilt."

"Sweetness and goodness had been shoved down my throat all my life," Ms. Fulton wrote in her 1970 memoir, so whenever she was given the opportunity to inject a sliver of malice, "I played it to the hilt." Warner Paperback


Lisa began maneuvering her way into Bob's family, hinting at marriage in life-or-death tones and spicing up her sex appeal. Ms. Fulton's mischievous performances persuaded Irna Phillips, the show's creator, to reimagine Lisa's arc and turn her into an integral and darkly motivated character.

Lisa's evolution drew zealous responses from audiences, ranging from adulation to threatening letters and phone calls. In 1964, The New York Times called her "the most hated girl in daytime television."

If not necessarily the most hated woman in soaps, Ms. Fulton may well have been the busiest. She juggled morning rehearsals and her daytime performances at CBS with stage roles in a number of productions on and off Broadway, including "The Fantasticks" in 1961; "Abe Lincoln in Illinois," with Hal Holbrook, in 1963; and the original run of Edward Albee's "Who's Afraid of Virginia Woolf?," in which she was matinee performer, also in 1963. In later years she recorded albums as a singer and wrote detective fiction.

Ms. Fulton was inducted into the Soap Opera Hall of Fame in 1998 and earned a lifetime achievement award at the Daytime Emmys in 2004.

She was born Margaret Elizabeth McLarty in Asheville on Sept. 13, 1933, the oldest of three children of James B. McLarty, a Methodist minister, and Margaret Glenn McLarty, a public school teacher.

Margaret attended Lee H. Edwards High School (now Asheville High School) and earned a bachelor's degree in music from Greensboro College in 1956. She then moved to New York City to attend the Neighborhood Playhouse, where she studied acting with Sanford Meisner and dancing with Martha Graham. She adopted the name Eileen Fulton at the suggestion of her agent.

Ms. Fulton in 1972, shortly before beginning her 13th season on "As the World Turns." UPI


Ms. Fulton quickly developed the gumption needed to survive as a young actress, rebuffing the advances of men at modeling jobs and, on one occasion, barging into the offices of a talent agency after hours to demand representation. (She found an agent on the spot.)

She briefly left "As the World Turns" on multiple occasions, including to star in a prime-time spinoff, "Our Private World," in the summer of 1965. She released several albums, including "The Same Old World" (1970) and "Eileen Fulton Sings With You in Mind" (1971), and published a second memoir, "As My World Still Turns" (1995, written with Desmond Atholl and Michael Cherkinian). Her six crime novels featured an actress who solves murders across Manhattan.

Ms. Fulton, who was a singer as well as an actress, released several albums, including "The Same Old World" in 1970. Atkins Enterprises


Ms. Fulton was married to Bill Cochrane, a fellow actor at the Neighborhood Playhouse, from 1957 until their separation in late 1958; to Danny Fortunato, a record producer, from 1970 until their divorce in 1980; and to Rick McMorrow, a landscape designer, for three months before they divorced in 1989. In addition to her brother, she is survived by a niece, Katharine Morris. She lived in Black Mountain, N.C.

Ms. Fulton often remarked on qualities she shared with her character, including their affinity for tempestuous love affairs and rocky marriages. Still, there were key differences.

Ms. Fulton on "As the World Turns" in 2010, the year the soap opera left the air after a 54-year run. Danny Sanchez/CBS


"Lisa is a liar and a schemer," she told The Times in 1995, "and Eileen hopes she is totally open."

She added: "Eileen has more fun. Lisa is just stuck in Oakdale, a little town. But we have the same taste in clothes, because we have the same couturier."
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Guest Essay


Fear Comes to America

 Mario Tama/Getty Images



By Frank Kendall
Mr. Kendall was the secretary of the Air Force in the Biden administration.


Jul 21, 2025 at 10:01 AM

Like the fog in Carl Sandburg's poem, fear has come on little cat feet, seeping silently into various parts of American society. It sits, looking over not just harbor and city, but all of America. I have seen and been affected by this fear over the past several months. It has seeped into our military, our civil service, universities, law firms, C-suites and the leadership of nonprofit organizations.

It wasn't always this way. During George W. Bush's presidency, I worked with a number of organizations that opposed his administration's torture program -- euphemistically called "enhanced interrogation" -- that was employed by the C.I.A. against suspected terrorists after the Sept. 11 attacks. After President Barack Obama signed an executive order ending the program, my colleagues and I held a small party to celebrate. At that party, I remarked that we should be grateful that we lived in a nation where we could publicly oppose the policies of our government without fear of what that government might do to us. We didn't worry about being arbitrarily arrested or investigated, having any government funding for our organizations cut off, or being personally and viciously attacked on social media and in the press.

I cannot make that statement today. President Trump does not accept dissent and is using fear to try to suppress it.

Let's start with our military and the Civil Service, communities with which I have had a lifetime of experience and maintain close contact. The fear in the Pentagon today is palpable. The firings of general officers without cause have sent a chilling message to everyone in uniform. I served through several changes in political leadership as an Army officer and later as a Defense Department civilian. Both the targeted removals of senior military leaders and the mass firings of members of our federal Civil Service that are taking place are unprecedented and clearly intended to eliminate dissent, replace professionals with political loyalists and create a climate of fear.

Next, the lawyers, another community that I am part of. The Trump administration is attempting to coerce major law firms into refusing to represent clients whom it disfavors and to represent clients it favors. Among the many lawyers I know, this is widely seen as a direct assault on the foundation of our legal system. But for many of those lawyers, fear of losing work that requires access to government buildings, including courts, is a strong motivator. A few law firms have fought back, but some have been anxious enough about the threatened loss of business or access that they have cut "deals" with the administration.

Recently, I spoke to a group of graduate students and professors at Harvard. All were concerned about the effect of the administration's unmistakable attacks on academic freedom and freedom of speech on campus. While Harvard as an institution has the resources and will to fight back, the loss of funding for research and the fear of interrupted studies are very real for the faculty and students there and elsewhere.

The administration has threatened prosecutions against former government officials and private citizens. It has threatened companies with the loss of government contracts and threatened nonprofit organizations across the country with cuts to funding. This climate of menace and apprehension extends to companies' willingness to employ or associate with those who criticize Mr. Trump or his administration. I am one of those people.

Since I left the government in January, I have been told by several organizations that they couldn't openly employ me, hold my security clearances or otherwise be associated with someone visibly criticizing the administration. In one instance, I was told that a nonprofit that had asked me to serve as a distinguished fellow withdrew that offer because its senior leadership felt I had become too partisan. One corporate chief executive told me I had become toxic for writing and speaking about the administration's abuses of power. I expected some of these responses, but it's disappointing to experience, nonetheless. I have lost count of how many of my fellow national security professionals have told me they are grateful that I have spoken out, but in the same breath say they are afraid to do the same.

Mr. Trump's use of fear as a weapon has been most pronounced with undocumented immigrants and communities of immigrants more broadly. Certainly, Americans strongly support deporting undocumented immigrants who are violent criminals. But the Trump administration has terrorized immigrants from all walks of life, including those in the United States legally. A few years ago, I represented a woman seeking asylum because she had been persecuted by members of her government. When an immigration judge granted her the right to remain in the United States indefinitely, the assumption was that she was finally safe. Now she must live in fear once again.

All these institutions and communities are a source of American strength. Indeed, they make America great. But now they are all, to varying degrees, under attack and experiencing a new sense of trepidation. Fear is the universal tool of authoritarians, and it is a clear sign that our democracy is in danger that so many Americans now have reason to fear their government. Fear has come to our country, and unlike Sandburg's fog, it isn't moving on any time soon.

Frank Kendall was the secretary of the Air Force in the Biden administration.
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Guest Essay


The Political Legacy of Jerry Garcia

Video: 



By Jim Newton
Mr. Newton is the author of "Here Beside the Rising Tide: Jerry Garcia, the Grateful Dead, and an American Awakening."


Jul 20, 2025 at 02:00 PM

Jerry Garcia, the iconic frontman for the Grateful Dead, remains, nearly 30 years after his death, a revered figure, singular in his approach to life and art.

A multimillionaire by the time of his death, Mr. Garcia never lost his fundamental understanding of himself as a musician, which makes him among the most relatable, if misunderstood, figures of modern times. Much of the pull he continues to exert on the culture lies in the fact that his music and his life were an exploration of what it means to be free.

He was not political, per se. Though he came of age as the American counterculture bloomed -- and though he and the Dead stood at the center of many of that period's most memorable occasions -- he did his best to shun politics as such. He disdained candidates, avoided campaigns.

"We would all like to live an uncluttered life," Mr. Garcia said in 1967, "a simple life, a good life, and think about moving the whole human race ahead a step."

Mr. Garcia lived among artists and built up a community around him that was, psychologically and in some ways practically, impervious to government power. The Haight-Ashbury district in San Francisco offered one early experiment in community organization; Dead shows in later years stood as a kind of traveling bubble of freewheeling creativity, dynamic hubs of music and art, blissfully insulated from the outside world. It was, to Mr. Garcia, a ride on the rails -- a little dangerous but happily in motion and in contact with others.

"There's a lot of us," Mr. Garcia said, "moviemakers, musicians, painters, craftsmen of every sort, people doing all kinds of things. That's what we do. That's the way we live our lives."

He admired those who also lived beyond the government's authority -- the Black Panthers and the Hells Angels, to name two groups -- though Mr. Garcia did not so much confront the government as simply refuse to accept its authority over him.

The government's power, he insisted, was "illusory," a myth that took real form only because people accepted it. "The government," Mr. Garcia said, "is not in a position of power in this country."

And yet the Dead were, Zelig-like, at the edges of the nation's politics for decades. In 1966, they played the Acid Tests in one California as Ronald Reagan rose to power in another. They performed at the takeover of Columbia by student activists in 1968 and at Woodstock in 1969. They performed outside the San Quentin prison in California and on behalf of the Black Panthers. The Dead raised bail money for those arrested during the People's Park uprising and, years later, for AIDS patients and rainforest protection.

But Mr. Garcia himself and the music he wrote aimed for something beyond politics, something deeper. Music was, he liked to say, his yoga, an egoless place of adventure, an open place to improvise and draw energy from the audience. It was as real as it was vivid.

The government, by contrast, was an abstraction, a collection of assertions of presumptions that fell apart under close inspection. Did the government control his music? Of course not. His community? Nope. His personal choices? Not really.

In that, Mr. Garcia was a participant in a tradition that is both noble and ragtag, alongside Whitman and Thoreau, van Gogh and William Burroughs -- artists who rejected social norms and conventional authority in order to practice their work and explore the range and meaning of freedom. Bohemians.

Mr. Garcia's determination to live as a bohemian was not always honored by the government. He was arrested on drug-related charges (in New Orleans, New Jersey and San Francisco) but when it came to what mattered to him -- music, community, creativity -- the government didn't hold much sway at all.

"What do they actually do that affects a person's life?" he asked. "Not much."

In contrast to the abstraction of government power, there was the tangible evidence of communities at work -- in communes, collectives and self-contained organizations. Mr. Garcia and his bandmates spent a formative period in the Haight in the period leading up to the Summer of Love in 1967.

The Diggers, a radical collective that rejected even the use of money, organized free events and hosted a free store in the Haight, where residents could deposit food and clothing and other supplies, and where others in need could take what they needed. The "hip economy" worked. Musicians and artists brought in income, which they spent in stores (and on drugs); tourists helped support shopkeepers, concert venues and restaurants; the Diggers demanded donations and doled them out; free clinics responded to health needs.

It was not a perfect system, and as the scene grew larger and young people flocked to it, the neighborhood was unable to accommodate the influx. But it was, at least for a while, a self-contained, self-regulating community, largely beyond the reach of state and federal authorities, what Mr. Garcia called "the government."

Even as Mr. Garcia rejected conventional government, so, too, did he abjure the most radical responses of his day. Those years in the Haight and across the bay in Berkeley, Calif., saw the flourishing of many radical cliques, especially as the war in Vietnam radicalized the Students for a Democratic Society, spinning off Weatherman and others. Some activists turned to violence.

Not Mr. Garcia. If the radical seeks to change the world, the bohemian demands to live apart from it. Mr. Garcia chose the latter.

Deadheads know what that meant. A Dead show was a place removed, a stand-alone testament to freedom. As an artist, Mr. Garcia was sublime, transformative, kinetically connected to his audience in a way that no other performer can really compare to.

Mr. Garcia's approach to politics had its limits -- and has them still. It didn't prevent him from facing drug charges; it didn't insulate the Dead from the local police and the Drug Enforcement Administration when it used Dead shows in the 1990s to make easy arrests of LSD dealers.

For those many people struggling today to find a place between active resistance and doleful compliance, Mr. Garcia's life suggests an alternative: of exercising freedom rather than waiting on the government to grant it or being afraid of the government taking it away. Mr. Garcia's legacy is more than his music, but also in his example to live freely, even as our time tests it.




Jim Newton is the editor of Blueprint magazine at U.C.L.A.
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Guest Essay


The Problem With Grocery Stores Isn't Profits. It's Reality.

 Brittainy Newman/The New York Times



By Nicole Gelinas
Ms. Gelinas, a contributing Opinion writer, is a senior fellow at the Manhattan Institute and a contributing editor of City Journal.


Jul 23, 2025 at 10:00 AM

Zohran Mamdani, New York City's fresh Democratic nominee for mayor, devotes 126 words and a 43-second TikTok on his website to a signature proposal: "city-owned grocery stores." This brevity might imply that function will follow form, that the idea is so self-evidently sensible that little needs to be said about it.

What this self-assurance shows, though, is that Mr. Mamdani knows nothing about the grocery business, raising broader questions about the practicality of an assertive socialist agenda like his.

He claims that "a network of city-owned grocery stores" would offer cheaper food and dry goods because it would avoid paying rent or property taxes, "buy and sell at wholesale prices" and "centralize warehousing and distribution." These assertions collapse upon the slightest scrutiny.

New York City's government does not have a secret stash of large, empty, retail-ready ground-floor spaces conveniently located along major pedestrian and transit corridors. Indeed, the city regularly rents real estate, including retail-style space, from private owners.

As for city-owned grocery stores' ability to "buy and sell at wholesale prices" and "centralize warehouse and distribution," the supermarket industry is an intensely intricate business.

"Product doesn't magically appear on store shelves," says Ron Margulis, who long covered the industry as a journalist and who hails from a family of supermarket operators. "There is a science that's applied to making sure the product sent to the shelf is actually going to be purchased, and that science costs money."

The price a store or chain pays depends on a number of factors, from size and efficiency -- volume discounts -- to location to an understanding of the complex supply chain.

Whether Mr. Mamdani will have one supermarket in each of the five boroughs, as he originally proposed, or more, as implied by the imprecise term "network," the city probably will not be able to get wholesale prices as low as far larger and more efficient supermarket chains.

Moreover, some major New York supermarket operators cooperatively own grocery distributors that buy products from manufacturers and share income with the members. They would not allow a nonprofit public entity to join these networks. As for the city creating its own centralized distribution and bulk purchaser, John Catsimatidis, the Republican billionaire who owns the Gristedes and D'Agostino chains, says such an investment would make sense only if the city operated at least 100 stores.

Other pesky details intrude on Mr. Mamdani's plan. Wholesalers offer stores lower prices if they participate in promotions, with in-store coupons and prominent placement. To take advantage of such offers, the city would have to be a marketer of branded products -- often, less healthy, higher-margin products.

The reward for successfully navigating the science of stocking shelves is an average 2 percent profit for grocery retailers, Mr. Margulis notes. Mr. Mamdani has made no compelling case that the city could engage in such superior negotiation and cost-cutting techniques to overcome this margin and provide less expensive products. This prospect is especially uncertain because the city-owned stores would probably face higher labor costs, including government-scale pension and health benefits.

Once Mr. Mamdani has addressed these issues, he and his top staff members would have to confront another question: What products to sell in the stores? His idea of partnering with "local neighborhoods on products and sourcing" may sound straightforward. But are community board members going to argue over whether to stock Pringles or Lay's potato chips? Should a city-owned store even sell sugary soda? Should vegetarians who are morally opposed to killing animals be forced to subsidize other New Yorkers' steak purchases? And while it would be virtuous for the city to focus on selling fresh produce, retailers need to stock high-margin snacks and processed foods to subsidize fresh produce, meat and fish, which carry lower profit margins.

And if city stores would be selling fresh produce for no profit, they would be competing with 1,000 low-priced street vendors, many of them immigrants, who operate carts under a program the Bloomberg administration began.

In his TikTok, Mr. Mamdani pledges to work with "nearby farms." But as the city's green markets demonstrate, high-quality food from regional sources is expensive, even absent profits for a third-party retailer.

Mr. Mamdani is a clever self-marketer and has never come off as a scold. He could be telling New Yorkers: Let's save money by forgoing all the brand name products, like Baleine sea salt from France and Snyder's pretzel sticks, both in the background of his TikTok video. Or he could make videos on cooking whole chickens to save money and eat healthfully.

But he wants to give New Yorkers capitalist consumer-brand choice at socialist prices. Mr. Mamdani's brand of socialism is not collective, cooperative sacrifice but individualist, no-cost, no-tradeoff socialism.

Even before recent high inflation, New York City grocery stores were expensive. Wages in the city are higher, and logistics are more difficult and expensive. Even electricity is pricier. But Mr. Mamdani offers no solutions for those issues.

Government can appear to solve any problem temporarily by throwing money at it. So it's conceivable that Mr. Mamdani will succeed in opening a few pilot supermarkets but probably only with large government subsidies.

The larger risk for New York City, though, is that this glib superficiality would infect other aspects of urban governance with a socialist flair. We can have free buses without reducing bus frequency when revenue falls. We can replace some policing with a civilian department of community safety, with no risk to public safety. We can raise taxes on the rich, with no risk that higher taxes would accelerate the relative migration of wealth and population to other states that took place in recent years.

"The job of city government isn't to tinker around the edges," Mr. Mamdani says in his grocery TikTok.

But before casually proposing to disrupt a complex system, it's a good idea to know how that thing works.
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Ross Douthat


No One Controls MAGA -- Not Even Trump

 Photo Illustration by Shannon Lin/The New York Times; source photograph by Mario Tama/Getty Images



By Ross Douthat
Opinion Columnist


Jul 22, 2025 at 10:24 PM

Apart from supplying endless fodder to journalists and Democrats, the White House's attempts to put a lid on the Jeffrey Epstein affair provide a useful test for a question that will matter more the deeper we travel into Donald Trump's second term: Namely, to what extent does MAGA populism exist as a political force distinct from the impulses and whims of its red-hatted leader?

The popular answer has always been that it doesn't, that MAGA is just a cult of personality in which any ideological reversal will be tolerated so long as the Great Man sets the course.

But this confuses the personal bond between Trump and his core supporters, which is unlikely to be severed by any mere policy dispute, with his ability to persuade those supporters to actually change their substantive views, where his powers are more limited.

The president is an especially potent avatar for the broad populist impulse across the West. But he did not create that impulse, and he doesn't single-handedly decide what it demands or where it ends up. Instead, there is a continuing negotiation between what the president would like to do and what his voters will accept.

In some cases, what MAGA wants acts as an ideological tether on Trump's political impulses. You can see this especially on immigration, where the president's personal restrictionism still leaves room for some kind of wide door in his big, beautiful wall.

Depending on which interest group Trump is talking to, that door could be open for farm and hotel workers, for H-1B visa recipients or for foreign college students hoping to have a green card stapled to their diplomas.

But what seems clear enough is that left to his own devices, the president would probably end up negotiating an immigration reform that pleases business executives more than it would Stephen Miller. Trump doesn't actually do this kind of deal, however, because he knows Miller represents the purest form of anti-immigration sentiment, to which even MAGA's leader must defer.

In other cases, what MAGA wants is discovered gradually, and the president follows along. You saw this at work during Covid, where Trump was often one step behind the populist impulse. He treated the outbreak as a nothingburger while the online right was freaking out about it. He accepted lockdowns and restrictions just as the populist impulse began evolving toward anti-Faucian libertarianism. And then he took up the libertarian critique himself -- but haphazardly, leaving Anthony Fauci in charge of big parts of policy. Similarly, Trump's desire to celebrate the triumph of Operation Warp Speed was in persistent tension with grass-roots vaccine skepticism, and his eventual embrace of "MAHA" and Robert F. Kennedy Jr. was a case of the grass roots mostly getting its way.

Then you have cases where what MAGA wants is just the perception of success. So Trump's ability to lead his base in one ideological direction or another depends on whether he appears to be succeeding.

I think this is what you see in his administration's Middle East policy. When the White House was considering joining Israel's war against Iran, you had would-be populist spokesmen like Tucker Carlson and Steve Bannon arguing that bombing Iran's nuclear program would shatter his coalition, while more hawkish pundits insisted that real MAGA voters were Iran hawks.

But it might just be that any MAGA position on military intervention is entirely contingent on whether it seems quick and easy. So MAGA might have adopted the Bannon-Carlson stance if the Iranians had dramatically and successfully struck back -- but because they didn't, Trump was able to play the hawk without losing populist support.

Now back to the Epstein case, where you can see all three of these dynamics at play. The original promise to reveal the Epstein files was a case of MAGA leading Trump, since the president himself was never especially enthusiastic about the issue. His failed attempt to simply make it go away was an example of pulling against the MAGA tether and being yanked back, unusually hard. And the various forays since (Unsealing the grand jury transcripts! Changing the subject to Russiagate! Interviewing Ghislaine Maxwell!) are bids to offer some kind of victory, some success to satisfy MAGA's demand for a win over the Deep State.

But perhaps the most important dynamic, lurking just below the surface of the Epstein debate, is less about Trump than it is about the shared awareness that MAGA will continue to exist in some form once his presidency is over. And that form, no less than the current version, won't be imposed by anybody's fiat; it will be created by interactions between populism's would-be leaders and the demands and expectations of their voters.

It might be that Trump is fundamentally a moderating influence, tempering the extreme and paranoid demands that under weaker successors will more completely dominate the populist agenda. Or it might be that without Trump as an avatar, part of MAGA will be reabsorbed into a more traditional form of Republicanism, leaving a paranoid rump of podcasters on the outside looking in. Or it might be that some future populist leader will create an unpredictable remix, a new MAGA for a different age.

But all of this remains to be created, invented, found out. And so the crucial action on the right, as the second term winds on, will involve contested explorations of that great undiscovered country: MAGA after Trump.
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letters


Trump, the House and the Epstein Files

Jul 23, 2025 at 06:36 PM


Speaker Mike Johnson Johnson said on Tuesday that he would adjourn the House until September after votes on Wednesday night. Haiyun Jiang/The New York Times


To the Editor:

Re "House Adjourns to Avoid Voting on Epstein Files" (front page, July 23):

You report that "Speaker Mike Johnson announced on Tuesday that he was cutting short the week's legislative business and sending the House home early for the summer on Wednesday to avoid having to hold votes on releasing files related to the accused sex trafficker Jeffrey Epstein."

If a bipartisan House vote in favor of the files' release is a given, then a majority bloc of Democratic and Republican lawmakers should hold a joint news conference on the steps of the Capitol to demand action.

Mr. Johnson can hold President Trump's water through the summer recess, but the people will have spoken.

Ted Gallagher
New York

To the Editor:

If there's nothing to be found in the Jeffrey Epstein files, why is Speaker Mike Johnson so eager to shut down any discussion by cutting the House session short?

Until recently, conservatives were pushing for full disclosure. Instead, the administration is offering only token gestures, such as the release of grand jury testimony.

In fact, the Justice Department has contacted lawyers representing Ghislaine Maxwell, a longtime Epstein associate. It seems to me that it wants her to "clear" President Trump in exchange for a reduced sentence.

She should serve her full sentence. And anyone involved, no matter who, should be exposed and punished for these horrific crimes.

Tamara Beeler
Chicago

To the Editor:

Is it just me, or does it seem as if President Trump is overreacting, even by Trumpian standards, to the Jeffrey Epstein case?

Especially if, as he insists, it is boring and a hoax.

Tom Fritschler
Port Angeles, Wash.

A Trump Target: Election Officials

A voting machine and ballot counting machine at the Allegheny County Election Warehouse last fall. Kristian Thacker for The New York Times


To the Editor:

Re "States May Face Charges Over Ballot Box Security" (news article, July 3):

I'm a former Department of Justice voting rights litigator, and I'm appalled by the current department's exploratory efforts to prosecute election officials. I cannot fathom looking for ways to prosecute public servants in the absence of any "new evidence, data or legal authority," as this article reported.

This is the Trump administration's latest effort to undermine trust in our elections and the public servants who administer them. This administration intentionally dismantled the infrastructure within the Department of Homeland Security dedicated to identifying threats to election security and supporting election officials. It advanced a legally dubious executive order, full of onerous requirements for election officials, but no actual funding for the new work.

These are not actions you take if you care deeply about election security; rather they are the things you do if you want to sow distrust and undermine faith in future elections.

In my role leading the Institute for Responsive Government, I have the pleasure of working with election officials across the country. They come from both sides of the aisle, and they are all patriots who believe deeply in our democracy.

Rather than villainizing them, those who purport to care about election security should give them what they need to continue doing their jobs well: sustained federal funding and reliable federal partners as they combat cyberattacks and foreign threats.

Sam Oliker-Friedland
Chicago

Smoke From Canadian Wildfires

A wildfire burning last month in Squamish, British Columbia. Jesse Winter/Reuters


To the Editor:

Re "Lawmakers Say Canada Is to Blame for Smoke" (news article, July 12):

The fact that smoke from Canadian wildfires affects health and outdoor activity in the United States offers an important lesson. Wildfires obey no political boundaries, and our response to this critical issue should recognize that.

The U.S. needs a comprehensive and collaborative national solution that addresses prevention, preparedness and public health. It will help us protect and restore American communities and better coordinate with our neighbors to the north.

That is why we support legislation such as the Fix Our Forests Act and other efforts to promote collaboration, improve policies and implement technology. We also see a role for groups like ours to bring together business, labor, industry and community groups to help focus attention on this critical public health and safety issue.

Americans in every corner of the country are grappling with the harmful effects of wildfires this summer. We need to start working together -- across party lines and across borders -- to address this pressing issue effectively.

Chet Wade
Pittsburgh
The writer is the communications director at Partners in Wildfire Prevention.
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Behind Japan's Trade Deal: 8 Rounds of Talks and 'Hurrying Slowly'

After months of fraught negotiations with the United States, Japan clinched a deal just days before punitive tariffs were scheduled to take effect.

Treasury Secretary Scott Bessent and Ryosei Akazawa, Japan's chief trade negotiator, in Osaka, Japan, last week. Kyodo News, via Associated Press



By River Akira Davis
River Akira Davis, the Japan business and economics correspondent, reported from Tokyo.


Jul 23, 2025 at 11:01 AM

When Ryosei Akazawa, Japan's chief trade negotiator, departed Tokyo on Monday morning for the latest round of tariff discussions in Washington, he left behind a nation in political turmoil and bracing for a new jolt of economic pain.

Mr. Akazawa's party, the Liberal Democrats, had suffered a crushing defeat in elections the previous day, rendering it a minority governing party in both houses of Parliament.

Japan was also barreling toward an Aug. 1 deadline to reach a trade agreement with the United States. The Trump administration had vowed to impose a punishing 25 percent blanket tariff on Japanese goods shipped to the United States -- the largest buyer of its exports.

The successful negotiation of a deal was widely seen as critical to the political survival of Shigeru Ishiba, Japan's prime minister and a longtime ally of Mr. Akazawa. But after more than three months and seven rounds of tariff negotiations, few trade experts were expecting a deal to come to fruition.

Turns out the eighth time was the charm.

In a social media post late in the U.S. evening on Tuesday, President Trump declared that he had reached a "massive" trade deal with Japan. Japan had agreed to open its markets to more imports of American cars and rice, as well as invest $550 billion in the United States, he said.

In return, the president said, Japanese exports to the United States would be charged a tariff of 15 percent, lower than the 25 percent he was previously threatening. Critically, Japanese officials later said, car and auto part exports would be subject to a 15 percent tariff, lower than a separate and damaging 25 percent tariff that Mr. Trump had already imposed on the sector.

Shortly after Mr. Trump's social media announcement, Mr. Akazawa followed up with his own post: "#mission accomplished." In the end, Japan reached a deal that "protected its national interests," Mr. Akazawa said. This was because of its strategy of pushing negotiations along without giving away too much -- a tactic he called "hurrying slowly."

The clinching of a trade deal between the United States and Japan, its biggest foreign investor, was a striking turnaround for two nations that just days earlier appeared to be far apart.

Trade experts said the terms of the deal were relatively generous from the Trump administration because Japanese officials were in a weakened position after their election drubbing days earlier. For Japan's part, the concession by Mr. Trump to lower the auto tariffs -- albeit to a higher rate than the 2.5 percent previously in place -- probably helped seal the deal.

Japan's car and auto part exports would be subject to a 15 percent tariff, lower than a separate and damaging 25 percent tariff that President Trump had already imposed on the sector. Philip Fong/Agence France-Presse -- Getty Images


"Japan ended up getting a pretty good deal after all of the drama of recent weeks," said David Boling, the director for Japan and Asian trade at Eurasia Group, a political consultancy. "Is the agreement ideal? Obviously not. And tariffs are going to have an impact on the economy," he added. "But it's better than what people thought Japan would be able to get just yesterday."

Although details of the last-minute decisions that brought Japan and the United States to an agreement remain sparse, timing probably played a role for both sides.

The Trump administration is facing mounting pressure to achieve trade deals ahead of Aug. 1, when steep tariffs on imports from numerous countries are slated to take effect. Deals with other major trade partners, including the European Union, have been slow-moving.

And it was probably easier for Japan to agree to a deal after the national elections on Sunday.

Since tariff negotiations between Japan and the United States began in April, the Trump administration had consistently pushed Japan to provide broader market access for American products like cars and rice, and to accept the 25 percent tariff on its auto exports.

However, ahead of the recent elections, the Japanese electorate had signaled its opposition to Japan's making substantial sacrifices for a trade deal. Mr. Ishiba, the prime minister, and other Liberal Democrat leaders echoed this sentiment, repeatedly asserting that they would protect domestic agriculture and that they wanted the tariffs on vehicle exports removed entirely.

At the same time, Japanese officials faced the pressing threat that a failure in trade negotiations could initiate across-the-board tariffs. Such measures would not only erode the profits of major Japanese exporters like Honda, Nissan and Toyota but also potentially exacerbate underlying weaknesses in the Japanese economy.

In recent weeks, some influential advisers to Japan's governing party had suggested that it accept some tariffs on car exports to help shield other industries from blanket taxes, according to two people involved in the conversations, who discussed private interactions on the condition of anonymity.

After the elections, Japanese officials found themselves having to "scramble to put together a package that they thought would satisfy the Trump administration," said Glen S. Fukushima, a former trade official and ex-president of the American Chamber of Commerce in Japan.

This package offered up by Mr. Akazawa was primarily aimed at "helping Trump claim that he's had a historic victory," Mr. Fukushima said. "They certainly didn't want to do that before the election because it could have led to Ishiba and the Liberal Democratic Party losing votes."

The successful negotiation of a deal was widely seen as critical to the political survival of Shigeru Ishiba, Japan's prime minister. Pool photo by Philip Fong


In a news conference on Tuesday, Mr. Akazawa said Japan would provide up to $550 billion in investments and loans in the United States focused on areas such as pharmaceuticals and semiconductors.

Japan would allow the import of American-made cars without the unique safety standards and testing it usually requires, accept the 15 percent tariff on its car exports and find ways to secure more American rice without altering existing tariff policies, he said.

For Mr. Ishiba, the immediate question is whether the Japanese public, his political opponents and even members of his own party will perceive the trade deal as a victory, or as a pact that demanded excessive concessions.

Several major Japanese newspapers reported on Wednesday that Mr. Ishiba was contemplating announcing his resignation by the end of next month. Hiroshi Moriyama, the Liberal Democratic Party's secretary general, denied the reports, saying that "there was no talk" of Mr. Ishiba's resignation.

Mr. Boling of the Eurasia Group, who was involved in negotiating a U.S.-Japanese trade agreement during the first Trump administration in 2019, drew contrasts between the present deal and its predecessor.

At that time, the Liberal Democrats had maintained a virtual lock on power in Japan for over six decades. They were being led by Shinzo Abe, then prime minister, who had been able to cultivate a close personal rapport with Mr. Trump.

"I think about Abe and how he was able to negotiate with Trump," Mr. Boling said. "One reason he was able to negotiate with Trump was he was able to negotiate from a position of power."

This time, Japan found itself "playing a game in which the cards were stacked against it," he said. "So ending the card game was in Japan's best interest."

Kiuko Notoya and Hisako Ueno contributed reporting.
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Federal Prosecutors Close Inquiry Into Co-Founder of Kraken Crypto Exchange

The F.B.I. had raided the home of Jesse Powell in 2023 as part of an investigation into claims that he hacked into the online accounts of a nonprofit.

Jesse Powell at Kraken's offices in San Francisco in 2014. He stepped down as chief executive in 2022. David Paul Morris/Bloomberg



By Ryan Mac
Reporting from Los Angeles


Jul 23, 2025 at 12:56 AM

The Justice Department said it had recently ended a criminal investigation into Jesse Powell, a co-founder of the Kraken cryptocurrency exchange, according to court documents.

In 2023, the Federal Bureau of Investigation searched Mr. Powell's home in Los Angeles as part of an investigation into claims that he had illicitly gained access to and interfered with the online accounts of Verge Center for the Arts, a Sacramento-based nonprofit. Mr. Powell started Verge in 2007, and its leadership removed him from the board of directors in 2022, citing violations of the organization's "guiding principles."

Mr. Powell later sued Verge, accusing it of defamation and fraud.

In a letter last month from the U.S. attorney's office for the Northern District of California to Mr. Powell's representatives, which was reviewed by The New York Times, the U.S. attorney said that "an appropriately authorized investigation" had been opened into "allegations of criminal conduct" and that the investigation was closed in April. The U.S. attorney's office said it reserved the right to reopen the inquiry, according to the letter.

A representative for the U.S. attorney's office did not return a request for comment.

In a statement on Tuesday, Mr. Powell called the raid on his home "devastating both personally and professionally" and vowed to continue his lawsuit against Verge.

"I will continue to pursue the appropriate legal remedies against those who created this disaster by making false statements to law enforcement," he said.

Phillip Cunningham, a lawyer for Verge, declined to comment.

Mr. Powell helped build Kraken into one of the largest U.S. crypto exchanges. Kraken said in 2022 that he was stepping down as chief executive after The Times reported on how he incited debates about race and gender in the workplace. Shortly after, Verge tried to cut ties with its founder.

After Mr. Powell's dismissal, Verge accused him of blocking employees from using the organization's website, emails and internal messaging system, and of gaining access to confidential information stored in those accounts, according to a 2022 letter from Mr. Cunningham to Kraken. Months later, the F.B.I. raided Mr. Powell's home.

David Yaffe-Bellany contributed reporting from New York.




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/07/22/technology/jesse-powell-kraken-verge-investigation.html



	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next





	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next




Can The Washington Post's TikTok Guy Make It Without The Post?

Dave Jorgenson is starting his own video company that explains the news, with a twist. Think Jon Stewart meets Ron Burgundy.

Video: 



By Benjamin Mullin
Visuals by David Robert Elliott



Jul 22, 2025 at 10:01 AM

For years, Dave Jorgenson has been nearly synonymous with The Washington Post on social media. He has been a familiar bearded face of the brand on TikTok and YouTube, dropping into users' feeds to crack wise about elections, wars and business news for millions of followers.

So, what would The Post do if Mr. Jorgenson left? And can he be a star without The Post? Both are about to find out.

Mr. Jorgenson, 34, is leaving The Post next month to start an online video company based on his personal YouTube channel, Local News International, which blends the topical wit of "The Daily Show With Jon Stewart" with the surreal antics of Ron Burgundy, the fictional star of "Anchorman." Joining him are two former colleagues: Micah Gelman, who until recently was The Post's director of video, and Lauren Saks, Mr. Gelman's former deputy.

Mr. Jorgenson in the Local News International studio at his home in Kansas City, Mo.


Mr. Jorgenson's break with The Post is the latest test of whether a journalist's personal brand can thrive when it is detached from a nationally known newsroom with huge online reach. Other journalists have left traditional journalism to start their own businesses on Substack and YouTube, with varying degrees of success.

But Mr. Jorgenson is betting that many of the people who signed up to watch him on The Post's channels -- which have more than three million subscribers across two YouTube accounts and 1.9 million followers on TikTok -- will follow him to his new venture. The goal of the new business, he said, is to provide a "sanity check" for news consumers on social media.

"The reason I didn't do this three years ago or four years ago is that there was a fear of failure," he said. "But I'm not as scared of failing anymore."

Mr. Jorgenson, a former intern on "The Colbert Report," joined The Post eight years ago after working gigs as a barista at Starbucks and a producer at a digital media start-up, IJR (the pay was similar, he joked). He was held up as a success story inside The Post, as a model for the power of the publication to build personal brands. He racked up hundreds of thousands of subscribers for The Post's commentary and satire account, a following he can't take with him. Mr. Jorgenson's personal YouTube account, Local News International, has a small fraction of that.

Mr. Jorgenson is betting that many of the people who signed up to watch him on The Post's channels will follow him to his new venture.

Ideas for future videos include a "get ready with me" makeup tutorial in which Mr. Jorgenson explains the news in character as Vice President JD Vance.


Mr. Jorgenson is one of several prominent journalists taking a buyout that The Post is offering; others include Dan Balz, a longtime political reporter, and Ann Marimow, who covers the Supreme Court. Will Lewis, The Post's chief executive, sent an email this month encouraging employees to consider the buyout if they weren't "aligned" with the company's plans, a memo that Mr. Jorgenson said was essentially "rolling out the red carpet" for his resignation.

The Post is trying to promote star talent on social media through WP Ventures, a division that is supposed to be an incubator for innovative ideas. Mr. Jorgenson said he had decided to leave, in part, because of what he described as an "inconsistent vision" at The Post and staff changes that made it unclear where his colleagues in graphics and audio would be in the coming months.

"I am just not convinced that they have the best road map right now," he said. (Mr. Jorgenson is one of three contributors to The Post's TikTok channel, alongside Joseph Ferguson and Carmella Boykin.)

A spokeswoman for The Post declined to comment.

Mr. Jorgenson and the other two Post alumni are betting on the rising power of news creators, such as Cleo Abram and Matt Yglesias, who have left newsrooms for digital platforms like Substack and YouTube. (Mr. Jorgenson has opted for the newsletter platform Beehiiv.) In addition to the videos on his YouTube channel, Mr. Jorgenson's business -- called Family Loser -- will provide strategy and ad sales consulting for other video creators who are interested in taking similar steps. Mr. Jorgenson and his co-founders are paying for their new venture out of pocket for now but are in early discussions with some funders.

Ideas for future videos include a "get ready with me" makeup tutorial in which Mr. Jorgenson explains the news in character as Vice President JD Vance and a series in which Mr. Jorgenson adopts a highway for Family Loser.

Though he will hold on to several running jokes from his time at The Post -- his eerie similarity to Mr. Vance will be a recurring theme, as will a character made from a Spam can -- he plans to shed some newsroom conventions. Close scrutiny of the word "lie," a holdover from The Post's previous editor, Martin Baron, is gone, along with the use of state abbreviations to conform with Associated Press style. ("I've had to repost a whole TikTok because I didn't abbreviate California correctly," Mr. Jorgenson said.)

For years, Mr. Jorgenson has been nearly synonymous with The Washington Post on social media.


But some things won't change. Mr. Jorgenson, who lives in Kansas City, Mo., said he wanted to avoid tailoring his content to any political party or politician. When he filmed videos from the Republican National Convention in Milwaukee last year, he said, he was pleasantly surprised that conservatives approached and said they followed The Post's account.

"I don't disagree that a lot of stuff that is fact-based is perceived as like center-left or left-of-center," Mr. Jorgenson said. "I'm just very much going toward my own moral compass, whatever that is -- you know, Midwestern son of Presbyterians."
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Alden Global Capital Makes a Play for The Dallas Morning News

The investment firm's MediaNews Group, the country's second-largest newspaper publisher, put in a bid for the publication nearly two weeks after Hearst agreed to buy it.

Earlier this month, Hearst agreed to buy The Dallas Morning News in a deal that valued it at $75 million. Dylan Hollingsworth for The Washington Post, via Getty Images



By Katie Robertson



Jul 23, 2025 at 02:45 AM

MediaNews Group, the newspaper operator owned by the investment firm Alden Global Capital, put in a bid on Tuesday to buy The Dallas Morning News, a last-minute twist in the sale of a publication that has been locally owned for 140 years.

This month, the media conglomerate Hearst agreed to acquire DallasNews Corporation, the parent company of The Dallas Morning News, in a deal valued at $75 million, or $14 a share. That deal has been approved by the boards of each company and was expected to close later this year.

MediaNews Group is offering $16.50 a share, or roughly $88 million, for the company, according to a letter to the DallasNews board that was disclosed in a filing with the Securities and Exchange Commission. MediaNews Group urged the board to consider what it said was a superior offer.

It also said it would ensure that the print edition of the newspaper continued.

"We have been considering a potential transaction with DallasNews for several years," MediaNews Group wrote in the letter, "because we are consistently impressed with its commitment to high-quality local journalism supported by operational efficiency that maximizes resources available for the newsroom."

MediaNews Group is a subsidiary of Alden Global Capital, an investment firm that has bought dozens of newspapers around the country, often cutting costs by shrinking newsrooms through layoffs. It is the second-largest newspaper publisher in the country, with publications like The Denver Post, The Boston Herald and The San Diego Union-Tribune.

According to the securities filing, MediaNews Group has purchased nearly 10 percent of DallasNews stock.

Under the Hearst deal, The Dallas Morning News would join Hearst Newspapers, which operates 28 daily newspapers, including The San Francisco Chronicle.

Hearst has been acquiring publications in Texas and in February reached a deal to buy The Austin American-Statesman from Gannett. MediaNews Group does not own any newspapers in the state.

A spokesman for DallasNews declined to comment. A representative for Hearst did not immediately respond to a request for comment.

DallasNews is a publicly traded company, but has retained the structure of a family-owned business. Robert Decherd, a descendant of the paper's founder, is the controlling shareholder.

The Dallas Morning News has faced the same headwinds as other local newspapers, such as declining advertising revenue and a struggle to reach profitability. It offered buyouts to staff in 2023 and recently sold its Plano, Texas, printing plant.

According to a recent article, the newsroom has 157 employees. Colleen McCain Nelson was recently named executive editor. She is expected to start in the role in August.
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Tesla Reports Falling Profit as Car Sales Slow

Elon Musk has said robotaxis are the company's future, but most revenue still comes from cars.

Some investors are concerned that Elon Musk, Tesla's chief executive, is neglecting the car business while he focuses the company's resources on autonomous driving software, self-driving taxis and humanoid robots. Eric Lee/The New York Times



By Jack Ewing



Jul 23, 2025 at 03:57 PM

Tesla on Wednesday reported a slump in profit, the third quarterly decline in a row, as the company cut car prices in an attempt to revive sales.

The company made $1.2 billion from April to June, down from $1.4 billion a year earlier. Sales fell to $22.5 billion from $25.5 billion in the second quarter of 2024. Tesla has not reported an increase in quarterly profit since the third quarter of 2024.

Tesla's weak earnings are likely to reinforce concern among some investors that Elon Musk, the chief executive, is neglecting the car business while he focuses the company's resources on autonomous driving software, self-driving taxis and humanoid robots.

Mr. Musk reiterated Wednesday his assertion that those technologies will make Tesla "the most valuable company in the world by far."

Tesla has begun testing a limited self-driving taxi service in Austin, Texas, with safety monitors in the passenger seats, and said it plans to "rapidly" expand to San Francisco and other cities. Unsupervised robotaxis "will be available for personal use by the end of the year," Mr. Musk said during a conference call.

Wall Street has largely bought into that vision, and the company's share price is up around 50 percent since early April.

But such taxis and robots are not yet generating significant revenue for Tesla, and the company remains reliant on the car business to finance Mr. Musk's futuristic plans. Tesla could "probably could have a few rough quarters" until robotaxis begin generating profits next year, he said.

Tesla's earnings report provided another illustration of the cost of President Trump's tariffs for U.S. automakers. Echoing reports from General Motors and Stellantis this week, the company blamed declining profit in part on "a sustained uncertain macroeconomic environment resulting from shifting tariffs, unclear impacts from changes to fiscal policy and political sentiment."

"We are in an unpredictable environment," Vaibhav Taneja, Tesla's chief financial officer, said during the conference call.

Tesla's sales have been losing momentum because it is not offering more affordable and appealing new models even as other carmakers, like BYD of China, have rolled out many new vehicles while slashing prices.

In addition, Mr. Musk's support for right-wing political causes has alienated many electric car buyers in Europe and the United States and has distracted him from running the company. Last month, he announced plans to form a new political party in the United States after his relationship with Mr. Trump deteriorated.

Tesla's share price was little changed in late trading.

"Wall Street expectations were dire amid a slowing core E.V. business and C.E.O. Elon Musk's reputational damage on both sides of the political aisle," Andrew Rocco, a stock strategist at Zacks Investment Research, said in a statement. "Nevertheless, Tesla has limped over the low bar."

Tesla has offered low-interest loans and other incentives to try to revive sales, but these efforts have depressed the company's profits. Tesla's newest model, the Cybertruck pickup, has been a flop. The company sold 4,300 Cybertrucks in the second quarter, according to Cox Automotive, a 50 percent decline from a year earlier.

The automaker had promised to begin selling a new, less expensive car by the end of June that would allow more people to afford an electric car. Tesla said Wednesday it had begun limited production of the new vehicle in June and will begin selling it by the end of the year. Tesla has not provided details about the design, which analysts expect to be similar to the Model Y sport utility vehicle.

Tesla accounts for almost half of new electric vehicle sales in the United States, and the company's problems help explain why growth of the technology has slowed in the country compared with sales in China and Europe.

Still, the market for electric vehicles continues to grow even as Tesla sales fall. In the United States, sales of electric vehicles grew 1.5 percent in the first half of 2025, according to Cox Automotive. Growth was 32 percent in China, and 26 percent in Europe, according to Rho Motion, a research firm.

In Europe, Tesla has fallen behind Volkswagen as the leading maker of electric cars after sales fell 33 percent in the first half of the year, according to JATO Dynamics.

More challenges await Tesla. The company is less vulnerable to Mr. Trump's tariffs than other carmakers because it manufactures all the cars that it sells in the United States in California and Texas. But Tesla will have to pay tariffs on imported raw materials and components.

The Republican domestic policy bill passed this month will eliminate a tax break of up to $7,500 on electric vehicle purchases and leases after September. That will raise the cost to buy Teslas because most of the company's models have qualified for the credit.

The bill also abolished penalties for carmakers that violated clean air standards. That will hurt Tesla because it makes hundreds of millions of dollars every few months by selling clean air credits to carmakers that fall short of those standards.

Revenue from the credits has already begun to decline, falling to $439 million in the quarter from $890 million a year earlier, Tesla said Wednesday.

Mr. Musk, already the richest person in the world, hinted Wednesday that he would like to be granted more shares in Tesla. He currently owns 13 percent of the company.

"I hope that is addressed at the next shareholders meeting," he said. "I have so little control I could easily be ousted by activist shareholders."
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Energy Dept. Cancels Loan Commitment to Contested Transmission Project

The project, known as Grain Belt Express, had drawn fierce opposition from some landowners and Republican lawmakers.

Chris Wright, the energy secretary, earlier this year. He said he would cancel the loan commitment after being pressed by President Trump and Senator Josh Hawley of Missouri. Eric Lee/The New York Times



By David Gelles



Jul 23, 2025 at 06:18 PM

The Energy Department on Wednesday said it had terminated a commitment to provide a $4.9 billion loan guarantee to a company building a contentious transmission line across the Midwest.

The cancellation may imperil the $11 billion project, known as Grain Belt Express, which would cross 800 miles of farmland and is designed to carry electricity generated by wind farms in Kansas to population centers in Illinois and Indiana.

It is the kind of infrastructure that experts say is necessary to update America's aging electrical grid at a time of rising energy demand. If built, it would be the largest privately funded transmission line in the country's history.

But the project, which is being developed by the Chicago-based company, Invenergy, has drawn intense backlash from some landowners and Republican lawmakers.

This month, in a conversation with President Trump in the Oval Office, Senator Josh Hawley, Republican of Missouri, pressed Mr. Trump to cancel the loan commitment. At Mr. Trump's urging, Senator Hawley said, Energy Secretary Chris Wright said he would do so.

In a statement, the Energy Department said that it determined "that the conditions necessary to issue the guarantee are unlikely to be met and it is not critical for the federal government to have a role in supporting this project."

It added that "to ensure more responsible stewardship of taxpayer resources," the department "has terminated its conditional commitment."

"The Grain Belt Express boondoggle loan has been CANCELLED," Senator Hawley posted on X.

In a statement, Jamie Geller, vice president of corporate communications for Invenergy, said the company is disappointed in the loan guarantee cancellation. But, she said, "a privately financed Grain Belt Express transmission superhighway will advance President Trump's agenda of American energy and technology dominance," save billions of dollars in energy costs, improve the grid and create thousands of American jobs.

The Grain Belt Express project has been in the works for more than a decade. For the past several years, Invenergy worked to secure agreements from regulators in all four states the line would traverse, as well as landowners.

Last year, during the final months of the Biden administration, the Energy Department offered the $4.9 billion loan commitment, a crucial piece of financing that made the long-awaited project appear primed to begin construction.

Then this month, Missouri attorney general Andrew Bailey, a Republican, said he was investigating the project and asked state regulators to rescind their approval for the project.

Garrett Hawkins, president of Missouri Farm Bureau, a group that had opposed the project, applauded the Energy Department's decision.

"This move demonstrates a long-overdue recognition of the voices of rural communities who have consistently and clearly expressed their deep concerns about the project's impact on their land, livelihoods and private property rights," he said.

Mr. Bailey also applauded the news.

 "If Invenergy wants to continue to pursue this project," he said, "we'll be there every step of the way to defend Missouri landowners and taxpayers from corporate abuse."




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/07/23/climate/grain-belt-express-energy-department-loan.html



	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next





	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next




5 Million Pools Are Recalled After at Least 9 Children Drown

Children have been able to climb into the aboveground pools by using a compression strap on the outside as a foothold, the U.S. Consumer Product Safety Commission said.

The recalled pools have a compression strap that children can use as a foothold, creating a drowning hazard, the Consumer Product Safety Commission said. Consumer Product Safety Commission



By Neil Vigdor



Jul 21, 2025 at 10:47 PM

About 5 million aboveground pools are being recalled, the U.S. Consumer Product Safety Commission said on Monday, citing a design flaw that has been connected to the drowning deaths of at least nine children since 2007.

The pools, which are made by Bestway, Intex and Polygroup, have a compression strap on the outside that children can use as a foothold to climb into them without a ladder or a step, the agency said.

The strap -- meant to maintain the structural integrity of the pool -- wraps around the pool's vertical support legs, creating a safety hazard, according to the commission, which advised owners to immediately contact the manufacturer of their pool model to get a repair kit.

The pools were sold at retailers in the United States and Canada, including Walmart, Amazon, Costco and Target, some going back to 2002, officials said. Others were purchased as recently as 2025. The pools are four feet tall and higher.

In a joint statement on Monday, the three companies that made the pools said that they were committed to customer safety and had been actively engaged in continuously reviewing and updating product safety standards for many years. Each included a product recall notice on its website.

"The safe use of our products is important to us, and we are working together to get the word out about this recall and create a seamless process for our customers to participate," the companies said.

The companies said that they had started working with the commission on a new safety standard in 2023 and that it was finalized in May. A representative for the companies also noted that Intex changed its pool design in 2012. 

From 2007 to 2022, nine children between the ages of 22 months and 3 years drowned after gaining access to the pools by using the compression strap as a foothold, according to the commission. The drownings occurred in California, Texas, Florida, Michigan, Wisconsin and Missouri.

The commission said that it was also aware of at least three other episodes, in 2011 and 2012, in which children climbed into the pools using the compression straps.

It was not clear why a recall notice for the pools had not been issued sooner.

On Monday, a spokeswoman for the commission declined to comment further about the recall.

Owners can find their pool's model number and brand name on the outside liner, the commission said.

They are eligible for a free repair kit, which uses a rope at ground level that attaches to each of the pool's vertical support poles. Once the rope is secure, pool owners can cut away the compression strap without compromising the pool's structural integrity, the commission said.
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Target Ends Price-Matching Policy After More Than a Decade

Shoppers will no longer be able to buy an item for a lower price if they can prove that they found an identical product listed for less by Amazon or Walmart.

Target's new policy puts it in line with some rival retailers who don't offer price-matching. Graham Dickie/The New York Times



By Aimee Ortiz



Jul 23, 2025 at 09:23 PM

Since 2013, Target shoppers have been able to request a price match if they found an identical item sold for less at Amazon or Walmart. Soon, that retail perk will be over.

Target said on Wednesday that it would be ending its price-matching policy next week.

The policy allowed shoppers who could prove that they found a lower price for an item (provided it was the identical brand name, size, weight, color and model number, and was sold by Amazon or Walmart) to receive a price match, according to the Target policy.

But starting July 28, shoppers will not be allowed to buy such items at the lower price, a Target representative said in a statement. The only price matching that will be permitted will be if a cheaper price is found on the Target website or in one of its stores. The statement said that Target's customers are more likely to receive a price match on items sold at different prices by Target than they are on items sold by other retailers.

When Target's price-matching policy was introduced in early 2013, Gregg Steinhafel, the retailer's chief executive at the time, said it would enable customers to "shop at Target every day for the best value in retail."

But Target has been struggling to rebound from a difficult 2024, when it reported inconsistent sales growth and a tumbling stock price.

The new policy puts Target in line with some rival retailers who don't offer price matching, said Neil Saunders, managing director of the retail consulting firm GlobalData, but it also means that it has to be more exact in its pricing. "The onus is on Target now to make sure its pricing is right," he said.

Retailers already monitor competitors' prices and make real-time adjustments, he said, noting that technology has made this process a lot more sophisticated.

But he cautioned that consumers compare prices on big-ticket items like electronics, and that is where Target could lose customers if it doesn't set prices competitively.

The move comes at a tender time for Target, which has been contending with underperforming sales and economic uncertainty brought about by President Trump's tariffs, as well as a slowdown in consumer spending and a backlash to its retreat from diversity efforts.

The company's latest earnings report, issued in May, fell short of expectations for quarterly sales, and the retailer slashed its full-year financial forecast. Target now expects a low-single-digit decline in sales this year, down from a projection a few months ago of a small gain.

Mr. Saunders said that while the price-matching policy "may be only very marginal for Target," in a challenging economic moment for retailers, every little bit helps.

In addition to the tariff uncertainty, Target's financial challenges include its weak profitability, poor forecasting and inventory management, and difficulties with staffing, Mr. Saunders said.

Staffing challenges can also lead to messy aisles, items not being replenished and not enough registers being open, he said.

"It's friction in stores that pushes people away," Mr. Saunders said, "and pushes them to rivals."
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Critic's Pick


Noah Davis, a Painterly Dynamo Gone Too Soon, Takes a Seat in Posterity

The artist's first museum tour luxuriates in the spacious and sophisticated folk-modernism he left behind, even as it unevenly canonizes a painter of the millennial era.

Noah Davis's "1975 (7)," left, and "1975 (3)," right, both from 2013, in artist frames. The paintings are part of a series based on snapshots his mother took of people at community swimming pools and other urban areas. Jeff McLane



By Walker Mimms
Reporting from Los Angeles


Jul 21, 2025 at 10:01 AM

The painter Noah Davis specialized in magical misrecognition. He made large canvases of average human scenery in semi-surreal compositions and in dusky, low contrasts that lead you into a tremendous harmony with the world you know while sounding off-notes from a world you do not.

Educated at the Cooper Union in New York and then based in California, Davis was probably best known as the co-founder, with his wife, the sculptor Karon Davis, of the Underground Museum, an unassuming storefront gallery in Arlington Heights, a Black and Latino part of Los Angeles. Its mission, before folding in 2022, was to bring museum-grade contemporary art, especially Black art, to people who didn't see it very often.

Since his death from cancer at 32 in 2015, the (much deserved) attention on exhibitions of Davis's paintings has grown exponentially, first at the art space he founded, then, in 2020, in a large solo show at the New York location of David Zwirner, the gallery that now represents his estate.

This year the posterity machine revved up with a 60-work museum tour dedicated to Davis. Originating in London, at the Barbican Art Gallery, and Das Minsk in Potsdam, Germany, "Noah Davis" has now reached the Hammer Museum in Los Angeles, accompanied by the full multi-author catalog treatment and vitrines of ephemera. His first museum retrospective, it luxuriates in his smart and expansive situations on canvas, even as it raises questions about how to lead an artist of the millennial generation -- with all this cohort's ironies and racial sensitivities -- into the annals of American painting.

Noah Davis at work in Los Angeles in 2009. Since his death at age 32 in 2015, exhibitions of his paintings have attracted exponentially increased attention. Patrick O'Brien-Smith, via Patrick O'Brien-Smith


We begin with folksy pictures of single or dual human figures, in domestic settings or against textural backdrops, painted around 2007 when Davis had his first gallery show in New York. "Single Mother With Father Out of the Picture" shows a woman relaxing in an armchair, maybe in a living room. Posing quizzically between her legs is a shirtless child, the painting's ghostly focal point. The girl has been rendered in various tones of brown, then stripped with turpentine or some other chemical, then painted again, etc., until she appears burnished in three dimensions through the palimpsests of oil, with certain cleanly defined details -- eyes, nose, mouth, nipple -- floating over top.

Noah Davis's "Single Mother With Father Out of the Picture," 2007-8. via the Estate of Noah Davis and David Zwirner; Photo by Kerry McFate 


This quivering luminescence, Bacon-like, fills the most beautiful of Davis's work at the Hammer: the eerie equestrian portrait (2007) that opens the show; the quasi-mythical portrait of his wife, "Isis" (2009); the magnificent "Year of the Coxswain" (2009), where a rowing crew hoists their boat from a river so dreamlike it could be Lethe, whose waters, Greek legend said, could wipe your memory; or "Congo #2" (2015), in which a group of men -- based on a photograph his brother took in Africa -- hang out amid a landscape of telephone poles that Davis has almost totally cleared away with chemical treatments, leaving only the painterly afterthought of a horizon stained into the weave of the canvas, in sepia tones.

"Isis" (2009), a quasi-mythical portrait of the artist's wife, Karon Davis. via the Estate of Noah Davis and David Zwirner; Photo by Kerry McFate 


In "The Year of the Coxswain," 2009, a rowing crew hoists their boat from a dreamlike river. via the Estate of Noah Davis and David Zwirner; Photo by Anna Arca


The quietness of Davis's colors -- deep plums, earthy greens and coppers -- combined with his knack for square canvases with clear horizons suggest that his nearest ancestor is Mark Rothko. And like that abstractionist, Davis also primed his paintings with rabbit-skin glue, giving a literal sparkle to his dusty surfaces of oil.

"Congo #2," 2015, in which a group of men -- based on a photograph Davis's brother took in Africa -- hang out amid a landscape of telephone poles. via the Estate of Noah Davis and David Zwirner; Photo by Elon Schoenholz


As with the more literally titled works of Piet Mondrian -- to whom Davis also alludes -- you're unsure whether you're looking at the painting or its subject. This dance propels his compositions. Take "The Missing Link 4" (2013), where a handful of people bathe in a swimming pool before the towering face of a Detroit apartment complex designed by Ludwig Mies van der Rohe in the 1950s. The same mochas, metals and blues that you find in the pool down below are reflected up in the top half of the painting, filling each of the building's 385 windows in varying densities, the way syrup flows across a waffle. It is a fabulous arrangement, one that disguises the extremely limited color palette. You almost forget the people in the foreground, whom Davis has blocked out in quick, flat browns. Is it people versus corporate modernism? Is it symbiosis? The Tower of Babel?

There are just enough hints of magical or aspirational realism to suggest that Davis's world is a parallel one, whose ostensible human protagonists call attention to the fiction. In a 2014 canvas, a symphony conductor stands before a squat utility-looking building in a grungy little yard, seemingly audience-less. One hand readies his baton, while the other seems to -- stifle a yawn? Just another Tuesday for the inner-city maestro. Beside this unlikely conductor hang other paintings from the same year depicting ballerinas and a trumpeter in the yard of Los Angeles's Pueblo del Rio housing project, a place where you might not expect highbrow culture to appear -- but where of course it should. Now get closer to that equestrian painting, titled "40 Acres and a Unicorn," and notice the horn sprouting from the animal's forehead: an allusion to a Reconstruction-era promise that freed slaves would receive land and a mule -- a promise whose failure has become as infamous in history as the horned horse has in myth.

"40 Acres and a Unicorn," 2007. Its title alludes to the Reconstruction-era promise that freed slaves would receive land and a mule. via the Estate of Noah Davis and David Zwirner; Photo by Anna Arca


"The Missing Link 4," 2013, portrays bathers in a swimming pool in front of a Detroit apartment complex designed by Ludwig Mies van der Rohe in the 1950s. Museum Associates/LACMA, via the Estate of Noah Davis and David Zwirner; Photo by Stephen Arnold


Humor, conscience, form. This show leaves you with some heartache for the 50 or so years this star ought to have had left. It also leaves questions about his afterlife.

By most accounts Davis was an aw-shucks kind of prankster, and very online. But the fault of the Hammer show is to attempt to recapture that fringe's mischief by devoting a disproportionately large room to a joke he pulled in 2013. When museums refused to lend major artworks to his Underground Museum, Davis responded with "Imitation of Wealth," a show of forgeries he made of iconic sculptures by Duchamp, Flavin, Koons and others. It was a good gag. But exported to the cold sanctity of the Hammer, these forgeries distract from the earnestness of his paintings and draw attention, like a pastor using slang, to the site-specificity of irony. With Davis, who exactly is a curator canonizing: the goofball or the great?

Another question. Are these paintings political? Davis himself was blunt: "If I'm making any statement," he once said, "it's to just show Black people in normal scenarios, where drugs and guns are nothing to do with it." Certainly he achieved that goal: an easy assertion of Black humanity through compositions so subtle and knowing that their imagined universe reads to us as inevitable.

Installation view of "Noah Davis" at the Hammer Museum, Los Angeles. From left, "Congo #7" (2014), "Pueblo del Rio: Public Art Sculpture" (2024) and "Pueblo del Rio: Stain Glass Pants" (2014), all oil on canvas. Jeff McLane


But his paintings do so much more -- for the mind's eye, for the enigma reflex -- than make strategic corrections of representation. And when the curators of the Los Angeles edition of this show, Aram Moshayedi and Ikechukwu Onyewuenyi of the Hammer, explain, for example, that in adding Black people to that mystical apartment complex, a building that in reality displaced working-class Detroit housing, Davis "recasts the space as one of community," the curators aren't being untruthful necessarily, but they are drip-feeding the notion that this is, generally speaking, activist art. Language like that is more commonly attached to artists of Davis's generation for whom the portrayal of Black life is an end in itself (as in Latoya M. Hobbs's relief prints), or artists who overly aestheticize Black skin (as the painter Amoako Boafo has made his career doing), in hopes of reversing the monopoly of white subjects in Western art.

Davis settles for neither, landing somewhere among Hopper's social realism, folk-surrealism a la Carroll Cloar, and the svelte naivete of a David Park -- formalists beside whom he should hang comfortably in any museum. At the same time, he contains enough early Black Lives Matter awareness to brush against, and to question, our growing social sensitivities.

Which is it? Some big collections lent to this show: MoMA, Rubell, LACMA, Glenstone. It will be up to those institutions, and the many more where Zwirner will doubtless place the painter's work as a result of this powerful and mostly well-chosen retrospective, to decide where along the spectrum of American figuration -- between the political and the purely aesthetic -- that Noah Davis belongs.

Noah Davis

Through Aug. 31. Hammer Museum, 10899 Wilshire Boulevard, Los Angeles; 310-443-7000, hammer.ucla.edu.
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Alt Comedy Is Dead. Long Live Alt Comedy!

The term has fallen out of fashion, but the experimental spirit of the genre lives on in the refreshingly off-kilter Brent Weinbach and Eddie Pepitone.

Brent Weinbach's new special is a collection of eccentric impressions, oddball advice and flights of fancy. via YouTube



By Jason Zinoman



Jul 18, 2025 at 10:01 AM

If Nathan Fielder performed stand-up comedy, he might look something like Brent Weinbach.

It's not only that Weinbach maintains an impenetrable deadpan or seeks out awkward silence ("Round of applause if there are any gay people in the closet here tonight") or builds jokes around overly elaborate setups. His new special, "Popular Culture" (YouTube), also exploits the central conceit of Fielder's "The Rehearsal," including several bits where Weinbach prepares for a future event with a practice run. To get ready for fatherhood, for instance, he acts out responses to discovering his daughter smoking marijuana. Things get weird.

Weinbach's hour, a very funny collection of eccentric impressions, oddball advice and flights of fancy, would have once been quickly classified as alternative comedy. So would the new special from Eddie Pepitone, "The Collapse" (Veeps). That term has fallen out of fashion in part because it became too vague, and yet I increasingly find myself missing it. All genre designations rely on simplifications, but they provide a useful shorthand that helps audiences navigate a vast culture.

Alternative comedy meant theatrical novelty to some, indulgence to others. But for a couple of decades starting in the 1990s, it signaled something more specific. Weinbach and Pepitone, both Los Angeles-based comedians, are wildly different in sensibility, not to mention volume. Weinbach's equanimity evokes that of a TV weatherman; Pepitone projects the chaotic energy of a thunderstorm. But they share the spirit of classic alt comedy: experimental, self-aware, at odds with conventional style and notions of success.

Weinbach's first special, which closed with his pitch-perfect impression of generic stand-up, was called "Appealing to the Mainstream" (2017). Pepitone made "For the Masses" three years later. These titles are tongue-in-cheek, pointedly.

"I'm not a mainstream guy," Pepitone says more directly in his new special, later adding that people ask him if he has seen the new Marvel movie and he balks: "I only watch extremely independent movies from places with no drinkable water."

There's a touch of the professional wrestling heel in Eddie Pepitone's comedy. Peter Bonnello


Some comedians are funniest during anxious times. In 2020, when we were locked indoors because of the pandemic, Pepitone's hour made me laugh louder than anything all year. And his cheerfully unhinged mad-as-hell working-class persona meets our current chaotic moment perfectly. He should be just right for those reading the news today and looking for a comedian to express their exasperation with the world. After saying he's not vapid enough to be a television host, he imagines what that would look like, raging: "It's going to be a bloody fascism in this country," before shifting into a lighter voice. "Just in time for bikini season."

Pepitone, decked out in a black suit and fedora like a gangster from a comic book movie, is full of lusty pessimism. But he's too cartoonishly animated and full of ironic glee for it to be contagious. After declaring himself angry, he shouts: "I am America!" in a raspy voice that could be described as biblical.

There's a touch of the professional wrestling heel in his cynical rantings. "I like Apple products because I like knowing that one to three people died making what I use," he sneers. Then he pretends to pick up a smartphone and concludes with regal condescension that it's still too heavy. "Send more children into the mines!" he booms.

His bile is mixed with a winking good cheer and is most forcefully directed at himself. "Who hates themselves?" is his idea of warming up the crowd. And his show builds to a climax when he wades into the audience to heckle himself. His premise is: What would happen if he was insulted by someone who knew him as well as he knows himself? He fact-checks his own comments and mocks the way he lowers his voice to give "the illusion that this bit has meaning."

Weinbach is equally self-referential, starting out "Popular Culture" by staring at a mirror, emotionless. There is a certain aggressive presentation of normalcy that pushed far enough can start to appear bizarre, if not spooky. This is where the art of David Lynch lives, and the comedy of Brent Weinbach flourishes.

Weinbach starts his special by staring at a mirror, emotionless.  via YouTube


Lanky with ramrod posture, his arms oddly stiff as they hang by his sides, he speaks in declarative, insistent sentences that are a little formal, more like a politician's words than a comic's. When he ends sentences with "Right?" it comes off as stern and bullying. His dry sense of humor aims to keep you off balance.

Instead of straightforward impressions, he either does boutique ones (Elvis as a psychiatrist) or fuses two, alternating President Trump with Joseph R. Biden Jr., which somehow segues into Bernie Sanders. The point here is not political but playful, a joke rooted in the pleasure of funny sounds. He's not above getting laughs from puns or funny faces. But they're presented with gravity, which only adds to the ridiculousness.

His act can seem like the result of a dare to find new angles on the most mainstream and familiar material: Michael Jackson jokes, presidential impressions, holiday music. Some of his alternative comedy tricks have been performed many times before, like starting the set in a foreign accent or ending it by breaking into song. But what he does in these bits is all his own. Sitting down at the piano, in front a lighted candle, he makes the case that if you play Christmas songs in a minor key, they turn into Hanukkah songs. And sure enough, as soon as he starts tapping on the keys, he somehow makes "Jingle Bells" sound as if it would fit perfectly into "Fiddler on the Roof."

At one point, he asks if there are any creeps in the audience. Then he offers advice to them. If you're looking to creep around but don't have a building or doorway to hide behind, he suggests using your hand to create a shield. In a bit of service-oriented comedy, he also demonstrates how to use your own body to spy on others.

Then as if he were explaining humanity to a bunch of aliens who were suddenly given human form, he explains that there are all kinds of things you can use your hand for, like changing the channel on the remote or grabbing a French fry. One of his hands grabs the other to pantomime these tasks, demonstrating that he speaks with authority but little experience.

This entire strange and deeply silly act-out is performed with precision and an eye to the oddest movements possible. It's a lovely little bit of absurdity designed to be the opposite of relatable comedy. There should be a genre name for that kind of work.
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Republicans Look to Rename Kennedy Center Opera House After Melania Trump

Republican members of the Appropriations Committee approved an amendment to a spending bill that would rename the venue after the first lady.

President Trump and First Lady Melania Trump at the opening night of "Les Miserables" at the Kennedy Center last month. Kent Nishimura/Reuters



By Michaela Towfighi and Robin Pogrebin



Jul 22, 2025 at 10:35 PM

Republican lawmakers moved on Tuesday to rename the Opera House at the John F. Kennedy Center for Performing Arts in Washington after the first lady, Melania Trump.

The proposal was introduced by Republican members of the House Appropriations Committee as part of a spending bill for the Department of the Interior, environment and related agencies. The legislation would require approval from the full House.

Mr. Trump, who did not attend the annual Kennedy Center Honors awards ceremony during his first term, has shown fervent interest in the performing arts center in his second, naming himself its chairman shortly after returning to office. He purged the Kennedy Center board of Biden appointees, and ousted both the center's longtime president, Deborah F. Rutter, and its chairman, David M. Rubenstein.

By tradition, the first lady serves as the honorary chair of the performing arts center. Mrs. Trump recently attended a performance of "Les Miserables" at the center with the president.

The amendment, which contained additional measures related to the environment, passed 33-25 in a largely party line vote. Representative Mike Simpson, a Republican from Idaho and chairman of the House Interior and Environment Appropriations Subcommittee, introduced the amendment.

Mr. Simpson said in a statement after the vote that naming the theater after Mrs. Trump "is an excellent way to recognize her appreciation for the arts."

Representative Chellie Pingree of Maine, the ranking Democrat on the House subcommittee, opposed the amendment.

"It's just another assault in this whole lineup of the president taking control of the Kennedy Center," Ms. Pingree said in a phone interview. "It seems outrageous to me. There's no public consensus around this. It also leads me to wonder, does the president plan to rename the whole Kennedy Center after himself?"

The Opera House is the second-largest theater in the Kennedy Center, according to the center's website, with more than 2,300 seats. The venue hosts the Kennedy Center Honors, the nation's highest annual awards recognizing lifetime contributions to the arts.

Performing arts centers typically grant naming rights in response to large gifts, sometimes of $100 million or more, so the new name could limit the center's fund-raising opportunities. (Another venue at the center is named after Dwight D. Eisenhower.)

Mr. Trump has taken the position that the programming at the Kennedy Center needs to be overhauled. Last February, in a social media post about the center's programming, he proclaimed: "NO MORE DRAG SHOWS, OR OTHER ANTI-AMERICAN PROPAGANDA -- ONLY THE BEST."

In June, when Mr. and Mrs. Trump attended the opening night performance of "Les Miserables," drag queens showed up in protest. Later that month, five Democratic senators hosted a gay pride concert at one of the theaters in the center.

Earlier this month, Mr. Trump signed his domestic policy bill. Its sweeping spending provisions and tax cuts included allocating over $250 million to the Kennedy Center, roughly six times the amount it usually receives from the government.




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/07/22/arts/kennedy-center-opera-melania-trump.html
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Essentials


How to Watch Hitchcock: 5 Steps to Unlock the Master of Suspense

The director combined camera, sound and perspective techniques to create almost unbearable tension and anxiety for the audience.

Video: 



By Alissa Wilkinson



Jul 14, 2025 at 10:00 AM

Look up "suspense" in the dictionary, and there should be a little sketch of Alfred Hitchcock's silhouette next to it. He never won an Oscar -- the academy finally gave him an honorary one in 1968 -- but the British director is inarguably one of cinema's most influential auteurs, the kind of filmmaker even a casual movie watcher has heard of.

Even if you don't know his movies, chances are you can recognize the shower scene from "Psycho," or have seen a spoof of his work on "The Simpsons." My own introduction to Hitchcock came at the tender age of 3 or 4: In "Sesame Street Presents: Follow That Bird," a plane flies over Big Bird in a cornfield to get his attention -- a homage to a famous scene from "North By Northwest."

Hitchcock's work is marked by carefully framed images and a fondness for playing with our emotions, but his greatest talent was making us freak out, and showing other filmmakers how to do that, too. With a selection of his movies now on Netflix, here is a beginner's guide to understanding how the Master of Suspense creates suspense.

'Rear Window' (1954)

Step Inside a Character's Point of View

Video: 


Hitchcock loved to stick us right in the minds of his characters -- many of whom are in the throes of obsession and desire -- and thus play on our own passions and nerves. "Rear Window" centers on an all-too-familiar pastime for city dwellers: peering curiously, and a tad illicitly, into the neighbor's window.

Jeff (Jimmy Stewart) is a photojournalist who's stuck in his Greenwich Village apartment because his whole leg, from hip to foot, is encased in a cast. Thus stranded and frustrated, he becomes intrigued by the lives of the people living across the way, an assortment of typical New Yorkers -- a composer, a dancer, a lonely single woman, a bickering couple -- and he starts to wonder if one of them is a murderer.

To understand the story, to feel Jeff's obsession grow, we must see what he's seeing and allow our curiosity to build alongside his. To make this parallel intrigue more visceral, Hitchcock lets us watch through the telephoto lens of Jeff's camera. It has the same sort of shakiness and framing that Jeff is seeing. Now we're not just observers of Jeff. We're participating in his voyeurism, and we start to wonder if we're the crazy ones, too.

(Stream "Rear Window" on Netflix, or rent it on most major platforms.)




'The Birds' (1963)

Feel the Menace in the Ordinary

Video: 


"The Birds" plays exactly like a nightmare. Its events aren't provoked by any obvious explanation; it's just terrifying. Melanie Daniels (Tippi Hedren) has followed a man to a small town, and upon her arrival birds begin inexplicable, vicious attacks on humans. In one early key scene, very ordinary things seem to be happening. Melanie is sitting on a bench, smoking a cigarette, while children inside a nearby school sing a song. But nearby, crows start landing on a jungle gym: first a few, then more, and finally a critical mass that seems menacing, even if Melanie doesn't know quite why. Flocks of birds alighting on outdoor structures, after all, are not that unusual.

This scene of everyday occurrences gains immense power -- and creates sudden fear for us -- because of the way Hitchcock constructs what we see. For most of the scene, we're in Melanie's head space, watching her smoke and listen to the children. But the director keeps cutting away to the birds as she notices them growing in number here and there.

The scene cuts back and forth between the growing menace on the jungle gym and Melanie's viewpoint.


Finally, we're with Melanie, observing as a single crow flies and lands on the jungle gym -- and it's covered in birds. We see what she sees: a sudden, eerie increase in number. The crows are just sitting there, but she's freaked out. And so are we.

(Stream "The Birds" on Netflix, or rent it on most major platforms.)





'Vertigo' (1958)

Embrace the Disorientation

Video: 


Hitchcock reveled in camera techniques that make us not just look at but feel tension, fear, anxiety or panic. For him, the movie was a way to play with his viewers, to get them out of their own mood and into a new one.

That often means framing a shot or editing sequences to create disorientation. In "Vertigo," Stewart plays a man obsessed once again. This time he's Scottie, and he's fixated on Madeleine (Kim Novak), whose husband hired Scottie to follow her and figure out why she's acting so weird. Scottie also suffers from vertigo, a condition that ended his career as a detective after he watched a colleague fall to his death during a rooftop chase.

So it's only natural that when Scottie pursues Madeleine up the winding spiral staircase of a bell tower, the vertigo kicks in. But not everybody knows what vertigo feels like or fears heights. Hitchcock's challenge was to put you in Scottie's shoes and make you feel his vertigo. So his cameraman, Irmin Roberts, came up with the dolly zoom, an effect so linked with this movie that it's sometimes called the "vertigo effect." The background seems to change size relative to the subject of the shot, which is disorienting; it kind of makes you feel like falling. Which is, of course, what Scottie is imagining right then -- and not without cause.

(Stream "Vertigo" on Netflix, or rent it on most major platforms.)




'Psycho' (1960)

Let Your Imagination Run Wild

Video: 


Hitchcock's most famously frightening scene is also one of his most deceptive. Not too far into "Psycho," Marion Crane (Janet Leigh), a woman on the run, has taken refuge from a rainstorm at the Bates Motel. After dinner with the strange proprietor, Norman (Anthony Perkins), she's enjoying a hot shower. And then ... well, you probably know what happens next.

Just showering in an unfamiliar bathroom can induce anxiety. You're vulnerable, after all. But after letting her (and us) revel in the pleasure of a warm shower for a moment, Hitchcock positions Leigh in the bottom right of the frame, leaving a big, hazy gap over her right shoulder. Through the curtain, we can see what she can't: a figure appears, moving slowly. We can't tell yet if it has a weapon, but it barely matters at this point. This is bad.

That's terrifying enough, but then the rest of the scene slashes in, and the figure cuts and stabs Marion to death with a knife. The sequence consists of a whopping 78 camera shots and 52 cuts. Those shots are mostly close-ups, meaning we can only see a tiny piece of the action at any moment, and the cuts move quickly and chaotically.

With so many cuts, you can only see a piece of the action.


We somehow enter the scene, becoming part of its violence and panic. Our minds are forced to fill in what's happening, and as legions of horror fans can attest, what your imagination comes up with is usually worse than anything a filmmaker can show you. In fact, audiences often think that the film explicitly displays Leigh's nude body -- but that's just your imagination.

(Stream "Psycho" on Netflix, or rent it on most major platforms.)





'The Man Who Knew Too Much' (1956)

Learn to Live Without Dialogue

Video: 


Hitchcock often likes to dispense with dialogue in moments of extreme tension, but it's done to perhaps its greatest effect near the end of the 1956 version of "The Man Who Knew Too Much." Stewart co-stars with Doris Day as Ben and Jo McKenna, a couple who become embroiled unexpectedly in an assassination plot after the kidnapping of their son.

In a climactic scene, the couple are at the Royal Albert Hall in London, desperately trying to foil an assassination attempt. Ben and Jo find one another and speak emphatically, but Hitchcock doesn't let us in on what they're saying. Instead, we can only hear the orchestra, and the music provides rising tension. As if to underline the fact that everything's coming to a head, we see a man point a gun just as a musician readies his cymbals to clash. Hitchcock keeps cutting to the cymbal player, as if he and the gunman's trigger finger are linked.

By the end of the scene, the gun is pointed, we see the target, Jo screams -- and the cymbals finally crash. It's a moment of great catharsis for us, and for the movie, too. Jo's scream and the instrument's clang are of a piece with the sudden shock that the Royal Albert Hall's audience members feel, all standing and gasping en masse. Which, when you think about it, might mirror the energy at that moment in a room full of moviegoers, all letting Hitchcock deliciously manipulate them, too.

(Stream "The Man Who Knew Too Much" on Netflix, or rent it on most major platforms.)





Photos and videos: Paramount Pictures ("Rear Window," "Vertigo," "Psycho" and "The Man Who Knew Too Much"); Universal Pictures ("The Birds")
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Ozzy Osbourne: 12 Essential Songs

The frontman, who with Black Sabbath helped pioneer heavy metal in 1970s England, always found new ways to reinvent himself.

Ozzy Osbourne's voice, a forlorn, unpolished moan, helped carry him through a half-century-plus career as collaborators came and went. Hannah Mckay/Reuters



By Hank Shteamer



Jul 22, 2025 at 07:58 PM

Ozzy Osbourne's journey to heavy-metal stardom started with a flier.

Fueled by a love of the Beatles, the teenage dropout propelled himself out of a mundane life in 1960s Aston, a working-class suburb of Birmingham, England, by posting a handwritten sign in a local music shop. It led the singer, who died on Tuesday at 76, to Terence Butler, a bookish soon-to-be bassist who called himself Geezer, as well as the guitarist Tony Iommi and the drummer Bill Ward.

The quartet found its footing when Iommi noticed long lines outside horror movie screenings at a local theater. It wrote a song -- "Black Sabbath," named after the 1963 Mario Bava/Boris Karloff horror anthology -- changed its name and, with its 1970 self-titled debut, helped birth what we now know as heavy metal.

Osbourne's voice, a forlorn, unpolished moan, perfectly suited the occult-themed lyrics that the singer and Butler began writing. Onstage, though, he was almost bubbly -- grinning, clapping and handily dispelling any sort of menacing mystique.

Black Sabbath fired Osbourne in 1979, citing his offstage excesses, but the parting turned into a springboard. Sharon Arden -- the daughter of Sabbath's manager at the time, Don, and Osbourne's future wife and steadfast manager -- began helping him assemble his own band. A young guitar prodigy named Randy Rhoads became the linchpin of the new group, and with "Blizzard of Ozz" in 1980, the singer kicked off a solo career that would turn him into a worldwide icon.

Through the years, as collaborators came and went, Osbourne always found new ways to reinvent himself. Here are 12 tracks that sum up Ozzy's half-century-plus trip to the dark side and beyond. (Listen on Spotify and Apple Music.)

Black Sabbath, 'Black Sabbath' (1970)

It didn't take the fledgling Black Sabbath long to realize Iommi's ambition of writing scary music. Its second original song, and the opening track from its debut LP, hit the bull's-eye with a brilliantly sinister riff and lyrics detailing an encounter with a reaper-like apparition. Osbourne's delivery makes the narrative -- inspired by a nightmare that Butler related to the singer -- feel terrifyingly vivid.

Black Sabbath, 'War Pigs' (1970)

Osbourne's voice takes center stage on the opening track from "Paranoid," the second Sabbath LP, released just seven months after its debut. The band serves up a brief two-power-chord flourish on the verses that the singer answers with chilling evocations of battlefield horrors, written by Butler in response to the Vietnam War. Osbourne adds just a hint of vibrato to the end of each line, sounding suitably dramatic but stopping well short of the operatic delivery favored by later metal belters.

Black Sabbath, 'Iron Man' (1970)

"Iron Man," also from "Paranoid," was Sabbath at its heaviest, a track that kicked off countless mouth- and air-guitar sessions with its stomping central riff -- the perfect sonic evocation of the "heavy boots of lead" worn by the title character, a time-traveling would-be hero who snaps and runs amok. Osbourne's main vocal melody mirrors Iommi's fuzzed-out guitar, but during the turnaround that follows each verse, he belts out a mournful lament -- the most poignant example: "Nobody wants him / He just stares at the world" -- that encapsulates the loneliness at the center of this Butler sci-fi parable.

Black Sabbath, 'Paranoid' (1970)

Black Sabbath's best-known song, and highest-charting single, started out as an afterthought. The producer Rodger Bain asked the group to come up with a filler track to pad the running time of its second LP. In 20 minutes, it put together a radio-ready rocker about a man battling persistent mental malaise, inspired by bouts of depression that Butler was experiencing at the time. Osbourne's plaintive, high-pitched delivery soared over Iommi's locomotive riffs, and drove home the pathos of lines like "Can you help me occupy my brain?" "Paranoid" would remain a staple for the singer for close to 50 years, closing out shows on both his final solo tour dates in 2018, Sabbath's farewell run the year prior and the Back to the Beginning concert he performed this month in Birmingham. "None of us thought it was anything special when we recorded it," Osbourne wrote of the song in his 2009 memoir. "But [expletive] hell, it was catchy."

Black Sabbath, 'Changes' (1972)

Sabbath had a softer side too, epitomized by this piano-driven tear-jerker from "Vol. 4," the template for numerous Ozzy ballads across the decades. The singer's guileless whine easily adapted to the R&B-esque feel of the tune, collectively written by the band in response to its drummer's romantic hardships. "Tony just sat down and came up with this beautiful riff, I hummed a melody over the top, and Geezer wrote these heartbreaking lyrics about the breakup Bill was going through with his wife at the time," Osbourne recalled in his memoir. "Changes" would have a long afterlife, revived both in a duet between the singer and his daughter Kelly, and by the veteran soul singer Charles Bradley in a wrenching cover.

'Crazy Train' (1980)

Following his firing from Sabbath, a depressed Osbourne assumed that his rock-star heyday was behind him. But a chance meeting with Randy Rhoads -- a classically trained virtuoso, then playing guitar in Quiet Riot -- soon gave him a powerful second wind. Osbourne hired Rhoads after a dazzling audition, and the pair teamed with the bassist-lyricist Bob Daisley to write "Crazy Train," the singer's debut solo single and arguably his career-defining anthem. Daisley's words alluded to political unrest and the threat of war, but paired with Osbourne's piercing belt and Rhoads's triumphant riffs and finger-busting leads, the song sounded like a manifesto for a life that was constantly in danger of jumping the tracks.

'Suicide Solution' (1980)

"Suicide Solution" will always be remembered as the song that incited a legal and PR nightmare for Osbourne when the parents of a California teen who died by suicide filed a suit -- eventually dismissed -- claiming their child had been influenced by the track, a deep cut from the singer's solo debut, "Blizzard of Ozz." But as Osbourne and the co-writer Daisley both maintained, the song was actually a warning against the dangers of alcoholism, inspired in part by the death of the AC/DC singer Bon Scott. (The word "solution" in the title refers, as the singer once explained, to "liquid, not a way out.") Musically, it was another example of the potency of Osbourne's first solo band, as he howled about the double-edged sword of intoxication -- "Take a bottle and drown your sorrows/Then it floods away tomorrows" -- over Rhoads's swaggering riffs, which suggested a souped-up Sabbath.

'Shot in the Dark' (1986)

Rhoads's tragic 1982 death in a private-plane crash marked yet another crossroads for Osbourne, and the singer spent the rest of the decade experimenting with lineups. "The Ultimate Sin," his transitional fourth LP, yielded the moody, streamlined "Shot in the Dark," the first Osbourne solo single to crack the Billboard Hot 100. The song originated a few years earlier with Wildlife -- a band featuring the bassist Phil Soussan, who later signed on with Osbourne -- but even if "Shot in the Dark" wasn't written for him, Ozzy sells it expertly, fully inhabiting its sleek pop-metal feel.

'Close My Eyes Forever,' with Lita Ford (1988)

The only time Osbourne made the Top 10 of the U.S. singles chart was with this ballad about a tortured love affair, a duet with Lita Ford -- then being managed by Sharon Osbourne -- that grew out of a casual studio hangout and appeared on the former Runaways guitarist's third solo album. The pair's voices are excellently matched, with Osbourne craning for some of his highest notes on record while Ford favored a husky lower register. (Osbourne would later cut a less commercially successful duet with another female co-star: a version of Steppenwolf's "Born to Be Wild" featuring Miss Piggy.)

'Mama, I'm Coming Home' (1991)

The guitarist Zakk Wylde joined Osbourne in 1987 and worked with the singer on and off through Ozzy's final years. Their collaboration peaked on "No More Tears," which spawned two MTV hits, including the driving title track and this rootsy power ballad, originally written with Wylde at the piano, with lyrics fleshed out by Motorhead's Lemmy Kilmister. As Osbourne later wrote in the liner notes to a compilation, the title phrase was something he would often say to Sharon on the phone near the end of a tour.

'Ordinary Man' (2020)

The title track of Osbourne's 12th solo LP followed in the nostalgic mode of "Changes," finding him looking back on his time in the limelight with a mixture of gratitude and melancholy. "Don't forget me as the colors fade," he sings. "When the lights go down, it's just an empty stage." The producer Andrew Watt, who first recruited Osbourne to guest on a 2019 Post Malone track that also featured Travis Scott, gave the song all the trimmings of an old-school pop showstopper -- strings and choral vocals recorded at Abbey Road, a Slash guitar solo, even a guest verse from Sir Elton John, who also plays piano.

'Patient Number 9' (2022)

Osbourne's next, and final, LP led off with what felt like a career culmination, returning the singer to the familiar theme of mental distress, playing the part of an institutionalized narrator who proclaims, "I'm not getting out alive." Featuring an all-star cast of players and co-writers -- Watt; Jeff Beck, in one of the guitarist's final recorded appearances; the Metallica bassist Robert Trujillo; the Red Hot Chili Peppers drummer Chad Smith; and the A-list songwriter Ali Tamposi -- the track showcases Ozzy as both brooding metal icon and irrepressible belter of heavy-duty hooks, still sounding powerfully, unmistakably himself more than 50 years into his career.






This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/07/22/arts/music/ozzy-osbourne-songs-black-sabbath.html
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Their Superpower? Holding Things.

Known as "the claw grip" online, women are making videos about how many objects they can hold without a purse or functional pockets. What is the larger message?

Video: 

The tendency of many women to carry numerous things in their hands has led to people showing off their so-called claw grip online.


By Alisha Haridasani Gupta



Jul 23, 2025 at 02:00 PM

Everywhere you look, women have their hands full.

They are clutching water bottles, phones, cups of matcha and wallets. Now that it's summer, sunglasses dangle off the pinkies of already stuffed hands. Never mind that women's handbags, where these items could theoretically live, make up an entire industry and that bigger bags, in particular, are having a moment.

The phenomenon, in which women are gripping their necessities without the aid of pockets or bags, is called the claw grip, and on social media, it has been crowned as a secret superpower.

In one video on TikTok, a woman challenged herself to carry as many items as possible in one hand. She managed 15, including a lip balm, a pen, a bottle of hand sanitizer, a Kindle, a notebook, a wallet, a power bank, a comb and three water bottles. An Instagram account dedicated to girls carrying things (which uses a profane synonym for things and sometimes goes by G.C.S.) posts images submitted by users of their hands full of various bric-a-brac.

Some social media users have gone as far as displaying their hand-held necessities in disposable coffee trays.

Others say that men could never successfully pull off this Jenga act, nor would they understand it. And these videos or photos of women clinging to their belongings are not polished; they are presented as the most mundane of girl experiences -- the equivalent of posting your unaesthetic breakfast. They are also hilarious.


"I have seen my grandma do the claw grip all her life," the comedian Atsuko Okatsuka said in an email. "Every grandma of every culture and race always has, like, a napkin or a piece of trash that they've been carrying around for a long time, maybe years."

"I have taken on the passed-down tradition of claw hands myself," she added. "Whether it's mayonnaise packets, or napkins or my cellphone, I am always holding stuff."

For Halle Robbe, personal experience with this tradition prompted her to create the G.C.S. account on Instagram.

In 2021, Ms. Robbe had run out to a nearby bodega. "I just brought my keys, my wallet and my AirPods with me, and then I was going to get a Red Bull," she said, noting she did not bring a bag. "I had it all in my hand so I took a photo and put it on my personal Instagram with some silly caption that was some version of like, 'After hundreds of years of evolution, this is what I can do.'"

Her friends responded to her post almost immediately, saying they do the same thing. Ms. Robbe created the G.C.S. account that same day. She initially solicited photos from friends and co-workers and now she receives more than 100 submissions a day.

"I think we've all been there when we have just, like, an assortment of stuff and we're running out the door," said Abby Cox, 29, a fashion historian and a YouTube content creator. "I need to make sure I have my glasses, I need my water bottle. Do I need to bring a snack?"

"And so you're going out the door with your purse," she added, "and then the stuff that should be in your purse."

Purses? Pockets? Not necessary when you can palm a dozen items. Aileen Son for The New York Times


A popular theory around the origins of the claw grip is that it is a reaction to Big Fashion's refusal to provide women with the functional pockets that are standard in men's clothing.

It was not always this way. As far back as the Regency and Victorian eras, women had pockets in the form of bags that were tied around their waists underneath their big, flouncy skirts, Ms. Cox said. Their dresses had slits through which women could access these pockets, which could be as big or small as necessary.

Alternatively, "they would have pockets in the hems of skirts or they would have what we call butt pockets, because in the back pleats of gowns, you could hide a deep pocket," Ms. Cox said. In one of her YouTube videos, in which she is dressed in Victorian clothing, she put an entire bottle of Prosecco in such a pocket.

In the late 20th century, as female clothing shifted toward narrower silhouettes and lighter textiles, substantial pockets became difficult to incorporate, so they were sized down or erased from garments altogether, she said.

Perhaps, in the quest for pocket parity, the claw grip is "this weird thing of trying to go without bags and purses to prove a point?" Ms. Cox said. "Are people, without fully consciously realizing it, trying to prove we don't want bags anymore, we want pockets?"

Several brands have managed to insert themselves into the claw grip chatter, offering products that enable carrying more stuff -- think of the wallets or card holders that attach to phones -- which turns this act of making the otherwise invisible contents of a bag visible into a marketing opportunity.

Among the products catering to the tendency of women to carry things in their hands is a phone case by Rhode that includes a lip gloss holder.  Jeremy Moeller/Getty Images


"Unlike fashion, you don't generally see beauty brands because your products are in your bathroom or in your purse," said Rachel Strugatz, a beauty correspondent at Puck. "It's much harder for beauty items to become a status symbol in the way that fashion does with sneakers or shoes or handbags or literally anything else where you know what the brand is."

Last February, Hailey Bieber's brand, Rhode, released a phone case with a built-in lip gloss holder that generated a wait list of more than 200,000 interested customers. Now, the case and the lip gloss have become immediately recognizable, partly because of how many times they're seen peeking through women's hands. Particularly Ms. Bieber's hands.

Earlier this month, Glossier -- which from its earliest days had packaged items in pink transparent reusable pouches -- released a pair of terry-cloth shorts with a sliver of a pocket that fit only lip balms. There are also side pockets, which could fit a phone, and a single belt loop, potentially for key rings.

When designing the shorts, Glossier did not set out to meet this phenomenon, but "there was an unconscious knowing" that things are now more likely to be photographed out there, in the wild, "especially something that would be otherwise hidden in a bag," said Kyle Richardson, a senior designer at Glossier. (The morning of our interview, she carried her phone, office badge, wallet case and a bag of rice in one hand.)

There are also theories that the claw grip reflects the chaos of the minds of women who are thinking through to-do lists and mentally writing text messages and running errands all at the same time.

Glossier recently introduced a pair of terry-cloth shorts with a sliver of a pocket that fit only lip balms. There are also side pockets and a single belt loop. Glossier


"I think holding things in our hands actually is our need to keep something in control," Ms. Okatsuka said.

"I started getting submissions that were like, 'Oh, I'm carrying XYZ and the weight of the world' or something metaphorical like that," Ms. Robbe said. The claw grip, she added, could be seen as "an extension of or in parallel with the mental and emotional and spiritual burdens that women carry."

In 2023, Ms. Robbe started a print magazine called Pinky to explore the "metaphysical" things women also carry.

It is an idea that the artist Maira Kalman started to explore three years ago.

"One day at a farmers market, I saw a woman carrying an absolutely gigantic cabbage," Ms. Kalman said in a 2023 TED Talk. "It made me think of all the things women hold, literally and metaphorically."

Yes, they hold cabbages, balloons, phones. But also: "The home and the family and the children and the food. The friendships, the work, the work of the world and the work of being human. The memories and the troubles and the sorrows and the triumphs and the love. Men do as well, but not quite in the same way."

She turned her observations into a book of paintings. It is called "Women Holding Things."




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/07/23/style/claw-grip-women-holding-things.html
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W.N.B.A.'s All-Star Weekend Is Still Buzzing, Even Without Caitlin Clark

Despite an injury that sidelined the Fever star, thousands of fans descended on festivities across Indianapolis.

Video: 



By Sarah Bahr
Sarah Bahr was born in Indiana and lived in Indianapolis for eight years before moving to New York.


Jul 19, 2025 at 04:25 PM

The temperature had crept past 80 degrees, but on Friday afternoon, on a basketball court in the heart of downtown Indianapolis, Ava Shampo, 5, was feeling good.

"I made it!" she said, smiling, after heaving an orange-and-white basketball toward a hoop that towered over her.

The line of nets on Monument Circle, the traffic roundabout at the city's center, was one of more than a dozen public events held in connection with the W.N.B.A. All-Star Game at Gainbridge Fieldhouse in Indianapolis on Saturday night. The game was expected to feature fan favorites like Aliyah Boston of the Indiana Fever and A'ja Wilson of the Las Vegas Aces -- even if the biggest name, the Fever's Caitlin Clark, was sidelined by a right groin injury she sustained earlier in the week.

The turnout for All-Star Weekend -- a fervent crowd seemingly undiminished by Ms. Clark's injury -- reflected both the explosion of interest in the W.N.B.A. and the excitement around the sport in Indianapolis.

Fans descended on Indianapolis for more than a dozen public events held around the city in connection with the W.N.B.A. All-Star Game. Lee Klafczynski for The New York Times


A young fan decorated her sneakers. Lee Klafczynski for The New York Times

Donna Motley of Chicago made her own outfit for the weekend. Lee Klafczynski for The New York Times


Judy Williams and Jamie Lindberg took a few shots. Lee Klafczynski for The New York Times


Indiana has long been known as a basketball hotbed -- "In 49 states, it's just basketball, but this is Indiana," the saying goes -- but since the arrival of Ms. Clark, the 23-year-old dynamo from Des Moines whom the Fever selected with the No. 1 overall pick in last year's W.N.B.A. draft, the entire city has bought in.

This weekend featured athletic events like the 3-point contest and the All-Star Game, and a calendar crammed with cultural programming that included an art market, a salsa dance party, a sneaker customization station, a fan fest at the Indiana Convention Center and a concert headlined by the rapper and singer the Kid Laroi.

A Caitlin Clark advertisement adorned a whole side of the 34-story JW Marriott hotel a few blocks from the Fieldhouse. Street signs were temporarily renamed after W.N.B.A. teams like the Washington Mystics. Murals by local female artists stretched throughout the city. Bars, restaurants and the city's abundance of steakhouses were full of fans in Clark T-shirts and Fever jerseys.

The citywide celebration was an opportunity to show off the W.N.B.A.'s impact on fashion, music and culture, and the league's draw for new and dedicated fans.

"We are in the middle of a pivotal, transformational moment in the history of the W.N.B.A. and women's basketball, and we are thrilled Indiana will be the center of it all," Mel Raines, the chief executive of Pacers Sports & Entertainment, said in a statement last year, when Indianapolis was selected to host the game for the first time in the city's history. The city had hosted the NBA All-Star Game that February.

Kierstyn Anderson of Indianapolis cooled off under a mist tent. Lee Klafczynski for The New York Times

Gigi Williams, 58, and her son, D'Andre Williams, 23, took part in the festivities in downtown Indianapolis. Lee Klafczynski for The New York Times


Video: 

Basketball hoops were set up on the south side of Monument Circle, giving people the chance to test their own skills.

The anticipation had been even higher here because the hometown star, Ms. Clark, is one of two captains for Saturday night's game, and was the top overall finisher in fan voting.

But the Fever announced on Thursday that Ms. Clark's injury would also keep her sidelined for Saturday's game. (She has also missed games earlier this year because of injuries.)

"It's a bummer," Ava's mother, Robyn Shampo, 39, said, as she watched her daughter and her son, Jack, 4, catching rebounds with a volunteer in a black-and-white referee shirt.

"But they're having fun," she added. "That's what matters."

The weekend comes as the players are in the thick of negotiations on a new collective bargaining agreement, after they opted out of the current deal, which is set to expire in October. They are expected to ask for higher salaries, as well as increased benefits and revenue sharing.

The excitement around the All-Star festivities left no doubt that the W.N.B.A.'s popularity has expanded markedly since the league was formed in 1996. On Friday, visitors from far-flung locales like San Antonio and Seattle mingled with locals who popped by on their lunch breaks.

Life-size images of Aliyah Boston and Caitlin Clark greeted diners at a local restaurant. Lee Klafczynski for The New York Times


An advertisement for Ms. Clark covered the side of a local hotel. Lee Klafczynski for The New York Times

Ms. Clark and the Fever have set W.N.B.A. viewership records, and consistently sell out Indianapolis's Gainbridge Fieldhouse. Lee Klafczynski for The New York Times


Auriel Banister, 34, a juice bar owner from Chicago, was visiting the city for the weekend with her friend Sheila Rashid, 36, a designer who was participating in a fashion show at the convention center on Saturday night.

"I love seeing how much they're pouring into the W.N.B.A.," said Ms. Banister, as she and Ms. Rashid took a break from the sun on bleachers in front of the South Bend Chocolate Cafe. "It's showing me that we're having a shift in terms of our respect for sportsmanship and where we are as a society."

D'Andre Williams, a 23-year-old student and graphic designer at Texas Southern University in Houston, was visiting the city for the first time with his mother, Gigi Williams, 58.

"The Fever have just taken over the city," he said, as they sipped drinks in front of a postcard station. "It's just all Fever, all Caitlin, all W.N.B.A. It's shocking to see, honestly, but it's awesome."

The economic impact of Ms. Clark on her adopted city has been tremendous. Since her debut last May, Ms. Clark and the Fever have set W.N.B.A. viewership records, consistently sold out Gainbridge Fieldhouse and prompted some opponents to move their games to larger N.B.A. arenas.

Dr. Ryan Brewer, an economist at Indiana University Columbus, recently pegged Ms. Clark's economic value to the W.N.B.A., the city and the country in her rookie season at more than $36 million. The well-documented increase in the popularity of women's basketball thanks to Ms. Clark's presence even has a name: the Caitlin Clark effect.

Fans gathered at the Hangar on Friday night. Lee Klafczynski for The New York Times

Taylor Hamilton of Indianapolis danced at one of the celebrations. Lee Klafczynski for The New York Times


Sean Lothridge, an owner of the Slippery Noodle Inn, a Meridian Street bar near the Fieldhouse known for its vibrant jazz scene and spooky history, has seen Ms. Clark's impact on the city firsthand. On Fever game nights, he said, sales can be as much as 20 percent higher than on a regular day.

"The energy around her and the team is amazing," he said of Ms. Clark. "Outside of the recent Pacer playoff run, we actually get more lift from Fever games."

On Friday, as day turned to night, 20- and 30-something partygoers in jean shorts, Caitlin Clark hats and orange "Everyone Watches the W.N.B.A." T-shirts gathered at the Hangar, another bar near the Fieldhouse with an indoor golf simulator and a fleet of pedal pubs available to rent. They were there for a bash thrown by Hoop Vision, an organization that aims to connect women's basketball players and fans.

About a hundred people, mostly young women, sipped "Fever Dream" and "Indy Fashioned" cocktails and danced to "Crank" by Playboi Carti.

Mikayla Rowan, a 28-year-old social media manager from Indianapolis, came from the evening's 3-point contest, which the New York Liberty star Sabrina Ionescu had just won for the second time. Ms. Rowan was a big Fever fan, she said, and had been a season-ticket holder for the past two years.

"It's been so fun to watch women's basketball completely blow up in the last three or four years," said Ms. Rowan, a former college basketball player for the University of Southern Indiana. "The women are just as good as the men, and they're finally getting their flowers. I love it."




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/07/19/style/wnba-all-star-indianapolis.html
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A Brooklyn Brownstone That Channels 'The Garden of Earthly Delights'

The interior designer Nick Spain added jewel-toned colors and botanical prints to a Cobble Hill home with literary history.

In the living room of a Cobble Hill brownstone that once belonged to the author Paula Fox, a painting by the New York-based artist Rufus Tureen now sits above the fireplace. By the window is a vintage Knoll armchair covered with a Scalamandre boucle fabric.



By Carly Olson



Jul 17, 2025 at 04:23 PM

When the writer Paula Fox's book "Desperate Characters" (1970) was turned into a movie, she used the money from the film rights to buy a four-story brownstone in the Cobble Hill neighborhood of Brooklyn. She wrote on a typewriter in her top-floor study, facing a wardrobe rather than the window overlooking the garden so she could focus. She lived there with her husband, the literary critic and translator Martin Greenberg, until her death in 2017.

Just 12 and a half feet wide, the 2,400-square-foot townhouse is unusually narrow though, by New York standards, it still contains ample space, with four bedrooms and a backyard. After Greenberg's death, in 2021, the home was put on the market and an actor couple who lived nearby were immediately intrigued. The timing felt right: they had two young children and were outgrowing the one-bedroom apartment they'd rented for nearly 10 years. On a tour of the brownstone, which was built in 1899, they were charmed by Fox and Greenberg's decorating choices, like floral wallpapers and a not-quite-white paint that gave the rooms a warm, lived-in feel. They hoped to give the home some modern upgrades, including a new kitchen and additional half-bath, while retaining its personality. And so, after their offer was accepted, they turned to the Brooklyn- and Massachusetts-based designer Nick Spain.

In the parlor-floor entryway, a vintage Murano chandelier hangs over a vintage table and chairs by the Danish furniture designer Hans Olsen. Chris Mottalini


Spain, 37, specializes in residential interiors and gardens and is known for his ability to mix and match styles. In early meetings, the clients shared photos of lush 16th-century paintings, including "The Garden of Earthly Delights" by Hieronymus Bosch and "The Ambassadors" by Hans Holbein the Younger, for inspiration. Spain has a background in theater and set design and encouraged the owners with his own references, including films shot in New York in the late 1970s and '80s, like "Kramer vs. Kramer" and "Moonstruck." The guiding question, he says, became "How can we express ideas of ornamentation and decoration, but in a way that feels a little more streamlined?"

Spain drew his color palette from the richness of the paintings and took cues from the brownstone's original Italianate detailing, ultimately leaning into a restrained kind of opulence. From the 20th-century movies, he embraced the worn-in texture and authenticity of their sets, which, he says, feel "almost imperfect, and layered."

The dining room's buffet and ceiling are painted with Farrow & Ball's Brinjal. Chris Mottalini


The dining room walls are covered with a Zak & Fox wallpaper. The chair next to the fireplace is by Hans Olsen. Chris Mottalini

A twisting staircase winds through the center of the home. Chris Mottalini


The family enters their home through a door at the garden level that opens onto the dining room, where Spain covered the walls in a monkey-print Zak & Fox wallpaper. For additional storage, he designed a built-in buffet spanning the length of one wall, painting it a deep shade of merlot and topping it with a slab of Levanto Rosso marble. He kept the room's stone fireplace, which was there during Fox's time, and repaired the original tin ceilings, painting them the same color as the buffet. In the next room, Spain repurposed what was formerly a pantry into a powder room, which he decorated with a green Ottoline wallpaper patterned with oversize squiggles and a vintage ceramic soap dish shaped like a mermaid.

Between the dining room and kitchen, Spain left the hallway narrow to create the illusion of larger rooms on either side. It's an approach he learned through landscape design. "If you're going through [a pair of] hedges, then you step into a garden room and have that psychological experience of, 'Wow, I've arrived somewhere else,'" he says. The kitchen has a garden-like feel, with Kelly green cabinetry and terra-cotta tile floors. The tiled backsplash behind the stovetop features tiles hand-painted with New York wildflowers by the Hudson Valley-based artist Nina Barry, and the shelves of the new, smaller pantry area Spain added are concealed behind dainty floral linen curtains.

The kitchen cabinetry, which was fabricated by the Brooklyn company BKDomestic, is painted with Farrow & Ball's Duck Green. The pendant over the island is from Ravenhill Studio in Los Angeles. Chris Mottalini

In the same room, cafe curtains made using a linen fabric from the textile maker Alice Sergeant. Chris Mottalini


A pair of sconces from the Milanese lighting company Servomuto frame a tapestry from Les Editions de Tapis in the living room. The velvet sofa is from the New York-based furniture-maker Sixpenny. Chris Mottalini


A vintage loveseat upholstered in a Schumacher linen fits into the built-in bookcase on the parlor floor. The porcelain sconces are from Huey. Chris Mottalini

The powder room features an Ottoline wallpaper and a vintage mermaid-shaped soap dish. Chris Mottalini


Inspired by Fox and Greenberg's color scheme, Spain painted the stairwell that leads from the basement to the parlor floor with a mix of white paint and Farrow & Ball's Matchstick, a muted taupe hue that adds subtle depth. He extended the shade into the parlor, which offers a counterpoint to the snug spaces below with its tall ceilings, oversize emerald green velvet sofa and a new built-in bookcase stretching across one wall. Although it's the most formal space in the home, the clients wanted to incorporate pieces they found funny, including saucerlike sconces from the Milanese lighting company Servomuto and a fishtailesque Murano chandelier. Touches of Americana, like a rose chintz love seat tucked into the reading nook, also soften the room. The owners wanted a space where nothing felt off limits to children or guests.

Custom millwork by BKDomestic adds storage space to the primary bedroom. The wallcovering is by Colette Cosentino for Schumacher. Chris Mottalini

A vintage vanity in the same room. Chris Mottalini


If the common spaces are united by shades of green, the more private third-floor areas all feature variations of blue, as if to suggest a sky above the lush garden below. The primary bedroom has new built-ins painted a dusty robin's egg and, down the hall, the office is wrapped in a navy wallpaper patterned with tiny bouquets. But when guests open the closet in the spare room on the floor above, they see a flash of yellow: a piece of floral wallpaper from Fox and Greenberg's era covers the inside -- a reminder of the home's legacy.
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	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next





	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next




The Hottest New Cafe Is in Someone's Living Room

Young hosts are turning their apartments into makeshift coffeehouses, and documenting the process on social media. Are they social events or side hustles?

Home cafes, like this one hosted by Ryan Nordheimer, have become popular as a way of gathering friends together. Christine Yang



By Yola Mzizi



Jul 22, 2025 at 10:02 AM

The week before Morning Jays opens, Nate Crawford and Justen Lambert kick into overdrive.

To start, they draft a menu, with three sweet pastries from Mr. Crawford and three savory dishes from Mr. Lambert. Forty-eight hours out, they visit multiple grocery stores -- their selections often feature in-season ingredients -- and dive into prep, chopping, tasting and tweaking as they go.

Come Saturday, they're up at dawn, jockeying for oven space, brewing coffee, plating and decorating, while setting out to-go cups and totes stamped with the blue Morning Jays logo. Then they slip on branded T-shirts and await their guests.

These are not paying customers, however, they're friends and family. Because Morning Jays is not a real cafe. It's an apartment in Des Plaines, Ill., made to look and feel like one.

For Mr. Crawford and Mr. Lambert, what began as a way to test recipes for their long-term goal of opening a farmer's market breakfast stall has evolved into a full-fledged apartment cafe complete with signature menus, merch drops, a Substack newsletter and a growing list of people who want to stop by.

"We're really excited about this home cafe, because it offers more hospitality than a classic restaurant does," said Mr. Lambert, 33, a recipe developer. "It's more cozy, it's more intimate and there's a lot more focus on providing good quality food, because we're not a restaurant with tons of overhead. We can focus more on making the experience about community building."


Mr. Lambert and Mr. Crawford, 30, a photographer and content creator, have tapped into a growing trend on social media of people transforming their homes into makeshift coffeehouses, spotlighting specialty drinks, signage and a spread of baked goods.

For some creators, these cafes offer some real-life benefits beyond what they are putting on social media, even if they aren't charging for the baked goods. Victoria Lauren Da Silva, 26, a marketing professional and content creator, and Kate McDevitt, 26, a film production manager, began hosting home cafes to create connection after some of their friends moved away from Montreal after college.

Ms. Da Silva and Ms. McDevitt have used their monthly gatherings, which they call Saturday Cafe, as a way to meet new people, inviting friends, former co-workers and acquaintances, while encouraging guests to bring a plus one. Over time, some of those acquaintances have become close friends, Ms. McDevitt said.

"People are craving community maybe more than ever right now," said Ms. Da Silva. "It is such a low-pressure way of hosting."

Ms. Da Silva, who leads the branding of Saturday Cafe, runs an Instagram page, where she shares snippets from past events, as well as a newsletter called The Saturday Paper. It includes drink recipes, cookie how-tos and behind-the-scenes photos for those who can't attend but have encountered the cafe online.

That attention to brand identity has led to real-world opportunities. The pair has staged pop-ups across Montreal, including one at Pas Mon Style, a ceramics studio, which hosted a Saturday Cafe pottery workshop open to the public. That collaboration led to a line of branded mugs, which they use during their monthly cafes and sell as souvenirs.

 Victoria Lauren da Silva

 Victoria Lauren da Silva

 Victoria Lauren da Silva

Victoria Lauren Da Silva and Kate McDevitt have worked together on Saturday Cafe at Ms. Da Silva's home in Montreal, which they have used as a way to meet new people. Victoria Lauren Da Silva

The trend has taken off, Ms. McDevitt believes, because of rising inflation and the soaring cost of eating out. She hopes hosting events like these will encourage people to return to the "casual hangout" -- gatherings of disparate friend groups that do not require much planning or spending.

Home cafes were also a launchpad for Ryan Nordheimer's career as a food content creator. Last month, Mr. Nordheimer left his job at CVS Health's corporate office to pursue social media full time. He now hosts a themed cafe in his New York City apartment once a month. In July, the theme was New England summer, with a menu that included lobster rolls and strawberry shortcakes.

Mr. Nordheimer, a self-taught cook and baker, invites what he calls "food people" -- a mix of food stylists, home bakers and amateur chefs -- who often contribute their own treats. He documents the entire process on social media.

As a content creator, he worries his audience will eventually tire of the apartment cafe concept, so he has toyed with adapting it for savory meals or hosting a supper club. Whatever form it takes, Mr. Nordheimer is hopeful that he can offer younger audiences inspiration for home cooking and creating "experiential dining experiences."

Mr. Nordheimer's monthly events have themes. In July, it was New England summer. Christine Yang

Mr. Nordheimer, bottom left, invites "food people" to his events and is considering expanding into hosting a supper club. Christine Yang


Others, like Faye Abad, 27, a freelance photographer and videographer based in Bristol, England, see the concept as a fun way to gather that does not involve alcohol or excessive costs. In April, Ms. Abad hosted an apartment cafe instead of throwing a party for her younger sister's birthday. She enlisted the help of friends, who brought snacks and baked goods, turning the event into a potluck. She estimates she spent around $134.

"You save so much more money," said Ms. Abad, who cited rising costs since the Covid-19 pandemic.

She added that home cafes give people a chance to romanticize the mundane idea of eating at home. "When you wake up, you make your lattes and your breakfast," she said. "That's technically a home cafe."
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The Bag of Summer Is a BAB

No longer written off for being "ludicrously capacious," oversize bags are building up a fan base on social media.

Whatever Macy Hyman needs, she is likely to find in her "BAB" from Anthropologie.



By Nicole Stock



Jul 21, 2025 at 09:35 PM

Anna Barger was walking down the streets of Paris this spring with the necessities of her day stuffed into an oversize bag when inspiration struck. "All a girl really needs on a solo day in a city," she says in a TikTok video, "is a trusty BAB."

From that point on, BAB, an acronym for "Big Ass Bag," has become a staple of Ms. Barger's wardrobe and vocabulary. The 26-year-old content creator is one of many women on social media who are lugging large totes and purses over their shoulders this summer, in what appears to be an emerging trend.

"It feels like girlhood because we've all carried a big bag with a bunch of stuff in it," Ms. Barger said in an interview, later adding, "We've all had that moment."

In the TV show "Succession," the character Tom Wambsgans ridiculed the concept, calling a Burberry tote a "ludicrously capacious bag." But the proponents of the current trend rave about the functionality of a BAB, and how they fill it with all the items one may need on a lengthy outing, including -- but not limited to -- multiple shades of lip gloss, hand sanitizer, a miniature fan, a kindle, a magazine, books, a computer, an iPad, a camera and Pilates socks.


"A girl with a BAB is a specific vibe," Ms. Barger said. "She's ready for the entire day."

Macy Hyman, a 24-year-old content creator in Boston, said the accessory was particularly helpful for people living in cities, because it could eliminate the need to return home between activities.

"I will leave super early in the morning and pack up my huge bag with me, with everything I'll possibly need, and just take it for the day," Ms. Hyman said.

A BAB can come in all shapes and sizes, and has no required designer pedigree. While Ms. Barger's latest BAB is a Miu Miu, the first tote she showcased came from Anthropologie. Others picked theirs up from flea markets and retail stores. (Several social media users said cross-body functionality, however, gave it bonus points.)

The ultimate BAB, of course, was the original Birkin from Hermes, which recently sold at auction for $10 million. That bag, a prototype for what has become among the most coveted accessories in fashion, was crafted for the actress Jane Birkin so that she could hold all her essentials -- diapers, cigarettes, notebooks and more -- without spilling them.

Maria Ochoa, a 19-year-old fashion student in New York City, said she was not aware that BAB was an "actual" term that had been going around, because her penchant for carrying a large bag had already been a long-running joke among her and her friends.

But she said she had seen its popularity grow over the last year.

"I think it's a really 'it' accessory right now," Ms. Ochoa said. She carries everything she could need in her BAB, she said, including beauty products, a film camera and crystals "for the good vibes."




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/07/21/style/bab-bag-of-summer.html
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Chinese Cars, Brazil Style

China wants to dominate the market for the cars of the future, and it has set its sights on Brazil's giant auto market.

Workers at the Great Wall Motor factory in Iracemapolis, Brazil, earlier this year. Victor Moriyama for The New York Times



By Somini Sengupta



Jul 22, 2025 at 08:43 PM

Hello from your former newsletter anchor. It's been a minute. I want to tell you about what I learned in Brazil.

For more than a century, cars, powered by gasoline, have been central to American power in the world. But the race to build the cars of the future is beginning to turn to China's favor. Those cars are powered by batteries.

It's part of one of the most consequential shifts happening in the world today. So I went to Brazil earlier this year to find out more.

Why Brazil? Because Brazil is Latin America's largest economy, and the world's sixth largest car market. Brazilians love cars and for many years, American automakers made cars in Brazil. Ford once built a Model T in its Brazilian factory. European car companies set up factories too, followed later by Japanese and Korean brands. And the government of Luiz Inacio Lula da Silva, Brazil's president, wants to bring down climate emissions from its transportation sector.

Over the last few years, Chinese carmakers had been shipping lots of cars to Brazil. They are cheaper than many American and European models, they drive well and they are popular with Brazilians.

Brazil and the cars of the future

All of that alarmed legacy carmakers in Brazil and, in turn, the Brazilian government. The government wanted these battery-powered cars of the future, but it also wanted to have a piece of the value chain. So Brazil announced a new policy: If you want access to our market, build cars here.

"We don't want to be an importer of technologies produced in other countries only," Rafael Dubeux, a government official, told me when I spoke to him in the capital, Brasilia. "We also want to take advantage of this profound change in the world."

There was one catch: Brazil produces a lot of ethanol from its vast sugar cane plantations. The ethanol industry is powerful, so much so that Brazilian law requires every liter of gas to contain a little more than 25 percent ethanol.

So instead of making purely electric cars, Chinese carmakers adjusted. They are building mostly plug-in hybrids in Brazil, which could accommodate ethanol.

A BYD charging station in a garage in Sao Paulo. Victor Moriyama for The New York Times


Brazilian car dealerships are a total party on Saturday afternoons, with D.J.s and disco lights and a table of free food to lure potential buyers. I went to a few dealerships in Sao Paulo, drove around with several prospective buyers checking out Chinese E.V.s and hybrids, visited the Great Wall Motor Company factory that's set to open in August. I also interviewed Chinese auto company executives, as well as Brazilian government officials and Brazilian union leaders.

The Chinese carmaker, BYD, has been accused by Brazilian prosecutors of violating Brazilian labor laws by keeping its Chinese workers in "conditions akin to slavery." The company denies the charges.

China's global ambitions

Chinese E.V.s aren't allowed to be sold in the United States. For Chinese carmakers, that leaves the rest of the world.

This has been clear to me on my recent travels. In Milan's Piazza Duomo, I saw an enormous dealership of BYD (short for Build Your Dreams). In Delhi, I saw many BYD luxury sedans, and this surprised me, because India and China are rivals in the region. There are Chinese car dealerships in Mexico City and London. Chinese carmakers have built factories in Turkey, Thailand, Russia, Hungary, and Indonesia.

It's part of a major Chinese flex in shaping the global energy system. It already controls the global supply chain, in part because the government in Beijing has for years supported its carmakers. China dominates the key ingredients that go into these new cars. The batteries are all made in China, the minerals that go into the batteries are processed in China, and it also controls many of the mines from where they are extracted.

American lawmakers aren't the only ones concerned about competition from Chinese companies. European Union officials have imposed high tariffs on Chinese car imports, and yet, Chinese brands now account for roughly 20 percent of Europe's E.V. market, and E.U. lawmakers have accused China of flooding its market.

The E.U. Commission President Ursula von der Leyen is scheduled to meet with Chinese President Xi Jinping Beijing this week, in an effort to mend relations between the European bloc and China. One of the main topics on the agenda are tariffs on E.V.s. Cars are crucial to geopolitics. They always have been.

Here's the article from Brazil. It's part of our series, called Power Moves, on China's drive to reshape the global system and how that affects the rest of the world. (Read the first installment of the series here.)

Advertisement will go here, if sold. A horizontal rule will appear above the ad by default. Please place at a break in the content, where a horizontal rule exists below.



Gerard Barron, the C.E.O. of The Metals Company, ringing the Nasdaq bell in Times Square in 2021. Ashley Gilbertson for The New York Times


Regulation

A seabed-mining firm faces legal questions over controversial Trump policy

Two months ago, President Trump took an extraordinary step toward issuing permits to mine vast tracts of the ocean floor in international waters where valuable minerals are abundant.

It was a boon to The Metals Company, a start-up that had already spent more than half a billion dollars preparing to become the world's first commercial seabed miner. Within days of Trump's executive order, the company submitted its application to the federal government.

As a result, some of the company's international partners are now questioning their relationships with The Metals Company.

The issue with The Metals Company's seabed-mining plans is that nearly every country in the world, except the United States, has signed a longstanding treaty known as the Law of the Sea treaty.

Its language is clear: Mining in areas outside a country's territorial waters before nations agree on how to handle the practice is not just a breach of international law, but it is also an affront to "the common heritage of mankind." -- Max Bearak

Read more.



Climate law

An ancient law could shape the modern future of America's beaches

If you go to a beach this summer, you might end up sunbathing in disputed territory. That's partly because of climate change and partly because of a legal principle from the Roman Empire.

Most beaches have a natural defense against rising seas: The sandy area simply moves landward. But when property owners install sea walls or other barriers to protect beachfront homes and other buildings, the beach has nowhere to go. So it vanishes underwater.

Geologists call it coastal squeeze. It's not a new problem, but it's been accelerating recently as climate change causes sea levels to rise. And that's prompting urgent questions about how coastal landscapes should be managed. -- Cornelia Dean

Read more.



By the numbers

More than 78 million

That's the number of acres of forests that burned globally in 2023 and 2024, which was at least two times greater than the annual average of the previous nearly two decades, according to a new study published Monday in the journal Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences.

Extreme forest-fire years are becoming more common because of climate change, the research suggests. As one researcher put it, "climate change is loading the dice for extreme fire seasons."

The researchers used imagery from the LANDSAT satellite network to determine how tree cover had changed from 2002 to 2024, and compared that with satellite detections of fire activity to see how much canopy loss was because of fire. -- Rebecca Dzombak

Read more.

More climate news from around the web:



	China's exports of clean energy technology reduced global emissions outside of China by 1 percent last year, according to an analysis by Carbon Brief.


	"A company backed by fossil fuel giants and the Norwegian government has built the world's first carbon shipping port here," The Washington Post writes, "with the aim of creating a dumping ground for Europe's planet-warming pollution."


	CNN reports that Senator Maria Cantwell, Democrat of Washington, has pleaded with President Trump to stop cuts to the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration and make the U.S. a leader in weather forecasting.





Thanks for being a subscriber.

Read past editions of the newsletter here.

If you're enjoying what you're reading, please consider recommending it to others. They can sign up here. Browse all of our subscriber-only newsletters here. And follow The New York Times on Instagram, Threads, Facebook and TikTok at @nytimes.

Reach us at climateforward@nytimes.com. We read every message, and reply to many!
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The Summer Entertaining Issue


How to Share a Vacation House With Friends (and Not Fall Out)

An etiquette guide, with tips from seasoned trip organizers.

Video: 



By Rachel Sugar
Rachel Sugar is a freelance journalist in New York City covering food and culture. On a recent group vacation, she was appointed "bear safety warden." Everyone survived.


Jul 07, 2025 at 10:01 AM

Renting a house with friends allows you to escape your lives collectively: Stripped of obligations, you have nothing to do but enjoy each other's company. But while that unhurried togetherness is the purpose, it can also be a challenge. You're mixing budgets, habits -- and personalities. As with all things, the solution is clear and direct communication. "You have to be comfortable talking to everyone how you would talk to your sister or dad," says Beverly Nguyen, 34, a New York-based stylist and the founder of the home goods store Beverly 1975, who spent part of last summer on a catamaran with nine friends. But adopting such a candid approach is, of course, easier said than done. Below is advice from a handful of vacation-planning experts who are still friends with the people they've shared homes with.

Video: 


The House

Someone has to be in charge

"There needs to be a leader who corrals everyone," says the New York-based chef Flynn McGarry, 26. This person should be responsible for finding the house or curating a list of choices, booking the place, collecting payment and communicating with the property's owner. In exchange for this labor, "you take that primary bedroom," says the New York-based stylist Ian Bradley, 39. In some friend configurations, the organizer might be the same person every year, but the London-based creative director Alex Eagle, 42, recommends taking turns: "It's too much to make that one person's responsibility every time," she says, even if they do get the best room.

Choose a property carefully

Unless, like the Los Angeles-based Zoe Latta, 37, a co-founder of the fashion brand Ekhaus Latta, you return to the same house every year (in her case, a giant 19th-century rental in Vinalhaven, Maine), you'll be scouring online listings. Study them and study them again. "I'll zoom in on photos where you can see the reflection in a mirror, and be like, 'The shower looks like the water pressure is not good,'" says Nguyen. McGarry pays special attention to the sheets in the images. "If the bedding looks nice, they probably spent a little more on the mattress," he says. Also consider the number of bathrooms: "If we're traveling with a group of eight to 10," says Nguyen, "we need at least five." And it's worth prioritizing a dishwasher.

Assign rooms in advance

"Nobody feels comfortable advocating for themselves in the moment, when you're all standing there in the hallway," says Casey Elsass, 38, whose new cookbook, "What Can I Bring?," is a paean to the art of being a guest. "It's how a lot of resentment ends up happening." To avoid this, whoever booked the house should outline what each room offers (bed details, bathroom access) via the group email thread beforehand. "And then each person can just talk to the central person about what their room preferences are," Elsass says, allowing any mediation and decisions to happen before arrival.


Video: 

For our 2025 Summer Entertaining Issue, T drops in on meals prepared by friends on trips together around the world and shares tips for your own gatherings.
- A Danish jewelry designer's long midsummer lunch.
- In the Caribbean, a couple's laid-back birthday party with their young son.
- A group of trans artists and activists' Filipino feast on Fire Island.
- In a Georgian vineyard, a meal inspired by a painting.
- A guide to sharing a vacation rental (and remaining friends with your housemates).
- Chefs' favorite recipes for large groups.
- An easy, crowd-pleasing cocktail to make in big batches.


Split the costs evenly (with caveats)

Absolute fairness is impossible: You will be happiest if you let go of your desire for it. Some rooms will be nicer than other rooms. Some people will come late or leave early. For the least heartache, split the costs of what Latta calls "baseline expenses" -- lodging, food, everyday supplies -- evenly by person anyway. Incidentals can be tracked in some manner to be dealt with later (Nguyen likes Splitwise; Latta uses a spreadsheet; Elsass, for simplicity, prefers that everything communal be put on a single card belonging to whoever wants the points the most). Anything beyond that should be seen as a non-reimbursable offering to the group. "If someone goes and buys a delicious bottle of Champagne, or loads of treats and beautiful things from the patisserie, those things don't get added," says Eagle. "People just contribute lovely things."

The caveats: In friend groups where incomes vary significantly, an even split may not make sense. (Bradley's crew has been known to subsidize friends for the simple reason that, he says, "we enjoy their company and understand their means.") Alternatively, says Elsass, "let the budget for the trip be dictated by the most fiscally conscious person on that trip." And if someone joins the group for just one night of a weeklong vacation, "it's a little gauche" to charge them, says McGarry, but they should enthusiastically pick up the tab for that night's dinner.

 Ilya Milstein


Cooking and Eating

The first person to wake up makes coffee for the group

McGarry is unequivocal about this. The quality of the coffee matters less than its existence. As an act of generosity, the earliest riser should also consider doing any lingering dishes from the night before, though not so loudly that it wakes up people sleeping nearby.

Snacks should be light and constant

When people gather to lounge in a communal house, "everyone wants to be snacking," says McGarry, who favors fresh-popped popcorn for this purpose. "Putting a fruit salad together in the middle of the day is also a crowd-pleaser," says Bradley. The Brooklyn-based chef and writer Christina Chaey, 36, is a fan of things that are "not packaged snack foods" but also require minimal effort. She recommends sliced melon with olive oil; marinated cherry tomatoes (salt, pepper, lemon juice, olive oil and herbs) with bread; and quartered Persian cucumbers tossed with salt, drained, and dressed with lemon or vinegar, chili flakes and pepper.

Dietary restrictions should be honored

On vacation, "you plan your whole life around when you're going to eat again," says Elsass, and so it's essential that everyone is able to partake. (Likewise, it's essential that people with dietary restrictions communicate them in advance.) If someone is a vegetarian, reconsider your blowout group dinner at a steakhouse; if the gelateria with dairy-free options is farther away, go the extra mile.

Meals should be delicious (but not especially ambitious)

In most groups, dinner is the main event, and someone -- or a pair or a trio -- should be in charge each night. Breakfast is often a free-for-all, and lunch an exercise in grazing, but dinner requires leadership and planning, says Elsass, who likes a "rotating dinner duty kind of schedule." (There is no shame in a spreadsheet.)

When it comes to the menu, vacations are a time for prime ingredients, prepared simply. "I don't think I've ever made anything other than grilling stuff and pasta," says McGarry. "Grilling is the best," agrees Chaey. "You can marinate in the morning, let it hang out in the fridge, then come back and just throw stuff on the grill." She also recommends a sturdy salad that can be saved for the next day in case of leftovers.

The artist Lily Stockman, 43, convenes her friends annually in a four-bedroom cottage on an island off the coast of Maine, where "every single item save for fish, lobster, oysters and whatever produce is growing in the island gardens" is a boat ride away, she says. The secret to turning that bounty into dinner -- pasta with fresh-caught mussels; trout or tuna salad with heaps of fresh herbs -- is a thoughtfully stocked larder, says Stockman, who advises keeping these staples on hand:



	Good champagne vinegar


	Two dozen shallots


	Two dozen heads of garlic


	A big box of Maldon sea salt


	Multiple boxes of bucatini


	Smoked trout or tuna


	Endless hard cheese


	Better Than Bouillon



Cooks don't clean (and vice versa)

People who like to cook should lead the meal prep, and people who don't should handle dishes; children help set the table. "It's about finding a role," says Bradley, who tends to head up laundry. "I surprise everyone: Towels are in the dryer!" Ensuring that everybody has a way to contribute is, in fact, essential for making each guest feel included.

 Ilya Milstein


Children

All children, of different families and ages, should be subject to roughly the same rules. "It's not, one family's kids stay up all night, and the others have to go to bed," says Eagle, whose annual summer crew includes 11 under ten. "Everyone's in it together. The kids are all kind of in a gang." As to what those rules should be, Stockman's suggestions (also applicable to adults) include: no whining, yes to helping, and leave everything better than you found it. It's also absolutely acceptable to plan and execute a child-free vacation, which some parents might actually want. "A trip with kids," says Nguyen, "is a different kind of trip."

 Ilya Milstein


Miscellaneous

Activities

Excursions should be inclusive but never required. "Everyone's welcome to come, but you're not waiting for everyone," says Eagle. For days at home, Nguyen is a proponent of the (optional) group workout, led by the group's more athletic members, while Latta suggests low-key crafting -- friendship bracelets, Sculpey clay -- as well as gathering supplies to create "your own spa situation," she says. "A goofy sheet mask does that beautifully." One year, she brought foot peels for everyone.

Alcohol

Find a relatively inexpensive bottle of wine you like, and bring a lot of it. Chaey is partial to Meinklang's Prosa sparkling rose. "That's all you really want on vacation sometimes, just to be a little drunk," she says.

Cleaning

End-of-trip cleaning is "a group project, no compromises," says Elsass. (Even if your booking includes a cleaning service, you should leave the house in a reasonably tidy state, both because it's the civilized thing to do and because you want to avoid unanticipated fees.) The last contingent to leave will inevitably be stuck with the final sweep but ideally, the bulk of the effort is done communally and fast. In Elsass's group, they put on "Wannabe" by the Spice Girls and get to work. The song is two minutes and 54 seconds long, and usually by the end they're done and everyone can move on to clearing up their own room.

Errands

Volunteering to walk into town and gather supplies is an excellent way to give yourself a temporary reprieve from other people. "If I need a moment of quiet, I will go pick up something," says McGarry. Always text the group on your way out to see if anyone needs anything.

Games

"You can't force a merger," but if you're mixing individuals or friend groups, "a game night early on always helps," says Elsass. Specifically, he suggests playing Celebrity -- a taboo-charades hybrid sometimes known as "fishbowl" -- on the first night to break down barriers and kick off bonding, a recommendation made by several of our experts. "It's an easy way to kill four to six hours," says McGarry, warning that it can get "quite aggressive."

Gifts

If, rather than renting, your group is staying at someone's house, a small hostess present is always nice. "It's a simple way to say, 'Thanks for not killing me while I stressed you out in your place,'" says Elsass. Once, a friend brought Stockman a "tiny antique sterling sugar spoon they found in a flea market," which she sees as an ideal gesture: small, sweet and charming.

Noise

"Always have someone on rotating music responsibilities," advises Bradley, for the sake of both equity and variety. "I think it's a nice house unifier: like, 'Hey, you want to put on your playlist?'" There is also a time for (relative) silence: As people go to bed, the night owls should move elsewhere -- the roof, the beach, the firepit, the deck. "A party is portable while good sleep is stationary," says Elsass, noting that early risers also have an obligation to keep it quiet until the group is up. If work calls are unavoidable, they should be taken in the bedroom.

Packing

Chaey recommends bringing a wine key, because, she says, "there's nothing more annoying than only having a janky one that's 20 years old and busted." (If you're flying, remember to check it.) And if you're heading toward an ocean, "bring a good oyster knife," instructs Stockman, "and know how to use it." In related wisdom, Nguyen suggests packing a first-aid kit.

Pets

As with children, not all vacation opportunities are viable with pets. If it's important that your dog be included, the legwork for finding appropriate group housing options falls to you.

Social dynamics

Whether or not you're mixing groups, the guest list should be shared in advance. If there are people who don't yet know each other, give everyone enough background on everybody else that they can avoid faux pas and break the ice. All guests should come ready to mingle. "My rule with new people is, if someone I love loves you, then I love you, unless you give me a reason not to," Elsass says.

When it comes to conflict resolution, prevention is the best medicine. Nguyen recommends kicking off the trip with a quick house meeting to go over the property's rules and set your own group's expectations, for example: no shoes in the house, no towels on the sofa. Many disagreements can also be avoided by simply doing less. Elsass suggests planning "50 percent fewer" activities than you'd think, to avoid the stresses of perpetual wrangling and logistics. And Chaey likes to build in solo time for the group: "You know how in 'Downton Abbey,' they have an hour to themselves to change for dinner, alone with their servants?" she says. Do that, minus the servants. But part of group travel is respecting, or at least gamely tolerating, other people's quirks. "Know your own limit," advises Bradley, who on a recent European vacation, booked a cheap hotel room near the group house and stayed there instead. "As soon as I got annoyed, which happened, I would just retreat."
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Corrections: July 24, 2025

Corrections that appeared in print on Thursday, July 24, 2025.

Jul 24, 2025 at 05:00 AM

INTERNATIONAL

A map with an article on Friday about recent military drills by China's aircraft carriers in the Pacific reversed the colors of two carriers in the map's key. The Shandong was in Hong Kong, not the Liaoning.

Errors are corrected during the press run whenever possible, so some errors noted here may not have appeared in all editions.



To contact the newsroom regarding correction requests, please email nytnews@nytimes.com. To share feedback, please visit nytimes.com/readerfeedback.

Comments on opinion articles may be emailed to letters@nytimes.com.

For newspaper delivery questions: 1-800-NYTIMES (1-800-698-4637) or email customercare@nytimes.com.
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