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Inside the 'Radical Transformation' of America's Environmental Role

The E.P.A. said this week it would revoke its own ability to fight climate change. It's the latest move in an extraordinary pivot away from science-based protections.

A smoggy street in Los Angeles in 1954.



By David Gelles and Maxine Joselow
David Gelles reported from New York and Maxine Joselow from Washington


Aug 03, 2025 at 10:00 AM

Ever since 1965, when President Lyndon B. Johnson's science advisory committee warned of the dangers of unchecked global warming, the United States has taken steps to protect people from these risks.

Now, however, the Trump administration appears to be essentially abandoning this principle, claiming that the costs of addressing climate change outweigh the benefits. The effect is to shift more of the risk and responsibility onto states and, ultimately, individual Americans, even as rising temperatures fuel more extreme and costly weather disasters nationwide, experts say.

"It's a radical transformation of government's role, in terms of its intervention into the economy to try to promote the health and safety of citizens," said Donald Kettl, a professor emeritus at the University of Maryland's School of Public Policy.

Lee Zeldin, the administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency, this week proposed to repeal the landmark scientific finding that enables the federal government to regulate the greenhouse gases that are warming the planet. In effect, the E.P.A. will eliminate its own authority to combat climate change.

Speaking at a truck dealership in Indianapolis, Mr. Zeldin said the E.P.A. would reverse a 2009 scientific conclusion, known as the endangerment finding, that greenhouse gas emissions pose a threat to public health. He said the agency would also rescind Biden-era regulations designed to reduce planet-warming emissions from automobile tailpipes.

While few people have heard of the endangerment finding, it has had a profound effect on society. Its establishment cleared the way for the Obama administration to set the country's first limits on greenhouse gases from cars and power plants, with the goal of putting more electric vehicles on the roads and adding more renewable energy to the electric grid.

But Mr. Zeldin's announcement was only the latest in a rapid-fire series of actions to weaken or eliminate protections against climate change.

In April the Trump administration dismissed hundreds of scientists and experts who had been compiling the federal government's flagship analysis of how climate change is affecting the country. In May, Mr. Trump proposed to stop collecting key measurements of greenhouse gases in the atmosphere as part of his 2026 budget plan. And since January he has called for eliminating or overhauling the Federal Emergency Management Agency to shift disaster response to the states.

Lee Zeldin, the head of the E.P.A., at a steel manufacturing and recycling plant in Huger, S.C., this year. Pool photo by Kevin Lamarque


Alongside other sweeping policy changes, like recent cuts to food stamps and the dismantling of the United States Agency for International Development, the rollback of federal climate efforts has also had the cumulative effect of leaving vulnerable people more exposed.

"It's never been the role of government to completely take care of people," said Sarah Pralle, a professor of political science at Syracuse University. "But this conservative, anti-regulatory, anti-welfare-state ideology all comes together in kind of shifting risks back to individuals."

The government has a track record of tackling environmental problems under both Democratic and Republican administrations. The E.P.A. itself was created more than a half-century ago by a Republican president, Richard M. Nixon. Environmental action "has to be done on a bipartisan basis and it also has to be on a bigger-than-federal-government basis," Nixon said in 1970 before signing a law that required federal agencies to study the environmental consequences of major infrastructure projects.

Mr. Zeldin has struck a different tone.

This year, he essentially reoriented the E.P.A.'s mission away from environmental stewardship, saying the mission would now be to "lower the cost of buying a car, heating a home and running a business." Building on that message this week, he said the endangerment finding had led to costly new regulations that burdened households and businesses. "We're strangulating our own economy," he said, adding that past administrations had found "new ways to put trillions of dollars of new handcuffs around the American family."

Joe Aldy, a professor of environmental policy at the Harvard Kennedy School, said that by repealing the endangerment finding, the Trump administration was relinquishing the country's historical role as a protector of public health. "The concern here isn't just the attack on regulation," he said. "There is this much bigger question of what does it mean to promote the general welfare?"

In response to questions, an E.P.A. spokeswoman, Brigit Hirsch, said in an email, referring to the 2009 endangerment finding: "How does a partisan policy from the mid-2000s qualify as a 'time-honored American tradition'? E.P.A. is bound by the laws established by Congress and Congress never explicitly gave E.P.A. authority to impose greenhouse gas regulations for cars and trucks."

Firefighters battling a pollution-fueled blaze on the Cuyahoga River in Ohio in 1952. Cleveland Plain Dealer, via Associated Press

The effects of poor air quality in San Gabriel, Calif., in 1954. Associated Press




Taylor Rogers, a White House spokeswoman, said that the endangerment finding had been misused to justify excessive regulation and that the administration was "putting everyday Americans First by restoring consumer choice and sidestepping the left's out-of-touch climate policies."

Governments have taken steps to protect citizens from environmental hazards for centuries. After cholera outbreaks in the mid-1800s, England worked to improve sanitation and water quality. In the United States, research into contaminated drinking water in the early 20th century led to investments in sanitation. And the Clean Air Act, enacted in 1963 and amended in 1990, helped solve issues including smog in Los Angeles, acid rain in New England and the depletion of the ozone layer high in the atmosphere.

"This is a real retreat from the social compact that I think has been dominant in the U.S. for some time," said Margaret Levi, a professor of political science at Stanford University. "Part of government's responsibility is to protect the health and well-being of its citizens to the extent that it can, and that does require some regulation."

The Trump administration's approach has supporters. Several conservative scholars and politicians applauded the imminent end of the endangerment finding, saying it had empowered the E.P.A. to restrict Americans' choices of how to heat their homes and what kinds of cars to drive.

"The endangerment finding became a pretext for the agency, without congressional authorization, to impose centralized economic planning on the U.S. transportation and electric power sectors," said Marlo Lewis Jr., a senior fellow at the Competitive Enterprise Institute, a right-wing research organization.

Suzanne Jaworowski, Indiana's secretary of energy and natural resources, said at the event in Indianapolis that the proposal was "a reaffirmation of common-sense government and moving away from years of regulatory overreach that I think we've all seen and felt, whether it was at the grocery store or the gas pump."

The endangerment finding has sparked fierce legal and political battles in Washington for nearly three decades.

In 1999, several states and environmental groups filed a petition urging the Clinton administration to limit greenhouse gases, like carbon dioxide from motor vehicles. In 2003, the Bush administration denied the petition, saying the Clean Air Act did not authorize the E.P.A. to regulate greenhouse gases.

Massachusetts challenged the denial in federal court, and the case eventually reached the Supreme Court, which issued a landmark 2007 decision affirming the E.P.A.'s authority to regulate greenhouse gases. The justices, emphasized, however, that the agency needed to demonstrate that those emissions threatened public health and welfare.

Emissions testing at a California facility in 2017. Melissa Lyttle for The New York Times


That's what led to the E.P.A.'s 2009 endangerment finding, which concluded that, based on the scientific evidence, greenhouse gases do, in fact, endanger public health and welfare. In more than 200 pages, the agency outlined the science and detailed how increasingly severe heat waves, storms and droughts were expected to contribute to higher rates of death and disease.

"For so long at E.P.A., Republicans and Democrats have understood that they had a job to do, and that their job was dictated by the law, and they did not toss the science aside," said Gina McCarthy, who served as Mr. Obama's second E.P.A. administrator and helped establish the power-plant rules based on the endangerment finding.

"There may have been differences of opinion over what that science meant and how to do the regulations in accordance with what we understood the science said, but I've never seen anything like this," Ms. McCarthy said. "They are basically just disowning their responsibilities entirely at E.P.A."

Mr. Zeldin has rejected such allegations.

"Conservatives love the environment, want to be good stewards of the environment," Mr. Zeldin said on Tuesday on a conservative podcast titled Ruthless. "There are people who, in the name of climate change, are willing to bankrupt the country."

After the proposal to repeal the endangerment finding is published in the Federal Register, the E.P.A. will solicit public comments for 45 days. The agency will then finalize the rule, most likely within the next year.

The debate over the proper use of the government's regulatory hand has been going on for centuries. Adam Smith, the 18th-century philosopher and economist, argued that governments should play a limited role, emphasizing the importance of free markets and individual rights. A century later the philosopher John Stuart Mill contended that governments should promote the common good.

"What this government is doing is going outside the frame of that debate," Ms. Levi said. "It's not talking about what are the cost to citizens. It's only really focusing on what are the costs to business, and denying the science that demonstrates there is a cost to the public."




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/08/03/climate/trump-epa-endangerment-finding-climate-change.html
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News Analysis


Trump's Efforts to Control Information Echo an Authoritarian Playbook

In firing the head of the agency that collects employment statistics, the president underscored his tendency to suppress facts he doesn't like and promote his own version of reality.

On Friday, President Trump fired the Labor Department official in charge of compiling statistics on employment in America because he did not like the latest jobs report. Haiyun Jiang/The New York Times



By Peter Baker
Peter Baker, the chief White House correspondent, is covering his sixth presidency and reported from Washington.


Aug 03, 2025 at 10:01 AM

An old rule in Washington holds that you are entitled to your own opinions but you are not entitled to your own facts. President Trump seems determined to prove that wrong.

Don't like an intelligence report that contradicts your view? Go after the analysts. Don't like cost estimates for your tax plan? Invent your own. Don't like a predecessor's climate policies? Scrub government websites of underlying data. Don't like a museum exhibit that cites your impeachments? Delete any mention of them.

Mr. Trump's war on facts reached new heights on Friday when he angrily fired the Labor Department official in charge of compiling statistics on employment in America because he did not like the latest jobs report showing that the economy isn't doing as well as he claims it is. Mr. Trump declared that her numbers were "phony." His proof? It was "my opinion." And the story he told supposedly proving she was politically biased? It had no basis in fact itself.

The message, however, was unmistakable: Government officials who deal in data now fear they have to toe the line or risk losing their jobs. Career scientists, longtime intelligence analysts and nonpartisan statisticians who serve every president regardless of political party with neutral information on countless matters, such as weather patterns and vaccine efficacy, now face pressure as never before to conform to the alternative reality enforced by the president and his team.

A "Stop the Steal" protest outside the Supreme Court in 2020. Mr. Trump pressured Justice Department officials to falsely declare that the 2020 election was corrupt and therefore stolen from him. Anna Moneymaker for The New York Times


Mr. Trump has never been especially wedded to facts, routinely making up his own numbers, repeating falsehoods and conspiracy theories even after they are debunked and denigrating the very concept of independent fact-checking. But his efforts since reclaiming the White House to make the rest of government adopt his versions of the truth have gone further than in his first term and increasingly remind scholars of the way authoritarian leaders in other countries have sought to control information.

"Democracy can't realistically exist without reliable epistemic infrastructure," said Michael Patrick Lynch, author of the recently published "On Truth in Politics" and a professor at the University of Connecticut.

"Anti-democratic, authoritarian leaders know this," he said. "That is why they will seize every opportunity to control sources of information. As Bacon taught us, knowledge is power. But preventing or controlling access to knowledge is also power."

The British philosopher Francis Bacon published his meditations on truth and nature more than four centuries before Mr. Trump arrived in Washington, but history is filled with examples of leaders seeking to stifle unwelcome information. The Soviets falsified data to make their economy look stronger than it was. The Chinese have long been suspected of doing the same. Just three years ago, Turkey's autocratic leader fired his government's statistics chief after a report documented rocketing inflation.

Mr. Trump's advisers defended his decision to fire the Labor Department official, saying he was only seeking accuracy, and they released a list of recent job estimates that were later revised. While revisions of job creation estimates are normal, they argued without evidence that recent ones indicated a problem.

The bureau's "data has been historically inaccurate and led by a totally incompetent individual," Taylor Rogers, a White House spokesman, said on Saturday. "President Trump believes businesses, households and policymakers deserve accurate data when making major policy decisions, and he will restore America's trust in this key data."

Mr. Trump has spent a lifetime trying to impose his facts on others, whether it be claiming that Trump Tower has 10 more floors than it actually has or insisting that he was richer than he actually was. He went so far as to sue the journalist Timothy L. O'Brien for $5 billion for reporting that Mr. Trump's net worth was less than he maintained it was. The future president testified in that case that he determined his net worth based in part on "my own feelings." (The suit was dismissed.)

A civil trial tested Mr. Trump's claims of wealth and a judge found them fraudulent. The president has appealed. Maansi Srivastava/The New York Times


His fast-and-loose approach to numbers and facts finally caught up with him last year when he was found liable for fraud in a civil case in which a judge found that he used his annual financial statements to defraud lenders and ordered him to pay what has now exceeded $500 million with interest. Mr. Trump has appealed the ruling.

During his first term as president, Mr. Trump chastised the National Park Service for not backing up his off-the-top-of-his-head estimate of the crowd size at his inauguration. He used a Sharpie pen to alter a map to argue that he was right to predict that a hurricane might hit Alabama, and federal weather forecasters were rebuked for saying it would not.

Most explosively, he pressured Justice Department officials to falsely declare that the 2020 election was corrupt and therefore stolen from him even after they told him there was no evidence of widespread voter fraud.

This second term, however, has seen Mr. Trump go further to force his facts on the government and get rid of those standing in the way. After just six months of his return to office, the Union of Concerned Scientists, a nonprofit advocacy group, counted 402 of what it called "attacks on federal science," nearly double its count from the entire first term.

Gretchen T. Goldman, president of the union and a former science adviser to President Joseph R. Biden Jr., said federal agencies like the Bureau of Labor Statistics, whose director was fired by Mr. Trump on Friday, are meant to operate more independently to avoid the politicization of data collection and reporting.

Mr. Trump repeatedly denied the reported size of the crowd for his first inauguration. Lucas Jackson/Reuters


"Firing the top statistical official sends a clear signal to others across the government that you are expected to compromise scientific integrity to appease the president," she said. "This puts us in dangerous territory far from an accountable and reality-based government."

Mr. Trump's team has aggressively sought to steer information emerging from the federal government since January if it contradicted the president. The top aide to Tulsi Gabbard, Mr. Trump's director of national intelligence, ordered intelligence analysts to rewrite an assessment on the Venezuelan government's relationship with the gang Tren de Aragua that undermined the president's claims. Ms. Gabbard later fired two intelligence officials because she said they opposed Mr. Trump.

Mr. Trump and his allies assailed the nonpartisan Congressional Budget Office for projecting that his tax and spending legislation would add trillions of dollars to the national debt and offered his own numbers instead.

"I predict we will do 3, 4, or even 5 times the amount they purposefully 'allotted' to us," he said, referring to growth expected to be stimulated by tax cuts, which he insisted would "cost us no money." Mr. Trump called the budget office "Democrat inspired and 'controlled,'" even though it is nonpartisan and Republicans have majorities in both chambers of Congress.

In recent days, Mr. Trump has sought to rewrite the history of the 2016 election when, according to multiple intelligence reports and investigations, including by Republicans, Russia intervened in the campaign with the goal of helping him beat Hillary Clinton. Ms. Gabbard released documents that she claimed showed that in fact President Barack Obama orchestrated a "yearslong coup and treasonous conspiracy" against Mr. Trump, even though the documents she released did not prove that.

Federal officials have gotten the hint. Throughout the government, officials have sought to remove references to topics like "diversity" that might offend Mr. Trump or his team and to revise presentation of history that might in his view cast the country in a negative light. After Mr. Trump ordered the National Park Service to remove or cover up exhibits at its 433 sites across the country that "inappropriately disparage Americans," employees have flagged displays on slavery, climate change and Native Americans for possible deletion.

Just last week, the Smithsonian Institution confirmed that it had removed Mr. Trump from an exhibit on impeachment at the National Museum of American History, despite the fact that he is the only president to have been impeached twice. The exhibit was changed to say that "only three presidents have seriously faced removal," referring to Andrew Johnson, Richard M. Nixon and Bill Clinton -- with no mention of Mr. Trump.

An exhibit at Independence National Historical Park in Philadelphia recounts the brutality of slavery and was flagged for review as Mr. Trump targets unflattering depictions of American history. Hannah Beier for The New York Times


The Smithsonian, which has been under pressure from Mr. Trump to eliminate "anti-American ideology," as he put it in an executive order, said in a statement that it had made the change after reviewing the "Limits of Presidential Power" section of the exhibit, which also includes sections on Congress, the Supreme Court and public opinion.

Because the other sections had not been updated since 2008, the Smithsonian said it decided to revert the impeachment section back to its 2008 version, even though it now presents a false account of history. After The Washington Post and other outlets reported about the change, the Smithsonian on Saturday said the exhibit would be "updated in the coming weeks to reflect all impeachment proceedings in our nation's history."

The president's decision to fire Erika McEntarfer, the commissioner of the Bureau of Labor Statistics, came just hours after her office issued its monthly report showing that job growth in July was just half as much as last year's average. The bureau also revised downward the estimated job creation of the two previous months.

Mr. Trump erupted at the news and ordered her dismissed, claiming on social media that the numbers were "RIGGED in order to make the Republicans, and ME, look bad." He offered no proof but just said it was "my opinion."

Both Democrats and Republicans criticized the move, including Mr. Trump's labor statistics chief in his first term, William W. Beach, who wrote on social media that it was "totally groundless" and "sets a dangerous precedent."

Speaking with reporters before heading to his New Jersey golf club for the weekend, Mr. Trump asserted bias on the part of Dr. McEntarfer, who was appointed by Mr. Biden and confirmed by a large bipartisan vote in the Senate, including Vice President JD Vance, then a senator. The example Mr. Trump offered as evidence was flatly untrue.

"Days before the election, she came out with these beautiful numbers for Kamala," Mr. Trump said, referring to his opponent, Vice President Kamala Harris. "Then right after the election -- I think on the 15th, Nov. 15 -- she had an eight or nine hundred thousand-dollar massive reduction." What he meant was that the bureau revised downward its estimate of how many jobs had been created by 800,000 or 900,000 only after the election so as not to hurt Ms. Harris's chances of victory.

Except that it actually happened the exact opposite way. Dr. McEntarfer's bureau revised the number of jobs created downward by 818,000 in August 2024 -- before the election, not after it. And the monthly report her bureau released just days before the election was not helpful to Ms. Harris but instead showed that job creation had stalled. The White House offered no comment when asked about the president's false account.

"It's a post-factual world that Trump is looking for, and he's got these sycophants working for him that don't challenge him on facts," said Barbara Comstock, a former Republican congresswoman from Virginia.

But firing the messenger, she said, will not make the economy any better. "The reality is the economy is worse, and he can't keep saying it's better," she said. "Joe Biden learned that; people still experience the experience they have, no matter how much" you tell them otherwise.




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/08/03/us/politics/trump-bls-jobs-facts.html



	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next





	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next




A Cancer Patient Chose Assisted Death. That Wasn't the Last Hard Choice.

Tatiana Andia knew Colombia would permit her a medically assisted death. She took her country with her on the journey to dying.

Tatiana Andia, who was diagnosed in 2023 with terminal lung cancer, at home in Bogota, Colombia, where physician-assisted death is legal. But as Ms. Andia was discovering, the existence on paper of a right to control one's death was only a first step.



By Stephanie Nolen
Photographs by Federico Rios Escobar
Stephanie Nolen is examining medically assisted death around the world. She reported this story in Cartagena and Bogota, Colombia.


Aug 03, 2025 at 10:00 AM

The crowd was expectant when Tatiana Andia took the microphone: She was a hero to many in the room, the woman who negotiated cheaper drug prices for Colombia. But that day, at a conference for policymakers and academics on the right to health in Latin America, there was a more intimate topic she wanted to discuss.

"A year ago I was diagnosed with a terminal lung cancer," she began, "one that's incurable, catastrophic, all the terrible adjectives." She gave a small laugh, acknowledging the whole thing sounded preposterous.

The air in the packed conference room went still.

Ms. Andia, 44, a professor and a former official in Colombia's health ministry, said she was going to speak not as an expert, but from a different perspective, one newly acquired -- that of a patient. A particular health rights issue preoccupied her these days, she said: the right to death.

No one, she went on, wants to talk to me about dying.

She began to speak faster and faster, and her hands fluttered around her face like small birds. People in the audience looked at the floor, the ceiling, their laps.

"How come we can't talk about having a dignified death when we talk about the right to health?" she demanded.

On that day a year ago in Cartagena, Colombia, Ms. Andia concluded her presentation without going into details about how and when she would die. But she had been making plans for months.

Colombia has allowed physician-assisted death -- known there as euthanasia -- for a decade. It was the first country in Latin America to allow it, one of just a handful in the world at the time, spurred by a liberal high court petitioned by a terminally ill patient seeking a hastened death.

But as Ms. Andia was discovering, the existence on paper of a right to control one's death was only a first step. Despite extremely liberal policies, assisted death remains rare in Colombia, blocked by institutional barriers in the country's conservative medical culture, and the discomfort with talking about death that so frustrated her. It's a conundrum playing out in a wave of other countries, from Argentina to France, that are introducing or expanding access to assisted death: sometimes the law gets ahead of what a society can accept.

So Ms. Andia decided that her last act in a career of fighting for health care would be to make herself an example to help Colombians embrace a better way of dying.

She was clear on what would be tolerable for her in treating her illness -- and on what she could never accept. She would bring the country with her and have the death she wanted.

She was sure of it.

Speaking at the July 4 panel in Cartagena.


A Diagnosis

In July 2023, after a hiking holiday with her husband, Ms. Andia went to a doctor in Bogota about a sharp pain in her back. Tests revealed that the cause was tumors encircling her spine -- metastases of an incurable lung cancer.

She found herself in the office of Dr. Andrea Zuluaga, an oncologist, who described treatment options that might extend her life. Ms. Andia had a different question: People who have this, how do they die?

Dr. Zuluaga looked taken aback. But she answered frankly: It's a lung cancer, so mostly they asphyxiate.

"That didn't sound great," Ms. Andia recounted later, her understatement punctuated with a big laugh.

Avoiding that became her goal. The question was how to do it. How could she die, with the least amount of suffering, and while she could still control the process?

When she was recruited to the health ministry in 2014, she was excited to join colleagues who were wrestling with sensitive social issues. Some were trying to expand access to abortion, a longtime battle. Others had been tasked with something new: introducing physician-assisted death to the national health system.

Medically assisted death had been decriminalized in the country in 1997, but no Colombian government wanted to write the law that would allow such a controversial practice. The issue languished until 2013, when the country's highest court -- pushed by a second, frustrated, terminally ill patient -- ordered the health ministry to draft regulations right away.

Ms. Andia supported her colleagues' work on assisted death without giving it much thought. She believed in autonomy and choice, but she was healthy and in her 30s; rules about how people could die didn't seem to have much to do with her.

Her focus, instead, was leading a push to cap the price of essential medicines for the public health service, a priority for the health minister at the time, a young, left-leaning economist named Alejandro Gaviria who was new in the role. The regulations Ms. Andia put in place, in the face of fierce resistance from the pharmaceutical industry, became a model for other developing countries.

The National Cancer Institute in Bogota.


Alejandro Gaviria, the former health minister, in his office.


After that victory, she left the ministry and became a professor of sociology at the prestigious Universidad de los Andes. Assisted dying rarely crossed her mind -- until she found herself confronting a terminal cancer at 43.

Colombia's rules for assisted death, she knew, were among the most expansive in the world; the procedure is allowed for patients -- even children -- with unbearable suffering, whether their illness is terminal or not. So there was no question she would be eligible to have a physician end her life when she wanted to.

But that didn't mean she knew how to go about it. Few Colombians did. Because it came about by court order, and not legislation, it wasn't the subject of broad public debate. Doctors, uncomfortable with ending lives and reluctant to give patients so much control, hadn't encouraged it, and by 2023 only one in three hospitals had established the required review committees. And health insurance companies, which nominally have the job of organizing assisted deaths, are so bureaucratic that people die of their illness or give up before they get access.

As a result, assisted deaths remain rare. Between 2015 and 2023, the last year for which data has been released, there were a total of 692 medically assisted deaths in a country of 53 million people.

Within a month of her diagnosis, Ms. Andia decided she would chronicle her path to death. She began writing a newspaper column and appearing regularly on podcasts and TV talk shows. She viewed these efforts as one more way she could broaden health care access by demystifying the assisted dying process, and bringing it into public conversation.

"A person can die in a dignified way," she said on one popular Sunday night TV show. She sketched out the steps she had taken since she learned about the cancer to ensure she could die before she was too debilitated. "That made me calmer. So that's the plan."



Red Lines

Sunset in Cartagena, Colombia.


Ms. Andia drew up her "red lines," the non-negotiables. She would not allow surgery on her brain. She would not undergo chemotherapy, which would weaken her without significantly extending her life.

She felt freer to make these decisions because she did not have children, she said; if she had, it might have muddied her clarity. She would die before she lost her physical autonomy, before she lost her ability to think clearly, before she had no choice but to depend on other people.

But there was a treatment she agreed to try: an immunotherapy that might buy her some time. It was a daily pill with limited side effects. It cost the Colombian health service $1,700 a month (she looked it up, of course) rather than the $10,000 it costs in the United States, because of the drug pricing reform she had helped bring about.

For seven months, that drug held the cancer in check. Ms. Andia took leave from teaching, as did her husband, Andres Molano, also a professor. They traveled to see friends, threw parties, drank wine on their terrace and danced salsa, pressed tightly together.

Ms. Andia said she was consciously packing as much life as she could into her days, although it was hard to know just how frantically to do it: for people on the drug, the statistical models predicted a year of survival on average, but her doctors told her of some who lived for five or six years.

In February 2024, she began to have headaches so excruciating she could not say her own name. The vision in her left eye began to narrow. Tests confirmed that the therapy had stopped working, and there were now tumors in her brain.

 Dr. Zuluaga, her oncologist, wanted her to have radiosurgery, a targeted radiation aimed at the tumors in her brain, which might stop the headaches and buy another pause. She agreed even though she had previously ruled out procedures on her brain.

"If I'm having fun, and a good quality of life, why not have an extra trip and go and see my nieces and my family and friends?" she said in May 2024. "Another hug -- who wants to skip another hug?"

Hosting friends last July.


At dinner with her husband, Andres Molano.


Yet she found herself in a constant negotiation with her doctors, and she struggled to make them understand that her goal was not to live every possible extra day. At one point, Dr. Zuluaga wanted her to have another round of the radiosurgery immediately, but Ms. Andia had a trip planned and refused to cancel it.

Dr. Zuluaga disapproved. "She said in a very harsh tone, 'I don't know if I made myself clear enough that this is urgent,'" Ms. Andia said.

Ms. Andia wanted to reply: "'Yes. You made yourself clear enough. I just decided something else. And I'm happy with my decision.' And I have all this pain now, and who cares? I was happy." But she couldn't bring herself to say the words aloud, even though she knew it was the type of conversation that needed to happen more.

Her doctors suggested a new drug. There was only a one-in-four chance that it would buy her more time, and she was stuck on the cost to the health system: about $10,000 a month. She learned that it was patented and produced by AstraZeneca, but based in large part on research that had been done in publicly funded institutions. It was, in other words, exactly the kind of drug pricing situation she despised.

"I know the trade-offs," she said. "I know what $10,000 per month per patient treatment would imply for the health care system in terms of other things that it would have to stop doing." She wouldn't take it.


Her father, a doctor and longtime activist against high drug prices, and her brothers supported her position. (Her mother had died a few years earlier, but would have concurred, she was sure.) But friends tried to change her mind, saying that she had earned the opportunity to take the drug because of the money she had saved the health system by negotiating the price caps, or because of her value as a professor and a public servant.

Ms. Andia shuddered at the idea that some assessment of her worth should determine how she got care. "What kind of a crazy place are we in, if we start doing that?"

In the evenings, over bottles of red wine, she and her husband argued the ethics. She came at it like a debater; he struggled to control his feelings. One evening, he paced back and forth from the dining table to the terrace, taking slow, deep breaths, before returning to the discussion.

The conversation about what a life is worth was the wrong one, Ms. Andia said.

Instead, she said, it must be about what the drug was worth. She wanted to confront AstraZeneca, and ask what the company spent on research and development and clinical trials.

"You're not Joan of Arc," Mr. Molano told his wife, exasperated.

She narrowed her eyes at him.

"Why would I do this, as if I'm so concerned to have another six months of life," Ms. Andia said. "What does that get me?"

"One fun day?" he replied.

"I've had that," she snapped.

He headed for the terrace.

A bit later, he returned. "But one month more of you bitching about this -- I'll pay for that," he said.

Several months later, she began to take the drug.



Only Bearable Days

In a taxi on the way home from dinner with Mr. Molano.


A year into her disease, Ms. Andia had to rely on Mr. Molano more and more. On the morning of her speech in Cartagena, she tried to put on a favorite jumpsuit and became hopelessly tangled in it because her left leg was increasingly numb. She threw it across the room in a rage and wept for a while.

Mr. Molano helped her into a dress that slipped easily over her head, then bent down to tie the ankle straps of her espadrilles. When she got into the elevator, there were faint tracks of tears on her cheeks.

From the table where she spoke, she tried to make eye contact with everyone in the room, but by now she could no longer see from her left eye, and one side of the crowd was invisible to her.

She thought this sort of dependency would be intolerable, but she still wasn't ready to die, even as it fell to Mr. Molano to gently steer her around obstacles and push the food on her plate to the right. Her legs were splotched in bruises from bumping into things.

She could no longer type, and had to send her family audio messages. She wrote her newspaper columns by dictating into the notes app on her phone, in bed with her cats -- one of whom stole the cheese from the side of the plate she could not see.

On the sofa, she received waves of visitors, and observed how some were ready to join her in thinking about when to end a life -- while others made cheerful conversation about whether she might return to teaching next semester.

Her friend Mr. Gaviria -- the former health minister who oversaw the introduction of assisted death in Colombia, a cancer survivor himself who wrote a book about mortality and the need to talk about death -- joined her for regular lunches. He read her columns. But he didn't ask about the plan for her assisted death.

"I've been very shy about this," he told me. "I don't know why. It's the human heart."

He laughed and shook his head. "I don't practice what I preach," he said. "I don't want the moment that she's going to tell me, 'You know what, I have weeks.'"

Preparing her remarks for the panel in Cartagena in July 2024.


Mr. Molano brought painkillers for a headache.


Ms. Andia was deep in the bureaucracy of dying by now. She had requested that her health insurance company organize her assisted death, but no one answered her calls or emails. She dug out the phone number of a senior executive she had known in her ministry job, and told him bluntly that her request to die was being stalled.

After that, her file moved forward quickly. She wrote in a column that she knew most patients would not have her connections, her profile or her knowledge of the system.

In August, Ms. Andia had a severe seizure. At the hospital, doctors told Mr. Molano and her father that they would need to intubate her, or she would die. The two men were distraught: she had a clear "do not resuscitate" request and was in the process of applying for an assisted death. But that kind of advance planning was so rare in Colombia that the doctors started the intervention. They only stopped at the last moment when Ms. Andia's oncologist burst into the room and insisted.

For a fraught half-hour, it seemed that it was the end, but Ms. Andia regained consciousness. A psychiatrist was summoned to evaluate her. She was deeply debilitated, but managed to show him, on Mr. Molano's phone, that she had been writing about her intention to die for more than a year.


He authorized her right to decline treatment -- and, almost as an afterthought, to have an assisted death, one of the three approvals she needed from independent experts (the others were from a lawyer and an oncologist).

Ms. Andia's recovery from the seizure was painful and slow; she felt as if she were trapped in a deep bag, she said, and unable to join conversations. "There are no good days, only bearable days," she said. Still, she did not set a date to die.

By January and the turn of the year, the borders of her world had shrunk in close. What haunted her now was how the people closest to her, her husband and father and brothers and nieces, would cope with her death. Thinking about how they would experience that day was crushing, the dark image in front of her eyes when she opened them each morning.

Yet she felt urgency to act before she lost the ability. She had the paperwork to allow Mr. Molano or her father to request the procedure when she no longer could, but she would not put them in that position. "I want them to be fully, completely happy that I was the one who chose to die in the way that I want to die."

Irritated with the insurance company, where a bureaucrat wanted to assign her to a random doctor and dictate the time and date of the procedure, she shifted her request to the hospital where her cancer had been treated, hoping she would have more control.

Dr. Paula Gomez, a cardiac anesthesiologist in Bogota.


Most assisted deaths are for patients with cancer, but even at Colombia's national cancer hospital, Ms. Andia's oncology team did not know how to arrange the procedure. Once again, she had to rely on her connections to speed the process. Her request was assigned to Dr. Paula Gomez, a cardiac anesthesiologist at the institute who performs almost all the assisted deaths there.

Dr. Gomez was startled when she learned, just a few years earlier in a medical law class, that assisted death was permitted in Colombia. At first, she was repelled by the practice. Doctors, she said, are not meant to be "executioners." But gradually she began to feel that ending suffering could be the ultimate act of care.

She started performing assisted deaths at the institute, one every few months. She has grown more comfortable with it, she said, even though her colleagues still won't meet her eyes when she arrives on a ward for a death.

But Ms. Andia wanted to die at home. In early February, when she told the hospital it was time, administrators realized they didn't really know how that would work. There were days of scrambling, while Mr. Molano made increasingly desperate calls to the hospital.

By then, Ms. Andia was plagued by excruciating pain, her bright mind dimmed by the powerful medications that never fully blunted the ache from the tumors. She could follow the process, but barely.

She found herself making lists of the things she had lost -- the ability to make her way down her spiral staircase; to lift a cup of strong coffee to her lips; to fire off a sarcastic text message; to dance with her body pressed to Mr. Molano's -- to try to justify why she was, finally, choosing to die.



Her Last Wish

Breakfast with Ramiro the cat last July.


Ms. Andia published her last column on Feb. 26, under the headline "Se Acabo La Fiesta" -- the party is over. "I myself oversimplified euthanasia," she wrote. "But it is not so easy, it is not just a formality. Like many other fundamental rights, it is good and reassuring that it exists on paper, but exercising it in practice is another story."

By then, tens of thousands of Colombians were following her story, watching her navigate the shifting red lines. She wanted them to know that she was drawing the last one.

"The party is over, precisely because it stopped being a party and became an ordeal. And I don't have to show anyone how much I suffer," she wrote. "I bow out with dignity."

That same morning, Dr. Gomez buzzed at the gate of Ms. Andia's home. Inside, she climbed the spiral stairs and came into the bedroom, where Ms. Andia lay with one of her cats snuggled by her neck. The room was filled with roses from her brother's farm and one of her favorite songs -- "I'll Catch You," by the band the Get Up Kids -- played on repeat from the stereo. Ms. Andia's father and two of her brothers sat nearby. Dr. Gomez introduced herself.

"Tatiana, I'm Dr. Paula," she said, "and I'm here for your last wish."

Ms. Andia's brother Boris sang children's songs, and Ms. Andia's thin voice faded in and out in a weak duet. Her father cradled her one last time and left the room. Her husband lay down beside her and took her in his arms. Dr. Gomez placed an IV line in Ms. Andia's forearm and injected first a sedative, then a medication that stopped her heart.

That evening, her death was reported on Colombia's national news. It was in every newspaper. Her career was celebrated. None of the stories mentioned she had died an assisted death.






Read by Stephanie Nolen



Audio produced by Tally Abecassis.






This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/08/03/health/maid-medical-assistance-dying-colombia.html
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When Bloodshed and Chaos Arrived at 345 Park Avenue

On a steamy Monday evening, no one inside the Manhattan office building noticed the dark BMW pull up outside. The driver entered the lobby with a rifle in his hand.




By Michael Wilson, Maureen Farrell and Chelsia Rose Marcius



Aug 03, 2025 at 08:00 AM

A group from the finance firm Blackstone gathered for a mixer off the lobby of 345 Park Avenue on Monday evening. Across the big, airy space a Blackstone senior executive, Wesley LePatner, 43, was passing through after a day of meetings upstairs. She was a mentor to young women who oversaw a real estate team that had injected tens of billions of dollars into their portfolio.

A busy Monday, nearing its end.

There was the lobby's security guard -- friendly and popular. He stepped outside every day to buy a lottery ticket from the news stand on Lexington Avenue. Today's my day, he would joke with the young vendor. I'll win big and solve all my problems.

Darin Laing, 37, in finance, passed him by as he left with a colleague to grab a quick dinner across the street.

None of them noticed a dark BMW pull up on Park Avenue and double park. The driver stepped out. It was a hot day, the beginning of a heat wave that gripped the city. So the lobby's big blinds were lowered against the sun, masking his approach to the building.

Just before 6:30 p.m., the driver, a slim young man wearing sunglasses, entered the lobby with an assault rifle in his right hand.

Much would be learned about that man in the hours and days to follow -- and about the four others who would ultimately lose their lives. But at that moment and for a long stretch that followed, he was an anonymous, terrifying, unfolding threat. One that New Yorkers have seen play out all over America, and now had come to their door.

Interviews with building employees and law enforcement officials tell the story of those harrowing minutes.

A police officer working security for the building, Didarul Islam, 36, didn't immediately notice the gunman. But the gunman locked in on him immediately.

He opened fire, and the mundane workday hum of the big, bright lobby exploded in bullets and screams, blood and shattering glass.

Chaos in the Lobby

Officer Islam -- a husband and father of two boys with a third child due in weeks -- went down. His commanding officer had praised him just days earlier for his string of good arrests. Here in this lobby, where he picked up shifts for extra money, he may not have seen the shooter.

An employee from the N.F.L. offices upstairs was shot and went down, wounded. Ms. LePatner, the Blackstone executive, moved toward a pillar for cover, but the shooter saw and shot her dead.

The security guard, Aland Etienne, 46, spun around and turned toward another security desk. He was trained to lock down the building's elevators in a crisis. The man shot him and he fell. He tried to crawl toward a control panel but collapsed before he got there.

Officers from the Police Department's Crime Scene Unit investigating the lobby. Dakota Santiago for The New York Times


The deafening gunshots rang outside the building. Inside his sweltering news stand, Md Jubel Ahmed, 30, froze, then saw 15 or 20 people dash out of the building's Lexington Avenue door. He was scared and ran, too, without pausing to lock up. Let anybody crazy enough to stick around take his gum and sodas.

Mr. Laing, who had just stepped out for dinner, looked back when he heard the clamor -- shots, shots, shots, shots. More than 20, it sounded like. Men and women ran out of the building, yelling "Active shooter! Active shooter!" He ran two blocks and ducked into a deli, his clothes soaked in sweat.

At 6:28 p.m., the first 911 calls arrived -- there would be 113 in all. Active shooter at 345 Park Avenue.

News Races Through the Upper Floors

In the lobby, the gunman turned toward a bank of elevators -- still operating -- that were used to reach upper floors of the 44-story building.

Up there, news spread in different ways. Some workers on the lower floors heard the shots directly. Others saw their phones blow up with calls or texts -- the N.F.L. worker in the lobby, shot in the back, called his office to warn everyone before he called 911.

There were a handful of employees working on the 21st floor for the law firm Loeb & Loeb who were unaware of what was happening. Suddenly, a group of complete strangers -- Blackstone employees from another floor -- burst out of an elevator and charged into their office, shouting about a shooter on the loose. The group barricaded themselves in a partner's office.

Throughout the building, custodians who had been alerted by their supervisor ran to tell tenants what was happening.

Employees looked down from their windows to see police officers storming toward the building. They arrived four minutes after the first 911 call.

Jonathan Gray, the president of Blackstone, was working on the top floor, as far from the lobby as one could be, when his phone sounded with frantic calls.

Employees reported a shooter. Another colleague called -- Ms. LePatner was down and bleeding in the lobby. Mr. Gray had been in a meeting with her that morning, impressed at her total command of the room.

It felt like a sweeping, confused frenzy that you hear about. The fog of war.

The Wrong Floor

In the lobby, the gunman entered an elevator, seemingly blind to where it would take him. It rose to the 33rd floor, and the doors opened to reveal the offices of the Rudin Management Company, which operates the building.

The man was visibly angry -- a surveillance camera in the room captured his reaction. This was the wrong floor.

Glass doors blocked his path into the offices. He opened fire.

Down the hall, Sebije Nelovic, a 65-year-old custodian for Rudin for 27 years, was dusting a table when she heard the noise. She thought it was the engineers upstairs -- strange sounds were not unusual up there. She went out for a look.

Sebije Nelovic, a custodian in the building for 27 years, was dusting a table when she heard gunfire.  Sarah Blesener for The New York Times


The glass doors to the elevators were riddled with holes and webbed cracks, and they were shattering as bullets tore into the walls near her.

"God help me," she thought.

She raised her hands and, in an appeal to whatever moral code the shooter might hold, said that she was just the cleaning lady. She could see he did not care. She turned and ran, holding her garbage can. The shooting didn't stop.

Julia Hyman, 27, was a Rudin associate and one of the handful of employees still at work. She often stayed late, and greeted Ms. Nelovic every evening.

When the shooting began, she was in a bathroom. She stepped out into the hall. The gunman shot her in the back. She crawled toward a desk, reaching for a phone, and collapsed.

Pleas for Outside Help

At Blackstone offices several floors below, a group of employees scoured their floor looking for somewhere to hide, finding a wellness room that no one knew was there. Some 20 people herded inside. There was one chair.

Trapped in rooms like this, frightened tech-savvy employees reached out -- to the world -- for information.

"Hi I'm barricaded in a bathroom," someone posted on the Reddit channel r/AskNYC. "Please let me know what you hear we haven't heard anything."

"My wife is barricaded in the bathroom with about 20 other women," someone else wrote.

Amid the chaos, it was easy to miss a new detail. The shooting had stopped.

'Shooter Apparently Dead'

At 7:46 p.m., a little over an hour after the first 911 call, an N.F.L. executive texted a colleague: "Shooter apparently dead." The same news quickly reached the Blackstone offices above. Everyone was told to remain sheltered.

The Reddit channel posted dire warnings without evidence. "There is potentially another shooter around," one user wrote, "so stay where you are and be as quiet as you can."

The police cleared the building floor by floor, starting at the top and working down. Room by room, knocking first and breaking down doors if no one opened up.

People flee the area near 345 Park Avenue. Olga Fedorova for The New York Times


They found the gunman on 33, dead from a self-inflicted gunshot wound to the chest. 

Officers sought other threats, finding none. It was after 11 p.m. when the last employees huddled in the building were finally allowed to leave. They were instructed to exit with their hands over their heads, so the police knew they were safe.

Details emerged throughout the night. The shooter, Shane Devon Tamura, was from Las Vegas. A note in his wallet said he believed he had chronic brain damage from playing football in high school, and he blamed the N.F.L. This apparent target was located some 25 floors below the Rudin floor where he went.

The people who had counted 20 or more shots were correct -- he fired 23 in the lobby and 24 on the 33rd floor, the final one into his chest.

The details from the event, in their unplanned randomness -- the lowered shades in the lobby, the big gun no one noticed outside the building, the wrong elevator bank -- reverberated all week, in calls and texts and pings, as the employees from 345 Park Avenue logged on from home.

The building's entrance the morning after the shooting. Dakota Santiago for The New York Times


Stefanos Chen, Jonah E. Bromwich, Taylor Robinson, Ken Belson, Dan Barry and Matthew Haag contributed reporting.




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/08/03/nyregion/park-avenue-shooting-manhattan.html
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Saving Hawaii's History From the Ashes, One Object at a Time

Two years after deadly wildfires hit Lahaina, archaeologists, conservators and congregants have taken on a "CSI" challenge: saving thousands of cultural artifacts from landmarks and sacred sites.

What remains of the once-majestic Buddhist temple at the Lahaina Jodo Mission on Maui. The historic building was destroyed during the wind-driven wildfires on Aug. 8,  2023, but conservation experts and volunteers have been recovering and restoring items one by one.



By Patricia Leigh Brown
Reporting from Lahaina, Hawaii


Aug 02, 2025 at 10:00 AM

On a crystalline morning, with humpback whales leaping in the indigo waters offshore, a group of archivists, curators, conservators and volunteers gathered in a makeshift field station at the Lahaina Jodo Mission, a once-magnificent Japanese Buddhist temple compound that was largely obliterated in the wildfires of Aug. 8, 2023. They were there to take on a "CSI"-like challenge: identifying, cleaning and cataloging the surprising array of artifacts that survived the fires, some nearly unrecognizable beneath flaking metal, scorch marks, ashes and soot.

Theirs was a daunting and humbling task.

On Sundays, Nancy Fushikoshi, one of the volunteers, used to come to the mission with her grandchildren to visit the three-tiered pagoda holding the cremated remains of her husband, Lane, who died 24 years ago. She would slide open the niche's doors so the grandkids could say "Hi, Grandpa!" before lighting a stick of Japanese incense and saying a prayer.

On the day wind-whipped embers turned the mission's coconut palms into torches, the Rev. Gensho Hara and his family attempted to stave off the flames with garden hoses, trying desperately to save the main temple and the pagoda, with its hand-laid copper shingled roof. The only structure to emerge unscathed was a monumental statue of the Buddha; at 12 feet tall, it was the largest such statue outside Japan. He sat serenely on his stone pedestal through it all, bronze hands folded on his lap.

The Rev. Gensho Hara and his family attempted to stave off flames with garden hoses, but all that remains of the Lahaina Jodo Mission, founded in 1912, is the bronze statue of the Buddha. Marco Garcia for The New York Times


The pagoda's wooden shelves had collapsed in the inferno, sending the 187 metal urns housed there careening to the ground. The Fushikoshis were among the families volunteering on that recent morning, hoping that somehow curators and conservators would be able to discern the shallow engravings in Japanese of loved ones' names all but lost in charred and mottled metal.

The wildfire of Aug. 8 claimed the lives of over 100 people, including five members of Hara's congregation. It displaced thousands and destroyed or damaged much of the town's historic core, with rebuilding estimated at $5.5 billion. The tragedy has resulted in increased rates of poverty, higher unemployment and skyrocketing housing costs.

The loss of life and abrupt disappearance of the familiar have since been echoed in Altadena and Pacific Palisades in California. Nearly two years later, to drive around Lahaina town is to encounter ghost gas stations, mailboxes without houses and rogue bougainvillea enlivening piles of rubble.

The tiered pagoda of the Lahaina Jodo Mission on Maui, where congregants used to come to visit the cremated remains of family members. The shelves with their urns collapsed in the fire; all three Buddhist temples were destroyed.  Smith Collection/Gado via Getty Images


Yet there is a lesser-known and more heartening narrative afoot: the thousands of cultural artifacts that made it through the fires, with more being discovered by archaeologists and cultural practitioners nearly every day. They have been uncovered from sites where buildings and even a wooden ocean boardwalk once stood, and rescued from the fragile recesses of embattled landmarks with shored-up walls.

Among them are early Native Hawaiian artifacts that predate Western colonial occupation, including a cowrie shell octopus fishing lure and stone poi pounders used for preparing a traditional food made from taro. "They are artifacts, but a little more," said Tanya Lee-Greig, a Native Hawaiian archaeologist who has led the work of identifying sacred sites. "Our generational memories are present in these objects."

Conservation experts and volunteers catalog recovered items from the Jodo Mission. Some 1,600 or so recovered objects offer vivid glimpses of Lahaina's textured past. Marco Garcia for The New York Times


The town's leveled commercial core is both a National Historic Landmarks District and a site with profound spiritual significance for Native Hawaiians. For the first time, Hawaiian cultural monitors steeped in Indigenous knowledge were recruited to officially stand watch over "debris removal" to make sure resources were not disturbed. These could include artifacts, legally protected burial sites and even trees, which can mark important life events, such as the tradition of burying the umbilical cord (piko) and placenta (iewe) beneath a sapling after a baby's birth. The 62 monitors, locals all, were trained by the Na 'Aikane o Maui Cultural Center, which coordinated emergency assistance right after the fire, even though its premises burned.

"Under normal circumstances, we use bulldozers and take all the debris away as soon as possible," said Jessie A. Pa'ahana, an environmental coordinator for the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, who is of Japanese, Filipino and Native Hawaiian descent. "That doesn't work here."

The curatorial crusade at the Jodo Mission was led by Hawaii's two National Heritage Responders -- Malia Van Heukelem, an art archivist, and the paper conservator Liane Na'auao, both of the University of Hawaii at Manoa on Oahu. They are part of a volunteer network of cultural heritage specialists under the Foundation for Advancement in Conservation, whose expertise and 24/7 hotline is in increasing demand as the ferocity and frequency of wildfires and other disasters escalates.

As wildfires escalate, conservators like Malia Van Heukelem, left, an archivist, and the paper conservator Liane Na'auao are finding their expertise in demand. "Having tangible items that hold memories and stories will be important to healing," Van Heukelem said. Marco Garcia for The New York Times


"I've struggled over the importance of saving physical items given the heartbreaking challenges people face," Van Heukelem, the archivist, said. "But I keep assuring myself that having tangible items that hold memories and stories will be important to healing."

The mission, founded in 1912, was one of Lahaina's three Buddhist temples -- all decimated -- that served Maui's large Japanese population, the earliest arriving as sugar laborers. Hara, now 88, came from Japan as a graduate student; he and his wife, Setsuko, raised their four children there.

Van Heukelem's expertise in salvaging material after disasters was honed in 2004 after a flash flood damaged or destroyed thousands of documents, maps and photographs in the university library. Days after the fire, she and Na'auao launched into action, connecting organizations with professional expertise and producing webinars on object recovery.

Volunteers clean hanging temple bells recovered from the historic Jodo Mission in Lahaina. Marco Garcia for The New York Times


That morning they set up an ad hoc assembly line, with curators and conservators in magnifying headgear in the lead. First came the ornamental bells from the temple, one by one, followed by a two-dimensional Bodhisattva figure from Hara's home, each object tagged and numbered and a dossier created for every one.

When the first of the metal urns started down the line, the 27 participants grew quiet. They treated each urn tenderly, using hand-held air puffers and paintbrushes to dislodge debris. Some urns had collapsed, spilling their contents. The smallest contained the ashes of children. Maya Hara, the minister's eldest daughter, zoomed in with her smartphone to illuminate and magnify inscriptions invisible to the naked eye. "We're grateful for the help," she said. "If we had to do this ourselves, we'd be crying."

Nancy Fushikoshi was there with her two daughters, Carly Fushikoshi and Lisa Keene. Two grueling 10-hour days later, the professionals and the Hara family were able to identify most of the urns, including Nancy's husband's and those of his grandparents, aunties and uncles. "It was a good day today," Keene said. "Now we have peace of mind."

The Rev. Gensho Hara, center, with two of his daughters, Maya, left, and Yayoi, on the remains of the Jodo Mission. The wildfire of Aug. 8 claimed the lives of over 100 people, including five members of Hara's congregation. Marco Garcia for The New York Times


In a shipping container, Yayoi Hara, another of the minister's daughters, has gathered copper roof tiles, temple pillars turned to charcoal, a smashed floral chandelier and other detritus from the temple grounds. She has put out fliers inviting local artists to use it as their raw material. "It's the story of everyone's lives," she said.

FOR NATIVE HAWAIIANS, known as Kanaka Maoli, an abiding attachment to place is reflected in the phrase wahi pana -- storied and sacred landscapes informing beliefs and cultural practices. "Land is not viewed as a commodity but as a living thing, a part of the family," said Kepa Maly, a cultural ethnographer.

On that horrific August day, Keolahou Hinau, the executive director of the Pilikahakai Foundation, a coastal environmental organization, drove up mountain roads and through coffee fields searching for cell reception to contact his daughter in Wailuku, another town on Maui. In one direction, he saw "all the golf courses full of water, all the sprinklers going, as green as can be," he said. In the other direction, he saw Lahaina burning.

Burned roof tiles from the temple are piled next to a shipping container at the Jodo Mission. Marco Garcia for The New York Times


In the late 18th century, Lahaina was considered "the Venice of the Pacific," fed by forest streams cascading down slopes that created an abundant freshwater wetland. For centuries, it was the royal seat of the Hawaiian Kingdom, situated on Moku'ula, a small man-made island set within 17 acres of freshwater fish ponds known as Loko o Mokuhinia. The complex was the kingdom's political and sacred center, its piko, home to the royal mausoleum and Hawaii's most revered chiefess, Queen Keopuolani. Her son Kamehameha III initiated the kingdom's first Constitution there.

The flourishing of native staples like taro, breadfruit and bananas was curtailed with the arrival of the foreign sugar and pineapple industries in the early 1860s. To make way for sugar cane, a thirsty crop, plantation owners subsumed huge tracts of land and diverted the streams that fed the sacred wetlands. It's no coincidence that the Hawaiian words for water, wai, and wealth, waiwai, are related.

In disregard of local history, plantation managers backfilled Moku'ula Island and Loko o Mokuhinia in 1917, first to get rid of mosquitoes and then to build a baseball field for employees. Later, a parking lot was constructed over Moku'ula. "It's like burying the Vatican," said Janet Six, chief archaeologist for Maui County.

"You can save a lot more than people realize," said Kent Severson, a conservator sent by the Smithsonian Institution's Cultural Rescue Initiative. The shipping container holds recovered artifacts. Marco Garcia for The New York Times


After the major sugar operation closed down in 1999, private developers steered much of the diverted water to resorts, golf courses and high-rise subdivisions. Fallow sugar cane fields became a welcome mat for invasive grasses. The fire occurred during a longstanding drought, with hurricane-force winds barreling down the slopes and knocking out power lines that ignited the tinder-dry land. A brush fire evolved into the fatal firestorm that one survivor likened to "a freight train coming down the mountain."

The destructive force severely damaged or destroyed eight historic sites and buildings preserved by the Lahaina Restoration Foundation, their venerable facades and walls clinging to life. The only structure spared was the Hale Pai Printing Museum, an 1837 coral and lava rock cottage where the first Hawaiian-language newspaper was published. It is now the foundation's cozy headquarters.

"Ash and water make lye," Kimberly Flook, the foundation's deputy executive director and an archaeologist, said of the corrosive mixture that coats hundreds of recovered objects pulled from the wreckage -- victims of rain, sea spray and humidity.

Through Van Heukelem, Flook and her colleagues connected with the Smithsonian Institution's Cultural Rescue Initiative, which provided equipment for artifact recovery and sent a conservator, Kent Severson, formerly of the Shangri La Museum of Islamic Art, Culture & Design in Honolulu, to train the foundation's staff. "You can save a lot more than people realize," Severson said.

The Baldwin Home Museum in the heart of Lahaina was burned in the wildfire that raged through town in August 2023. Lahaina Restoration Foundation

The home, built circa 1834, now awaits rebuilding after the fire, which displaced thousands and destroyed or damaged much of the town's historic core. Jesse Neizman


The 1,600 or so recovered objects offer vivid glimpses of Lahaina's textured past. A scrimshaw domino set and a tripot for rendering blubber represent the original extractive industry -- whaling -- which peaked in the 1850s.

That era coincided with the arrival of Christian missionaries like the Rev. Dwight Baldwin, who moved with his family into what became the oldest house on Maui, one of many now-skeletal structures awaiting rebuilding. Baldwin was something of a Renaissance man: a missionary, doctor, dentist and veterinarian whose vaccination program was credited with saving thousands of lives during the 1853 smallpox epidemic. A silver filigree calling-card case and a Victorian tooth extractor are two rescued treasures of the Baldwin Home. The Wo Hing Society museum yielded antique Chinese coins, ivory mahjong pieces and other items salvaged from a once-exquisite Chinese Victorian hall.

Six, Maui's chief archaeologist, and her team uncovered whaling harpoon cannons and anchors, Japanese-style rice bowls and a "canoe basher" designed to poke holes in enemy vessels. They also found numerous coral blocks believed to have been used for Hawaiian Kingdom burial ceremonies. Hundreds of these objects are being stored in county offices for safekeeping. "Our biggest fear was we didn't want to see them on eBay," Six said.

An ivory mahjong set is among the rescued treasures of the Wo Hing Society museum, salvaged from a once-exquisite Chinese Victorian hall. Wo Hing Society


THE RESURRECTIONS of Notre-Dame Cathedral in Paris and the National Museum of Brazil in Rio de Janeiro are eloquent testimonies to what can be achieved after devastating fires. Closer to home, the Pacific Tsunami Museum in Hilo, housed in a former Art Deco bank, examines the catastrophic effect of tsunamis on Hawaii's Big Island.

Many who have lived on the land for generations regard the fire's aftermath as a time of hulihia -- a turning, a chance to radically shift directions and return Lahaina to its native landscape. It offers an opportunity to redefine a beloved town beyond cruise ships and other tourism.

The National Historic Landmark District was designated in 1962, a mere three years after statehood, largely to highlight colonizers -- the missionaries, whalers and sugar planters. Ke'eaumoku Kapu, a prominent Native Hawaiian leader and executive director of the Na 'Aikane o Maui cultural center, has been part of a longstanding movement to restore Lahaina's historic wetlands and the royal island of Moku'ula -- revered places that "got erased," as he put it.

He was speaking from the center's temporary quarters, in a shopping center. Destroyed by the fire, Na 'Aikane o Maui was once a lively cultural hub, with classes in martial arts, hula workshops and a focus on land rights issues. (Kapu's family battled in court for 20 years to successfully reclaim ancestral lands illegally taken by plantations.)

The Native Hawaiian artist Sam Ka'ai with a surviving handmade shark tooth weapon he had collected. More than half of his own carvings went up in smoke. Marco Garcia for The New York Times


The center also housed a formidable trove of artifacts, notably the life's work of the 86-year-old master carver Sam Ka'ai, a recognized Hawaiian Living Treasure. More than half Ka'ai's carvings went up in smoke, along with his extensive personal collection of shark tooth war implements, among other objects. They were gathered during Ka'ai's frequent stays on Samoa, Easter Island, Rarotonga and other islands -- "the chain of vertebrae that make up the lei of ancestors," he said.

The son and grandson of canoe-makers from Hana, Ka'ai has a profound understanding of local knowledge that allowed Hawaiians to thrive on isolated islands, including how to use grinding stones and other traditional implements to craft fish hooks from whalebones and cordage from coconut husks. He can coax exquisite tunes from a bamboo nose-flute and a conch shell.

Of all his losses -- or what he modestly calls "my crybaby stories" -- Ka'ai was most distressed to lose two carved figureheads, or ki'is, designed for Hokule'a, the outrigger that set sail from Hawaii to Tahiti in the 1970s and revived ancient Polynesian navigational techniques. The ki'is, one male and one female, symbolized Hawaiian spirituality and cultural resurgence.

Ka'ai was living at Na 'Aikane o Maui, the cultural center, and providentially moved out a month before it burned. "It was hard to get with him and tell him nothing survived," Kapu, the Native Hawaiian leader, said.

Items recovered from the Jodo Mission await cataloging in Lahaina. Marco Garcia for The New York Times


Since the fire, glimmers of the sacred wetlands that once defined Lahaina have started reappearing, in small streams ebbing and flowing where buildings used to be. Restoring Moku'ula and Loko o Mokuhinia as places of "reverence and honor" will be "a complex process led by the community," said Kapono'ai Molitau, director of the Maui Department of 'Oiwi Resources. The first priority, he pointed out, has to be "getting folks back into their homes." Only 40 houses have been rebuilt so far, and about 770 building permits have been issued or are being processed. Knitting history back into the landscape will take years -- which is as it should be, Molitau said. "In a project of this magnitude, we really only have one great shot at it," he said.

After the fire, Kapu found himself rummaging through the ruins and spied a little lizard head carved out of stone. "Finding that gave me the will to carry on, to make sure I never forget our mission: to be persistent," he said. In trauma's wake, he added, "we need reminders of who we are." Even the tiniest object offers a rarity: hope.




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/08/02/arts/design/lahaina-wildfires-hawaii-history-restoration.html
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News Analysis


Trump's Tariffs Are Making Money. That May Make Them Hard to Quit.

The tariffs are a substantial new source of revenue for the federal government. The budget may start to depend on it.

Shipping containers at the Port of Baltimore. Even before the latest tariffs set in, revenue from taxes collected on imported goods grew drastically this year.



By Andrew Duehren
Reporting from Washington


Aug 03, 2025 at 10:00 AM

President Trump's extensive tariffs have already started to generate a significant amount of money for the federal government, a new source of revenue for a heavily indebted nation that American policymakers may start to rely on.

As part of his quest to reorder the global trading system, Mr. Trump has imposed steep tariffs on America's trading partners, with the bulk of those set to go into effect on Aug. 7. Even before the latest tariffs kick in, revenue from taxes collected on imported goods has grown dramatically so far this year. Customs duties, along with some excise taxes, generated $152 billion through July, roughly double the $78 billion netted over the same time period last fiscal year, according to Treasury data.



Indeed, Mr. Trump has routinely cited the tariff revenue as evidence that his trade approach, which has sowed uncertainty and begun to increase prices for consumers, is a win for the United States. Members of his administration have argued that the money from the tariffs would help plug the hole created by the broad tax cuts Congress passed last month, which are expected to cost the government at least $3.4 trillion.

"The good news is that Tariffs are bringing Billions of Dollars into the USA!" Mr. Trump said on social media shortly after a weak jobs report showed signs of strain in the labor market.

Over time, analysts expect that the tariffs, if left in place, could be worth more than $2 trillion in additional revenue over the next decade. Economists overwhelmingly hope that doesn't happen and the United States abandons the new trade barriers. But some acknowledge that such a substantial stream of revenue could end up being hard to quit.

"I think this is addictive," said Joao Gomes, an economist at the University of Pennsylvania's Wharton School. "I think a source of revenue is very hard to turn away from when the debt and deficit are what they are."

Mr. Trump has long fantasized about replacing taxes on income with tariffs. He often refers fondly to American fiscal policy in the late 19th century, when there was no income tax and the government relied on tariffs, citing that as a model for the future. And while income and payroll taxes remain by far the most important sources of government revenue, the combination of Mr. Trump's tariffs and the latest Republican tax cut does, on the margin, move the United States away from taxing earnings and toward taxing goods.

President Trump and members of his administration have repeatedly said that a key goal of the tariffs is to bring in more government revenue. Tierney L. Cross/The New York Times


Such a shift is expected to be regressive, meaning that rich Americans will fare better than poorer Americans under the change. That's because cutting taxes on income does, in general, provide the biggest benefit to richer Americans who earn the most income. The recent Republican cut to income taxes and the social safety net is perhaps the most regressive piece of major legislation in decades.

Placing new taxes on imported products, however, is expected to raise the cost of everyday goods. Lower-income Americans spend more of their earnings on those more expensive goods, meaning the tariffs amount to a larger tax increase for them compared to richer Americans.

Tariffs have begun to bleed into consumer prices, with many companies saying they will have to start raising prices as a result of added costs. And analysts expect the tariffs to weigh on the performance of the economy overall, which in turn could reduce the amount of traditional income tax revenue the government collects every year.

"Is there a better way to raise that amount of revenue? The economic answer is: Yes, there is a better way, there are more efficient ways," said Ernie Tedeschi, director of economics at the Yale Budget Lab and a former Biden administration official. "But it's really a political question."

Mr. Tedeschi said that future leaders in Washington, whether Republican or Democrat, may be hesitant to roll back the tariffs if that would mean a further addition to the federal debt load, which is already raising alarms on Wall Street. And replacing the tariff revenue with another type of tax increase would require Congress to act, while the tariffs would be a legacy decision made by a previous president.

"Congress may not be excited about taking such a politically risky vote when they didn't have to vote on tariffs in the first place," Mr. Tedeschi said.

Some in Washington are already starting to think about how they could spend the tariff revenue. Mr. Trump recently floated the possibility of sending Americans a cash rebate for the tariffs, and Senator Josh Hawley, Republican of Missouri, recently introduced legislation to send $600 to many Americans. "We have so much money coming in, we're thinking about a little rebate, but the big thing we want to do is pay down debt," Mr. Trump said last month of the tariffs.

Democrats, once they return to power, may face a similar temptation to use the tariff revenue to fund a new social program, especially if raising taxes in Congress proves as challenging as it has in the past. As it is, Democrats have been divided over tariffs. Maintaining the status quo may be an easier political option than changing trade policy.

"That's a hefty chunk of change," Tyson Brody, a Democratic strategist, said of the tariffs. "The way that Democrats are starting to think about it is not that 'these will be impossible to withdraw.' It's: 'Oh look, there's now going to be a large pot of money to use and reprogram.'"

Of course, the tariffs could prove unpopular, and future elected officials may want to take steps that could lower consumer prices. At the same time, the amount of revenue the tariffs generate could decline over time if companies do, in fact, end up bringing back more of their operations to the United States, reducing the number of goods that face the import tax.

"This is clearly not an efficient way to gather revenue," said Alex Jacquez, a former Biden official and the chief of policy and advocacy at Groundwork Collaborative, a liberal group. "And I don't think it would be a long-term progressive priority as a way to simply collect revenue."




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/08/03/business/trump-tariffs-how-much-money-debt.html
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How Many Steps Do You Really Need in a Day?

A new study identifies the right number to reap the health benefits of walking.

 Jim Wilson/The New York Times



By Simar Bajaj



Jul 23, 2025 at 11:30 PM

Walking 10,000 steps a day has long been a fitness cliche. But new research suggests that the health benefits of walking ramp up until about 7,000 steps -- before leveling out. And as daily goals go, that's a little more attainable.

The analysis, published today in the medical journal The Lancet Public Health, examined data from 57 studies and found that even moderate amounts of walking were associated with a lower risk of dementia and cardiovascular disease, among other conditions, adding to a wide body of research tying walking to longevity. People who walked 7,000 steps a day (roughly three miles) also had a 47 percent lower risk of death compared with those who walked 2,000 steps, the analysis found.

"It is just as important to walk 7,000 steps a day as it is to take your pills," said Dr. Joshua Knowles, a cardiologist at Stanford Health Care.

The Many Benefits of Walking

Decades of research shows that walking improves metabolic health, making the heart stronger and more efficient while also reducing weight, cholesterol and blood sugar levels, said Keith Baar, a physiologist at the University of California, Davis.

While most scientific reviews have looked at how higher step counts are linked to lower risk of cardiovascular disease and death, the new analysis examined associations across a much broader range of conditions. For example, the study found that walking 7,000 steps a day was associated with a lower risk of Type 2 diabetes, depressive symptoms and cancer death, when compared with 2,000 steps.

Experts said the most surprising finding was the nearly 40 percent lower risk of dementia in people who walked 7,000 versus 2,000 steps a day. While the exact mechanism isn't clear, exercise is linked to new neuron growth, greater blood flow to the brain and less neurological inflammation, said Dr. Nikhil Palekar, the director of the Stony Brook Center of Excellence for Alzheimer's Disease.

"Getting up and moving has got to be the top priority," Dr. Knowles said.

The Myth of 10,000 Steps

For decades, 10,000 steps was touted as the magic number for good health. But the recommendation is more myth than science, and researchers have debunked it in recent years.

"We don't have any evidence for 10,000 steps," said Melody Ding, an epidemiologist at the University of Sydney School of Public Health and the lead author of the new study. "It's just a really big random number that people throw out there."

The analysis found that there was no significant difference in the risk of falls, cancer, Type 2 diabetes and cardiovascular mortality between people who walked 7,000 versus 10,000 steps per day. There was some improvement beyond 7,000 steps for the risk of dementia and death, although it was small, Dr. Ding added.

The health benefits of walking are like juicing an orange: The first few squeezes give the most juice, but after a while, things start to dry up. In the study, increasing from 2,000 to 4,000 steps a day was associated with a 36 percent lower risk of death, while going from 4,000 to 7,000 was linked to a 17 percent lower risk. The gains flatten further beyond that.

Higher step counts are not harmful, said Hannah Arem, an epidemiologist at MedStar Health Research Institute in Washington -- but nobody needs to feel guilty if they can't hit 10,000.

Moving, Even a Little Bit, Matters

The new data only shows a correlation and cannot prove that walking caused these health benefits. After all, people who walk more tend to be less frail and eat better, potentially muddying the results, said Dr. Seth Martin, a cardiologist at Johns Hopkins Medicine. The specific risk reduction for dementia should also be interpreted with caution, since it was based on just two studies.

Experts also say that intensity still matters. So, on your daily walk, consider adding lunges, picking up the pace or choosing a route with hills or stairs.

Regardless, the evidence is overwhelming that "any steps are good steps," Dr. Martin said. And while not everyone can remember how many minutes they've exercised, almost everyone can track their steps over time with their smartphone.

"If you improve your step count, you are impacting your health across the board," he said.




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/07/23/well/how-many-steps-per-day-health.html
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China's Small Workshops Are Hurting. Trump's Tariffs Are Only One Reason.

The U.S.-Chinese cease-fire left exporters with crippling tariffs, worsening a slowdown for light-industry factories caused by China's shift to advanced manufacturing.

Workers are increasingly reluctant to toil for low pay under harsh conditions in China's workshops, as U.S. trade policies are hurting exports.



By Keith Bradsher
Reporting from Guangzhou, China


Jul 31, 2025 at 05:00 AM

It was 96 degrees in the shade with high humidity and not a breath of wind on Tuesday afternoon in a factory district in Guangzhou, the home base of China's garment manufacturing.

The sewing workshops that were operating in one neighborhood were sweltering. But roughly half of the hundreds of factories were dark, with their doors closed and none of their usual bustle. Around the area, bright red signs on walls and poles indicated industrial buildings were available for sale or rent.

After exchanging escalating tariffs and export restrictions in the spring, China and the Trump administration moved closer this week to another cease-fire to continue to negotiate over their myriad conflicts. But the new status quo has left high barriers between China's exporters and some of their biggest markets in the United States.

Guangdong Province, in southeastern China, and its capital, Guangzhou, have borne the brunt of Mr. Trump's tariffs. China's coastal export sector has been hit twice. It is paying tariffs of 30 percent or more on shipments to the United States -- extraordinarily high by historical measures -- on top of previous tariffs. And exporters to the United States no longer enjoy duty-free treatment for packages worth $800 or less.

In Guangzhou, thousands of small factories near the Pearl River used to supply the cheap clothing that e-commerce giants like Shein and Temu shipped to American homes. Streets in the city's factory districts are less crowded, while managers and workers complain that many orders have evaporated.

Streets in Guangzhou's manufacturing districts are less crowded than they were when American consumers were flocking to Chinese e-commerce giants like Shein and Temu. Qilai Shen for The New York Times


Some garment factories have installed air conditioning, and add strips of plastic sheeting in the doorways to let in light while keeping cool air in. Qilai Shen for The New York Times


Some workers are going door to door and to employment fairs, looking for jobs.

"They are from other factories, or their work is not so good, so they come here with nothing to do," Lai Changxing, a worker at a factory making dress shirts and T-shirts, said while pouring himself a Coca-Cola and trying to cool off during a work break.

Hu Ke, a worker at another garment factory, said orders had halved since spring. "I've been doing this for over a decade," he said. "It's definitely not going well this year."

China's exports to the United States from April through June dropped 23.9 percent from a year earlier, according to the General Administration of Customs in China. Exports of Chinese goods to developing countries have been rising, sometimes for transshipment onward to the United States.

But Mr. Trump's tariffs appear to have worsened long-term trends that have already been eroding China's light industry export sector, as the country shifts toward higher-value industries like electric cars and solar panels.

At the same time, the storefront factories in Guangzhou face rising costs that are difficult to avoid. Workers are demanding that air-conditioning be installed near the rows of sewing machines and fabric-cutting tables.

While Guangzhou has many workshops that have changed little for decades, rising affluence has led to the construction of prosperous shopping malls. Qilai Shen for The New York Times


Workers in Guangzhou look for every way to stay cool. Qilai Shen for The New York Times


Until three years ago, few factory owners bothered with air-conditioning, said Li Aoran, the manager of a workshop that makes pajamas, pants and dresses. But as China has grown more affluent, workers have become less willing to endure extreme heat for long hours toiling under rows of fluorescent lights.

"Now that people's living standards have improved, there are higher expectations for better working conditions," Mr. Li said.

He paid $3,000 last year to install three large air-conditioners for his clothing workshop. His electricity bill has increased $1,000 a month, adding about 5 percent to his overall costs, he said.

Then his orders plummeted this spring when Mr. Trump began limiting access to the American market. So Mr. Li, like many factory managers, has slashed his payroll. He had nearly 50 workers at the end of last year, and now employs 20.

Much of the labor force in factories like Mr. Li's is made up of migrant workers who often travel long distances from their hometowns to Guangzhou for work. Mr. Li and other managers hired a lot fewer workers this spring after the Lunar New Year holidays, shrinking their work forces mainly through attrition in a sector where laborers often change jobs every three months.

Even as some factories are still hiring, broad changes in expectations about pay are adding to costs.

Unskilled workers, who are often younger and doing difficult jobs like ironing finished shirts, are demanding higher wages -- at least $1,100 a month, said Yang Daoyong, the manager of a shirt factory. But skilled sewing machine operators, who are typically older and have few other options, are accepting a slight decline in pay, to about $1,400 a month, he said.

Guangzhou factory representatives recruiting temporary workers while showing samples of their wares. Qilai Shen for The New York Times


A closer look at the recruiting. In addition to better conditions, some garment workers in Guangzhou are demanding higher wages. Qilai Shen for The New York Times


Decades of rapid housing construction has resulted in low rents, typically a couple of hundred dollars a month, making it possible for workers to survive on these paychecks while also having enough left over to send to their families. Their paychecks, which include considerable overtime, are still a big change from a quarter-century ago, when wages were often around $100 a month.

Falling prices for finished garments are the biggest challenge for manufacturers, as a glut of production has driven down prices. Mr. Yang said he had lowered the wholesale price for each shirt to $1.40 from $1.67 a year ago. His overall costs keep rising, though, so he tries to sell more shirts at ever thinner profit margins, he said.

"The domestic market is like a rat race," Mr. Yang added.

The fading of China's sweatshop sector mirrors a rapid shift in the country's labor force, which is shrinking and becoming better educated. The number of young people turning 18 each year has dropped to fewer than 16 million, from 25.5 million two decades ago. A further decline is coming: The annual number of births has fallen below 10 million in each of the past three years.

At the same time, China has rapidly expanded its university system. Two-thirds of the young men and women who turned 18 last year enrolled in a university or college, up from only a fifth in 2005. Unemployment in China has been a deeper problem among recent college graduates, many of whom have had to take jobs as delivery drivers in big cities. Unemployment is less visible among the dwindling ranks of middle-age workers who still toil in Guangzhou's sewing workshops.

Countries like Vietnam have been quick to absorb many of the low-wage jobs now fading away in China.

All of this has workers and managers alike hoping that trade relations with the United States will stabilize soon. "I hope the situation will improve and our business will be better," Mr. Li said.

Guangzhou, a low-lying city along the Pearl River, has dense clusters of garment workshops and small factories as well as canals for drainage during typhoons. Qilai Shen for The New York Times


A glut of finished garments has driven down prices, adding to the challenges in Guangzhou's factory district. Qilai Shen for The New York Times


Li You contributed research.
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Trump Fired America's Economic Data Collector. History Shows the Perils.

Economists say unbiased data is essential for policymaking, and for democracy.

President Trump said he ousted the head of the Bureau of Labor Statistics because the numbers produced by her agency were "rigged" to hurt him politically.



By Ben Casselman



Aug 03, 2025 at 10:01 AM

When President Trump didn't like the weak jobs numbers that were released on Friday, he fired the person responsible for producing them.

It was a move with few precedents in the century-long history of economic statistics in the United States. And for good reason: When political leaders meddle in government data, it rarely ends well.

There is the case of Greece, where the government faked deficit numbers for years, contributing to a debilitating debt crisis that required multiple rounds of bailouts. The country then criminally prosecuted the head of the statistical agency when he insisted on reporting the true figures, further eroding the country's international standing.

There is the case of China, where earlier this century the local authorities manipulated data to hit growth targets mandated by Beijing, forcing analysts and policymakers to turn to alternative measures to gauge the state of the country's economy.

Perhaps most famously, there is the case of Argentina, which in the 2000s and 2010s systematically understated inflation figures to such a degree that the international community eventually stopped relying on the government's data. That loss of faith drove up the country's borrowing costs, worsening a debt crisis that ultimately led to it defaulting on its international obligations.

It is too soon to know whether the United States is on a similar path. But economists and other experts said that Mr. Trump's decision on Friday to fire Erika McEntarfer, the Senate-confirmed head of the Bureau of Labor Statistics, was a troubling step in that direction.

Janet L. Yellen, the former Treasury secretary and chair of the Federal Reserve, said the firing was not what is expected from the most advanced economy in the world.

"This is the kind of thing you would only expect to see in a banana republic," Ms. Yellen said.

Essential Data

The career employees who collect and analyze the data remain at the Bureau of Labor Statistics, using the same methods and procedures they used before Erika McEntarfer was pushed out. U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, via Reuters


The Bureau of Labor Statistics is officially part of the Labor Department, whose secretary is a member of the president's cabinet. But the agency operates independently, producing detailed, nonpartisan data on employment, prices, wages and other topics. 

Economists say that reliable, independently produced statistics are critical to good decision making in both the public and private sector. Officials at the Federal Reserve rely on government-collected data on inflation and unemployment to decide how to set interest rates, which affect how much Americans must pay to get a mortgage or a car loan.

"Good data helps not just the Fed, it helps the government, but it also helps the private sector," Jerome H. Powell, the Fed chair, said at a recent news conference. "The United States has been a leader in that for 100 years," he added, "and we really need to continue that in my view."

Experts on government statistics say data from the Bureau of Labor Statistics and other agencies is unlikely to deteriorate dramatically overnight. The acting commissioner named to replace Dr. McEntarfer on a temporary basis, William J. Wiatrowski, is a longtime employee of the agency who is widely respected by experts inside and outside government. The career employees who collect and analyze the data remain in place, using the same methods and procedures they used before Dr. McEntarfer was pushed out.

But experts who just days ago were defending the integrity of the statistical agencies now find themselves asking uncomfortable questions about the trajectory of economic data in the United States.

"If the poverty numbers come in and look great, is the director of the Census going to get a raise?" said Amy O'Hara, a former Census Bureau official who is now a professor at Georgetown University. "If the household income numbers don't look great what happens then? What about G.D.P.? What about C.P.I.?"

Andreas Georgiou knows the challenges of standing up to such political pressure.

After he took over Greece's statistical agency in 2010, he found that the country has been severely understating its budget deficits. Those findings ran afoul of the Greek authorities, who spent years trying to prosecute him on a variety of charges related to his work, despite independent reviews that supported his conclusions. (He fared better, though, than Olimpiy Kvitkin, the Soviet census official who was arrested and executed when his population count came in lower than Joseph Stalin had announced.)

Mr. Georgiou refused to bend. Reliable statistics are important for policymaking, he said. But they are also essential to democracy.

"Official statistics, government statistics are a mirror that society holds up to itself," he said. If that mirror is distorted, or broken entirely, then the accountability that is central to a democratic system cannot work.

"If society cannot see itself clearly, then it cannot identify its problems," he said. "If it cannot identify its problems, then it cannot find the right solutions. It cannot find the right persons to solve these problems."

Data Integrity at Risk


Mr. Trump said he fired Dr. McEntarfer because the numbers produced by her agency were "rigged" to hurt him politically.

Experts on the government statistics, including former commissioners in both Democratic and Republican administrations, have called foul on that accusation. The commissioner, who is the bureau's sole political appointee, does not control the numbers that the agency publishes, or even see them until they have been finalized by a staff of career technocrats whose careers typically span multiple presidential administrations.

Erica Groshen, who led the bureau under President Barack Obama, recalled getting resistance from the agency's staff when she tried to liven up the language of the monthly jobs reports. The bureau's staff insisted that the agency's job wasn't to say whether the glass was half-full or half-empty, only to report that, "It is an eight-ounce container with four ounces of liquid." Ms. Groshen relented.

That is not to say political interference would be impossible. Government statistics rely on hundreds of methodological decisions, many of them judgment calls with no obviously correct answer. A sufficiently sophisticated agency head might, over time, be able to nudge the data in a politically advantageous direction, without any single decision being so egregious that it led to a mass resignation of career employees.

"I could imagine a new commissioner coming in and trying to make changes to those methods and procedures that try to move those numbers one way or the other," said Katharine G. Abraham, who led the bureau during the Clinton and George W. Bush administrations. "They would have to know a lot in terms of where to put the finger on the scale."

Private Alternatives

There are also blunter approaches. In Argentina in 2007, the government of then-President Nestor Kirchner pushed out the mathematician in charge of the country's consumer price data, then released an inflation figure that was dramatically lower than the one the mathematician had calculated.

The public wasn't fooled. Nor were international bond investors, who ultimately turned to alternative sources of inflation data, calculated by researchers outside the government.

But such alternative sources are inherently limited, said Alberto Cavallo, a Harvard economist who developed one of the most widely used private inflation indexes in Argentina.

"Private alternatives can complement official statistics, but they are not a substitute," Mr. Cavallo wrote in an email. "Government agencies have the resources and scale to conduct nationwide surveys -- something no private initiative can fully replicate."

Recently, Mr. Cavallo has been publishing data on consumer prices in the United States, which has shown the impact of Mr. Trump's tariffs more quickly than the government's data. But while such real-time sources are valuable, they don't carry the "institutional credibility" of government data.

The trouble is that once that credibility is eroded, it is hard to repair -- particularly at a time when partisans on both sides of the political aisle are skeptical of numbers put out by members of the opposing party.

Nancy Potok, a former Census official who served as chief statistician of the United States during the first Trump administration, said that in the past there had been strong bipartisan support for the statistical system in Congress and the business community. But partisanship seems to have eroded that support at a moment when a combination of political pressures and longstanding budget challenges are making it most necessary.

"There were some people who really understood the value of the economic data, and now that's not the conversation and those champions aren't there that were there in the past," she said. "There's no one leading the charge to make these kind of investments."
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No Passports, No Study Abroad: China Limits Public Employees' Travel

Even low-level government employees like elementary school teachers and nurses have been ordered to hand in their passports, to enforce "discipline."

Candidates lining up for a civil service exam in Nanjing, China, last year. CFOTO/Future Publishing, via Getty Images



By Vivian Wang
Reporting from Beijing


Aug 03, 2025 at 05:01 AM

When Tina Liu was hired to teach literature in a public elementary school in southern China, her contract included the usual warnings about absenteeism and job performance.

Then came another line: Traveling abroad without the school's permission could get her fired.

The rule was reinforced in a staff group chat. "According to regulations from higher-ups, teachers need to strengthen their disciplinary awareness," the message said. "We will currently not permit any overseas vacations."

Across China, similar warnings are spreading as the authorities tighten control over state employees' contacts with foreigners. Some kindergarten teachers, doctors and even government contractors and employees of state-owned enterprises have been ordered to hand in their passports. Some cities make retirees wait two years to reclaim their passports.

In many cities, travel overseas by public employees, even for personal reasons, requires approval. Business trips abroad for "ordinary research, exchange and study" have been banned. And in most provinces, those who have studied abroad are now disqualified from certain public positions.

Officials cite various reasons, including protecting national security, fighting corruption and cutting costs. But the scope of the restrictions has expanded rapidly, sweeping up employees who say they have no access to sensitive information or government funds. The New York Times spoke to seven public employees, including an elementary school music teacher, a nurse and a literature professor, who confirmed the restrictions.

A flag-raising ceremony at an elementary school in China, in 2023. CFOTO/Future Publishing, via Getty Images


The rules are part of a push by the central authorities to impose greater so-called political discipline and ideological loyalty on government workers. Two of the people The Times spoke to said they were also ordered to disclose their personal social media accounts to their employers. Another person said she had to notify her employer if she left the city where she worked. Some local governments have banned civil servants from eating out in groups of more than three, measures that came after several reports of excessive drinking at official banquets.

But the authorities are especially vigilant about overseas contact. The Chinese government has long been wary of the threat of espionage and what it sees as hostile foreign forces seeking to sow discontent. In July, People's Daily, the Chinese Communist Party's mouthpiece, published an article declaring that people-to-people diplomacy "exists because of the party" and should be led by the party.

The result is that even as Beijing advertises itself as eager to attract foreign businesses and tourists, it is preventing many of its own people from leaving.

"On the one hand, you want foreigners to come to China. You advertise Chinese culture and hope they'll boost the economy," Ms. Liu, who is in her 20s, said. "But on the other hand, why are you trapping us here, rather than letting us see more of the world?"

Travel restrictions for some state employees are not new. Since 2003, high-ranking officials or those handling state secrets must report foreign travel in advance. Their names are given to border officials to prevent unauthorized exits.

But under Xi Jinping, China's most powerful leader in decades, the controls have extended to far lower-level workers.

Full-time officials at six fishing villages near the city of Zhoushan, in coastal Zhejiang Province, were told to surrender their documents, a local government notice shows. In a city in Jiangxi Province, a public health agency also told employees to report any overseas trips they'd taken since 2018.

A fishing port in Zhoushan, China. Full-time village officials near the city were told to surrender their passports. CFOTO/Future Publishing, via Getty Images


A music teacher at an elementary school in central Hebei Province said that she had applied to go to Malaysia this summer because her sister would be studying abroad there. Her school principal refused the request, said the teacher, who gave only her surname, Wang, for fear of retaliation.

A nurse at a hospital in Zhejiang said she would need four layers of approvals to travel abroad. The nurse, who also asked to be identified only by her surname, Zhu, for fear of retaliation, said she had not applied, even though she had long dreamed of visiting Vietnam. The restrictions, she said, seemed to show a fear that even ordinary workers might flee with sensitive information or illicit funds -- an idea she scoffed at.

"If there are any secrets, would people like us know about them?" she said. "What money do we have to abscond with?"

Those who are allowed to travel abroad are sometimes required to pledge not to endanger national security or speak ill of China while away.

The Inner Mongolia University of Technology told employees not to accept any media interviews or to meet with any "outside parties" while abroad, without authorization. Encounters with "anti-China forces" should be reported to Chinese embassies, the university said.

Failure to hand in one's passport within a week of returning could lead to a five-year travel ban.

The Chinese authorities are tightening control over state employees' contacts with foreigners. In many cities, public employees must hand their passports over to their employers. Wang Zhao/Agence France-Presse -- Getty Images


The restrictions are also creeping into hiring. For new graduates hoping to join China's civil service, some of the most coveted positions are in the program known as "xuandiaosheng," which loosely translates as "selected students." Those students, who are recruited from top universities, are put on a fast track to leadership positions.

Each province determines which schools it will recruit from, and many, including Guangdong in the south, used to include overseas universities. This year, Guangdong listed only Chinese universities; so did five other regions in the past year. Only Shanghai now explicitly accepts graduates of foreign universities for the elite program. 

Liaoning Province, in the northeast, went even further. Anyone who had lived overseas for more than six months, and whose "experience and political performance abroad" were hard to investigate, was deemed ineligible this year.

Police departments in major cities have imposed similar rules. In Shanghai, even having a spouse or close relative who has moved abroad can disqualify a candidate.

Police officers directing traffic in Shanghai. Hector Retamal/Agence France-Presse -- Getty Images


Dongshu Liu, a professor at City University of Hong Kong who studies China's civil service, said that many of the restrictions most likely did not stem from a clear central mandate. But as the central government's scrutiny of midlevel officials has grown, those midlevel officials were probably trying to avoid any possible sources of trouble.

"Because of U.S.-China relations, because of the competition, I think it's fair to say that Chinese society in general has become more sensitive to foreign countries," Professor Liu said. For policymakers, that makes "everything related to foreign countries risky," he added.

The Chinese government still wants to broadcast an image of openness, and would prefer to keep its inward turn more quiet, said Wu Qiang, an independent political analyst in Beijing. Though some local governments have published their passport regulations online, many interviewees said they were told only verbally.

Enforcement of the restrictions appears to be uneven. Ms. Zhu said nurses at other hospitals in her city still had their passports, for instance.

And government employees are not the only ones being scrutinized for overseas ties. China's state security agency has repeatedly warned ordinary citizens about the dangers of traveling overseas, or to look out for foreigners who might be spies.

Dong Mingzhu, the chairwoman of Gree Electric, a major Chinese appliance manufacturer, said earlier this year that she would avoid hiring people who returned from overseas, because they might be spies.

Dong Mingzhu, the chairwoman of Gree Electric, pictured at a booth in Shanghai, in March. Costfoto/NurPhoto via Getty Images


That declaration drew widespread criticism from social media users who said it promoted discrimination and would harm China's global competitiveness. Even People's Daily ran an opinion piece defending overseas talent.

But while ordinary Chinese might complain about restrictions on their freedoms, government employees are unlikely to put up much resistance, said Professor Liu, in Hong Kong. 

Indeed, the government workers The Times spoke to all said they would not quit over having their passports taken.

Ms. Zhu, the nurse in Zhejiang, said her stable salary of about $27,000 a year -- much more than the average in her city -- was worth the "emotional value" she was being denied. And she knew many other workers around her were in the same situation.

"If everyone dies, it's OK, you know?" she said. "As long as I'm not the only one."

Siyi Zhao contributed research.
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Putin Widens Effort to Control Russia's Internet

The introduction of a state-approved messaging app has raised fears that Russia could be preparing to block WhatsApp and Telegram.

A new state-sanctioned messenger service, MAX, will come preinstalled by law on all new smartphones sold in Russia starting in September. Dimitar Dilkoff/Agence France-Presse -- Getty Image



By Paul Sonne
Reporting from Berlin


Aug 03, 2025 at 10:01 AM

Russia is escalating its efforts to curtail online freedom, taking new steps toward a draconian state-controlled internet.

The authorities are cracking down on workarounds that Russians have been using for access to foreign apps and banned content, including through new laws signed by President Vladimir V. Putin this past week. Moscow has also been impeding the function of services from U.S. tech companies, like YouTube, that Russians have used for years.

At the same time, the Kremlin is building out a domestic ecosystem of easily monitored and censored Russian alternatives to Western tech products. That includes a new state-approved messaging service, MAX, which will come preinstalled by law on all new smartphones sold in Russia starting next month.

The idea, experts say, is to migrate more Russians from an open internet dominated by the products of Western tech giants to a censored online ecosystem, where Russians primarily use software under the gaze and influence of the state. The effort has advanced significantly amid wartime repression, but it is unclear how far it will go.

"The goal here is absolute control," said Anastasiia Kruope, a researcher at Human Rights Watch who wrote a recent report on declining Russian internet freedoms.

The Kremlin wants to control not only the information available online but also where and how internet traffic flows, Ms. Kruope said, so the Russian internet can function in isolation and be switched on and off at will. Russia's technical capabilities for clamping down are improving, she added.

"They are not perfect," Ms. Kruope said. "They are not nearly at the level they would like them to be. But they are getting better, and this is the reason to start paying attention."

A History of Vanishing Freedoms

Unlike China, where users have been restricted since the dawn of the internet, Russia long boasted one of the most open and freewheeling environments anywhere online. Operating with virtually no barriers, millions of Russians flocked to Western tech platforms, posted critical news and freely expressed their thoughts on the web.

The Kremlin began to see internet freedom as a threat, particularly after the rise of the opposition leader Aleksei A. Navalny. Sergey Ponomarev for The New York Times


The Kremlin began to see that freedom as a threat, particularly after the rise of the opposition activist Aleksei A. Navalny, who died in prison last year. His exposes of the Putin elite, initially publicized in Live Journal blog posts and later in popular YouTube videos, gave him millions of followers online and the power to mobilize mass protests on the street.

Since the first decade of Mr. Putin's rule, Moscow had been articulating a vision for what it called a "sovereign" internet that would sever Russia as much as possible from the rest of the online world and strip power from foreign tech firms, which didn't always give in to the Kremlin's demands.

But Mr. Putin's full-scale invasion of Ukraine in 2022 gave the government the opportunity to accelerate the plan.

On the eve of the invasion, the state indirectly took over VK, the country's biggest social network, harnessing a platform with millions of existing users to popularize Russian alternatives to Western tech products. The son of Mr. Putin's powerful first deputy chief of staff, Sergei V. Kiriyenko, was tapped to run the company.

Moscow banned Facebook, Instagram and Twitter outright and took steps that caused TikTok to disable functions in Russia. Lawmakers passed draconian laws stifling free expression in the streets and online.

Last year, after building out a video-streaming service on VK, Russia began throttling YouTube, pushing users toward the domestic alternative, though with mixed success.

After Russian bombing in Kharkiv, Ukraine, last month. Russia's full-scale invasion of Ukraine in 2022 gave it the opportunity to accelerate a crackdown on internet freedom.  David Guttenfelder/The New York Times


Now, with the introduction of MAX, the authorities have signaled they may take aim at foreign messaging apps, in particular WhatsApp, which is owned by Meta and counts nearly 100 million monthly users in Russia. Telegram could be a target as well.

Anton V. Gorelkin, deputy head of the IT committee in Russia's lower house of Parliament, said last month that WhatsApp should "prepare to leave the Russian market." He said Russians would replace the app with MAX.

At an economic forum in June, Mr. Gorelkin also called Telegram, based in the United Arab Emirates and owned by the Russian-born internet entrepreneur Pavel Durov, "an entity that worries the state." But he said previously that the app would not be banned.

"I am very afraid that other methods of communication are going to be blocked," said Mikhail Klimarev, head of the Internet Protection Society, an exiled Russian digital-rights group.

Beyond messaging, Telegram allows Russians access to content from exiled journalists, activists and artists, who post in channels. At the same time, the Kremlin uses Telegram to distribute its own propaganda, giving the app a chance of survival. Mr. Klimarev said a Telegram blockage would devastate the Russian internet.

The headquarters of Meta, which owns WhatsApp. The service has nearly 100 million monthly users in Russia. Jason Henry for The New York Times


"Russia will turn into Mordor," he said, referring to the dark realm ruled by evil in the writings of J.R.R. Tolkien.

The Russian WeChat

Through MAX, Russian officials are hoping to create their own version of China's WeChat, an app that remains indispensable for millions of Chinese despite being both censored and monitored.

Apart from messaging and uploading posts, WeChat users can pay utility bills, book train tickets, make payments for goods and services, apply for marriage licenses and in some places even file for divorce.

Moscow is following that model. A new law says government services must be offered through MAX. Officials across all levels of Russian government are being told to install the app. Already, local authorities have been testing the use of MAX by schools and signaling that teachers will be required to use it to communicate with students and parents.

"You need to bring it into the daily life of people to the extent that you cannot avoid this app anymore," said Philipp Dietrich, an analyst at the German Council on Foreign Relations.

"The whole point of doing this is the same reason China is doing WeChat: The more information you can gather against your citizens, the better," Mr. Dietrich added.

MAX's future in part will boil down to how well it functions. Already, Russian internet users have parodied its rollout with memes. A well-known Russian singer and influencer was ridiculed for touting the app to her 5.3 million followers on Instagram -- which is itself banned -- and boasting about its ability to get service "even in the parking garage."

A smartphone store in Moscow. Russia used to have one of the most open and freewheeling online environments anywhere. Getty Images


Mr. Klimarev, the head of the exiled digital rights group, noted that Russia had tried to push its own messaging apps before and failed. He also expressed skepticism that Russians, who are aware of government surveillance, will start speaking, messaging or posting freely on MAX.

If WhatsApp and Telegram are blocked, Mr. Klimarev said, Russians may still gain access to them using virtual private networks, or VPNs, services that reroute internet traffic to circumvent restrictions. And many Russians still use YouTube, Instagram and Facebook through VPNs, though the blockage has significantly dented Russian traffic to the services.

Though VPNs are not explicitly illegal, Moscow is expanding an effort to block them and prevent their usage by everyday Russians. As of late last year, Russian authorities had blocked nearly 200 VPNs, Human Rights Watch said, in what has become a regular cat-and-mouse game between the authorities and nimble providers.

The authorities have also pressured foreign companies like Apple to remove VPN software from app stores. And they have begun exploring new ways to identify and block VPN traffic deeper in the infrastructure of the internet, according to Human Rights Watch.

Mr. Putin signed a new law on Thursday that bans the advertisement of VPN services, making it harder for Russians to find out about new ones as old ones are blocked. New rules also make using a VPN to commit a crime an "aggravating circumstance" that will increase fines and prison sentences.

The Russian leader signed another broad law on Thursday that criminalizes the act of searching for "extremist" content. Videos from Mr. Navalny's anti-corruption group, for example, are labeled "extremist" in Russia.

President Vladimir V. Putin of Russia has signed laws restricting workarounds that Russians use for access to foreign apps and banned content. Nanna Heitmann for The New York Times


Even without banning Telegram, Russia has found ways to limit critical content on the platform. Igor Girkin, an ultranationalist who developed a following on Telegram and criticized the Russian military, was sentenced to four years in prison on extremism charges, chilling other criticism from extreme pro-war military bloggers.

In recent days, the authorities arrested the head of the tabloid-style Telegram channel Baza, known for publishing videos of Russian law-enforcement raids, and accused him of paying off Russian officials for exclusive information. He denied the charges.

The Russian authorities once sought to pressure foreign tech giants into obeying Kremlin demands with fines, threats and other penalties, said Andrey Zakharov, the author of a new book about the Russian internet. But the approach has changed with the war.

"Now the tactic is to block them, kill them and provide an alternative," Mr. Zakharov said, noting also that corruption and incompetence often undermined the follow-through. "MAX is a continuation of that story."

Anton Troianovski and Milana Mazaeva contributed reporting.
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Jeannie Seely, Who Pushed Boundaries at the Grand Ole Opry, Dies at 85

She blazed a trail for women in country music with the candor of her songs and her bold fashion sense. She was the first woman to host a segment on the Opry.

Ms. Seely around 1970. She built a career around recordings that plumbed themes of infidelity, heartbreak and female emancipation. Michael Ochs Archives/Getty Images



By Bill Friskics-Warren



Aug 02, 2025 at 02:58 AM

Jeannie Seely, who in the 1960s helped transform the image of women in country music from demure, gingham-clad helpmeet to self-possessed free spirit, died on Friday in Hermitage, Tenn., a suburb of Nashville. She was 85.

Her death, in a hospital, was announced by the Country Music Association. The cause was an intestinal infection, said Don Murry Grubbs, Ms. Seely's publicist.

A mainstay of the Grand Ole Opry for more than five decades, Ms. Seely had more than a dozen Top 40 country hits between 1966 and 1974. She was known as "Miss Country Soul" for the torch-like quality of her vocals.

Her most popular recording, "Don't Touch Me," reached No. 2 on the Billboard country chart and crossed over to the mainstream Hot 100 in 1966. A sensual ballad whose lyrics stress emotional commitment over sexual gratification, the song has been covered by numerous artists, including the folk singer Carolyn Hester, the reggae artist Nicky Thomas and the soul music pioneer Etta James.


The song won Ms. Seely the Grammy Award for best female country vocal performance in 1967. The record's less-is-more arrangement -- slip-note piano, sympathetic background singers and sighing steel guitar -- was vintage Nashville Sound on the cusp of "countrypolitan," its pop-inflected successor.

"Don't open the door to heaven if I can't come in/Don't touch me if you don't love me," Ms. Seely admonishes her lover, her voice abounding with unfulfilled desire.

Ms. Seely in 2017 performing at the Grand Ole Opry. "I was the main woman that kept kicking on that door to get to host the Opry segments," she once said. Jason Davis/Getty Images


"To have you, then lose you, wouldn't be smart on my part," she sings in the final stanza. She tortures the word "part" for two measures until her voice breaks and, with it, it seems, her heart.

Written by Hank Cochran, who would become Ms. Seely's husband, "Don't Touch Me" anticipated Sammi Smith's breathtakingly intimate version of Kris Kristofferson's "Help Me Make It Through the Night," which was released four years later. "Don't Touch Me," the critic Robert Christgau wrote, "took country women's sexuality from the honky-tonk into the bedroom."

Ms. Seely blazed a trail for women in country music for the candor of her songs, and for wearing miniskirts and go-go boots on the Opry stage, bucking the gingham-and-calico dress code embraced by some of her more matronly predecessors like Kitty Wells and Dottie West. In the 1980s, she became the first woman to host her own segment on the typically conservative and patriarchal Opry.

"I was the main woman that kept kicking on that door to get to host the Opry segments," Ms. Seely told the Nashville Scene newspaper in 2005. "I used to say to my former manager Hal Durham, 'Tell me again why is it women can't host on the Opry?' He'd rock on his toes and jingle his change and say, 'It's tradition, Jeannie.' And I'd say, 'Oh, that's right. It's tradition. It just smells like discrimination.'"

Ms. Seely worked with top-tier Nashville session players who were attuned to the soulful sounds in Memphis and Muscle Shoals, Ala., to build a career around recordings that plumbed themes of infidelity, heartbreak and female emancipation.

The titles of some of her singles spoke volumes: "All Right (I'll Sign the Papers)" (1971), about the ravages of divorce; "Welcome Home to Nothing" (1968), about a marriage gone cold; and "Take Me to Bed" (1978). Her unflinching vocals told the rest of the story.

"Can I Sleep in Your Arms," an intimacy-starved rewrite of the Depression-era lament, "Can I Sleep in Your Barn Tonight, Mister," was a Top 10 country hit in 1973. (Two years later, Willie Nelson recorded the song for his groundbreaking concept album, "Red Headed Stranger.")

Ms. Seely in 2023. She emerged as an elder stateswoman of the Opry, which remained her chief passion into the 2020s. Lisa O'Connor/AFF, via Alamy Live News


Marilyn Jeanne Seeley was born on July 6, 1940, in Titusville, Pa., and grew up in nearby Townville. (She later changed the spelling of her surname.) She was the youngest of four children of Leo and Irene Seeley. Her father, a farmer and steel mill worker, played banjo and called square dances on weekends. Her mother sang in the kitchen while baking bread on Saturdays.

Ms. Seely was 11 when she first performed on the radio station WMGW in Meadville, Pa. "I can still remember standing on a stack of wooden soda cases because I wasn't tall enough to reach the unadjustable microphones," she recalled on her website.

After graduating from high school, where she was a cheerleader and honor student, she took a job with the Titusville Trust Company. Three years later, she moved to California and went to work at a bank in Beverly Hills.

A job as a secretary at Imperial Records in Hollywood opened doors in the music business, and she found early success as a songwriter with "Anyone Who Knows What Love Is (Will Understand)."

Written with a young Randy Newman and two other collaborators, the song reached the Hot 100 in a version by the New Orleans soul singer Irma Thomas in 1964. More than a half-century later, after having been recorded by Boyz II Men and others, it was used in episodes of the science-fiction TV series "Black Mirror."

In 1965, Ms. Seely signed a contract with Challenge Records, the West Coast label owned by the country singer Gene Autry. The association yielded regional hits but no national exposure.

At the urging of Mr. Cochran, whom she married in 1969 (the couple later divorced), Ms. Seely moved to Nashville, where she signed with Fred Foster's Monument Records and had her breakthrough hit, "Don't Touch Me."

She made her Opry debut in the summer of 1966 and briefly starred as the female singer on "The Porter Wagoner Show," a nationally syndicated TV program, while also performing regularly with Ernest Tubb.

"My idea of 'feminist,'" she once said, "is to make sure that women have the same choices that men have always had, and that we are respected for our roles -- whatever they are -- as much as any man is respected for his." Terry Wyatt/Getty Images


Ms. Seely's biggest country hit as a songwriter came with "Leavin' and Sayin' Goodbye," a chart-topping single for the singer Faron Young in 1972. Merle Haggard and Ray Price also recorded her originals.

In 1977, after a decade of hits, including a handful of Top 20 country duets with the crooner Jack Greene, she sustained serious injuries in an automobile accident that almost ended her career. Apart from appearing on the Opry and having a small part in the 1980 movie "Honeysuckle Rose," which starred Mr. Nelson, she all but retired from performing. (Her other movie appearance was in 2002 in "Changing Hearts," starring Faye Dunaway.)

In the 2000s, Ms. Seely increasingly turned her attention to bluegrass, recording an award-winning duet with Ralph Stanley. She also emerged as an elder stateswoman of the Opry, which remained her chief passion into the 2020s.

Her second husband, Gene Ward, whom she married in 2010, preceded her in death. She did not have any immediate survivors.

In 2005, with the country singers Kathy Mattea and Pam Tillis, Ms. Seely starred in a Nashville production of Eve Ensler's "The Vagina Monologues." It was second nature to her, she told Nashville Scene, to appear in such a politically charged play.

"I think of myself as a feminist," she explained. "My idea of 'feminist' is to make sure that women have the same choices that men have always had, and that we are respected for our roles -- whatever they are -- as much as any man is respected for his."
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Texas Democrats Leave State to Block G.O.P. From Redrawing Political Map

The walkout was a sharp escalation in the clash over a redistricting effort. Gov. Greg Abbott threatened to remove the lawmakers who left their posts if they did not return by Monday.

Video: Texas Democrats Leave State to Block Vote on Redrawn Political Map

The departure was a last-ditch attempt to stop Republicans from adopting an aggressively redrawn congressional map, which would flip five Democratic congressional districts to favor Republicans.


By J. David Goodman and Julie Bosman
J. David Goodman reported from Austin and Houston. Julie Bosman reported from Chicago and Carol Stream, Ill.


Aug 03, 2025 at 09:49 PM

Democratic members of the Texas House of Representatives left the state on Sunday in a last-ditch attempt to stop Republicans from adopting an aggressively redrawn congressional map. Their absence is expected to prevent the House from reaching the quorum needed to hold a vote this week.

The walkout was a sharp escalation in the bitter partisan clash over a mid-decade redistricting in Texas that was requested by President Trump. Republicans in the State Legislature were rapidly moving forward, with the map -- drawn to flip five Democratic congressional districts to favor Republicans -- being passed out of two committees over the weekend.

Hours after the Democrats departed, Gov. Greg Abbott responded with a further escalation, declaring that their walkout amounted to an "abandonment or forfeiture of an elected state office."

If they do not show up for a scheduled floor debate on the maps on Monday, Mr. Abbott said, he will invoke a legal opinion by the Texas attorney general and take steps to "remove the missing Democrats from membership in the Texas House." Such a move would almost certainly be challenged in court. 



Even before Mr. Abbott's threat, the ultimate outcome for Texas Democrats was far from certain: The walkout could delay action in the Legislature for several weeks or more, but comparable past attempts to block Republican legislation and redistricting in Texas eventually failed.

Most of the Democratic lawmakers who took part headed to Chicago shortly after 5 p.m. Central time. Gov. JB Pritzker of Illinois has been weighing whether his state will respond to the move in Texas by redrawing its own congressional map in the Democrats' favor.

The Texas Democrats who flew to Chicago stood with Mr. Pritzker during a news conference late Sunday at a local Democratic Party office near the city.

"This is not just rigging the system in Texas," Mr. Pritzker said of the Republicans' efforts. "It's about rigging the system against the rights of all Americans for years to come."

A smaller group of Texas Democrats was going to New York, where they were expected to meet with Gov. Kathy Hochul on Monday. She has also been looking for ways that her state could respond to the Republican move.

A handful of Democratic lawmakers were traveling from Texas to Boston, for a meeting of the National Conference of State Legislatures this week.

"We're leaving Texas to fight for Texans," Gene Wu, a state representative from Houston and the chair of the Democratic caucus in the Texas House, said in a statement Sunday. "We're walking out on a rigged system that refuses to listen to the people we represent."

Mr. Wu faulted Mr. Trump and Mr. Abbott for pushing the redistricting forward in a special legislative session before lawmakers had taken action on a response to the deadly flooding in the Texas Hill Country. Mr. Wu, who was traveling to Illinois, suggested that the walkout could last through the rest of the 30-day special session, which was scheduled to end in late August, and possibly beyond.

"As of today, this corrupt special session is over," Mr. Wu said.

The action had the support of national Democratic groups and required coordination among nearly all of the Democrats in the Texas House. For the House to conduct business, at least two-thirds of its 150 members must be present. There are 62 Democrats in the House, and at least 51 of them would have to take part for the walkout to be effective. The number of those taking part in the walkout on Sunday was well over that threshold, according to a person with knowledge of the effort. 

"We didn't start this fight -- Donald Trump started it," Representative Ramon Romero Jr., a Fort Worth-area Democrat, said in one video recorded from the tarmac at an airport in Austin. "You see me? Look here. Bye."

Texas Republican lawmakers could try to compel the Democratic members to return by issuing civil arrest warrants for violating the rules of the Texas House, as they did during a previous walkout, or by withholding pay from the members and their staffs. The speaker of the Texas House, Dustin Burrows, a Republican, said in a statement that "all options will be on the table" if not enough members are present when the House meets on Monday at 3 p.m. 

Ken Paxton, the state attorney general, said on X that the Democrats "who try and run away like cowards should be found, arrested, and brought back to the Capitol immediately." He has promised to work with state and federal authorities to bring back absent members.

In addition to threatening their removal, Mr. Abbott said that the absent Democrats "may also have committed felonies" if they accepted money to pay any potential fines they would face under House rules.

Texas Democrats have been discussing the possibility of preventing a quorum ever since Mr. Abbott, a Republican, added redistricting to the agenda for the special session that began July 21.

Some Democratic members appeared to be apprehensive about attempting a walkout because the Republican majority in the House adopted new rules that impose a fine of $500 for each day a member is absent without permission.

Even so, national Democrats, including the Democratic National Committee, urged Texas Democrats to use whatever tactics were at their disposal. The fines could potentially be challenged in court. 

"We will fight alongside them to stop this anti-democratic assault," Ken Martin, the chairman of the Democratic National Committee, said in a statement on Sunday. 

Jolanda Jones, a Democratic state representative, held a map during a committee meeting on Friday. Brandon Bell/Getty Images


Discussions about Texas Democrats traveling to Illinois have been going on since at least late June, when party officials in Texas began speaking with Mr. Pritzker and his staff.

A group of Texas Democrats flew to Chicago last month, met with Mr. Pritzker and were reassured that the governor and his team would support them if they chose to go to Illinois, according to a person familiar with the discussions. Mr. Pritzker's staff has been providing logistical support, including determining where the lawmakers could stay and offering office resources, the person said.

Though Illinois has offered a safe haven, some Texas Democratic members expressed concern that Mr. Trump would try to use federal agents to round up the legislators and bring them back to Texas. It was not immediately clear whether there would be a legal basis for doing so, since the lawmakers would be violating state legislative rules and not federal law.

The Texas lawmakers decided not to go to Washington -- as they had during a walkout in 2021 -- because of federal jurisdiction in the capital, according to the person with direct knowledge of the effort.

Previous walkouts by Texas Democrats against the solid Republican majority in the Texas Legislature have also been mounted in what they said was a defense of voting rights. Many of the members who left the state on Sunday had done so before.

"Our democracy is being stolen right in front of our faces," said Representative Trey Martinez Fischer, who helped lead the action in 2021. "If it takes Texas Democrats to walk out and wake up the nation, that's what we're going to do. Democrats need to start acting like Democrats and fight back."

In 2021, Texas Democrats walked out hoping to block legislation on voting that they said would diminish representation for Black and Hispanic voters across the state. In response, the Republican speaker of the Texas House issued civil arrest warrants for the absent members to force them to return. 

None of the members were actually arrested in 2021. But after nearly five weeks' absence, three Democrats broke ranks and returned to the State Capitol in Austin, allowing the House to achieve a quorum and pass the legislation in a new special session called by Mr. Abbott. The Legislature also adopted new district maps after the Democrats returned.

"Texas Dems pulled the same stunt in 2021 because of my election integrity bill," Bryan Hughes, a Republican state senator from East Texas, said of the walkout on Sunday. "We still got it passed and we'll do it again with redistricting."

The first major showdown in Texas over redistricting came in 2003 when Republicans in Washington, led by Representative Tom DeLay, the U.S. House majority leader, pushed for a mid-decade redistricting.

The fight over the new maps was bruising. Democratic lawmakers left, first from the Texas House, to try to halt progress there. Then, in a special session, Democrats in the Texas Senate staged their own walkout and hid out in New Mexico for more than five weeks.

The effort ended when John Whitmire, then a state senator, returned to Austin. The new maps were adopted soon afterward, and Republicans succeeded in gaining a majority of the state's seats in the U.S. House in the 2004 election, an advantage they have retained ever since.

Nick Corasaniti contributed reporting from New York.
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The Billionaire Behind Mysterious Immigration Ads Targeting Miami Republicans

"Deporting immigrants is cruel," some of the ads against Cuban Americans in Congress read. Michael B. Fernandez wanted to "wake up" Miami's conscience.

Michael B. Fernandez's goal for the ad campaign is to help oust three Florida Republicans from Congress, who he says have failed to push back against the Trump administration's immigration policies.  Alfonso Duran for The New York Times



By Patricia Mazzei
Reporting from Coral Gables, Fla.


Aug 03, 2025 at 10:01 AM

The mysterious billboards and digital ads surfaced in April, difficult for Miami's drivers, internet surfers and social media users to miss. "Deporting immigrants is cruel," one said, featuring the faces of Cuban American Republicans in Congress. More ads followed, most recently trying to denounce the politicians for a new state-run immigration detention center in the Florida Everglades known as "Alligator Alcatraz."

Now, after months of anonymity, the leader of the unusual campaign, Michael B. Fernandez, has decided to go public for the first time, explaining why he is spending millions -- or even tens of millions -- of his fortune on the ads.

Mr. Fernandez, a billionaire philanthropist and the chairman of MBF Healthcare Partners, a private investment firm in Coral Gables, Fla., said in an interview with The New York Times on Friday that he hoped to "wake up the conscience" of Miamians, especially fellow Cuban Americans. He fears they fail to see parallels between the strongmen they fled and what he says is the United States' eroding democracy.

"We are seeing a replay of what I saw when I was 12 years old and left Cuba," said Mr. Fernandez, 73, who is known as Mike. "It is beyond troubling. It is scary."

Mr. Fernandez is a former Republican who left the party more than a decade ago to register without party affiliation.

The ad campaign, run by a political group called Keep Them Honest, has made Mr. Fernandez something of an outlier in Florida, which has moved decidedly to the political right. That trend has occurred throughout Miami-Dade County, where several cities have some of the country's highest levels of foreign-born residents, most of them Hispanic. Republicans have defended President Trump's crackdown on illegal immigration as necessary to ensure the rule of law after the number of migrants crossing the southern border surged in recent years.

Mr. Fernandez's immediate goal is to help oust in next year's midterm elections at least one of the state's three Cuban American Republican members of Congress: Representatives Mario Diaz-Balart, Carlos A. Gimenez and Maria Elvira Salazar.

The three Republicans, however, have not entirely supported the White House's immigration crackdown. They have pushed back against the administration's move to strip deportation protections from hundreds of thousands of Venezuelans, a rare instance of dissent between congressional Republicans and Mr. Trump. Ms. Salazar has also noted that she filed legislation to provide some immigrants a path to legal status, though the effort has not gained much traction.

When a local Spanish-language television station asked Mr. Diaz-Balart recently about the ads, he said that it was a point of "much pride" for "the extreme left to criticize me."

One of Mr. Fernandez's ads, which features Republican Cuban Americans in Congress and, to the left, Secretary of State Marco Rubio, who is also Cuban American. Keep Them Honest, Inc.


"Congressman -- it's not them," Mr. Fernandez wrote, referring to the "extreme left," in a letter that he plans to publish soon to reveal his campaign involvement. "It's us."

It was not previously known that Mr. Fernandez has led the ad campaign, but he has excoriated the three Republicans before. In May, he wrote a letter urging them to stand up to Mr. Trump. He also took out full-page ads against them in The Times and The Wall Street Journal decrying their "complicity and cowardice."

Mr. Fernandez knows his campaign to unseat any of the three representatives might fail. The three are well known, none of their districts are very competitive and, Mr. Fernandez said, there do not appear to be strong prospective Democratic candidates to challenge them.

As much as he is pouring his money into the ads, Mr. Fernandez acknowledged that just spending his fortune may not be enough to reach his goal. "It cannot just be cash on the table," he said.

By putting his name to the campaign, Mr. Fernandez said he would like to initiate a "movement" of like-minded donors, activists and voters to commit to robustly challenging congressional Republicans in the midterms, who he says have not done enough to challenge the Trump administration's immigration policies.

Mr. Fernandez said he had privately persuaded more than 30 donors, about a third of them Republicans, to contribute since April to Keep Them Honest. As a "dark money" group, Keep Them Honest can fund issue ads and does not have to disclose its donors.

He would like more of them to speak publicly but is not sure if they will for fear of retaliation. Mr. Fernandez said he had received threats and lost investors, friends and close contact with some family members as a result of his political involvement.

By his estimation, Mr. Fernandez donated more than $30 million to Republican candidates over the years, including small contributions in the past to Ms. Salazar, whom he is now targeting. He also served as finance co-chairman of the 2014 re-election campaign of former Gov. Rick Scott, a Republican, and donated millions to Jeb Bush's Republican presidential campaign in 2016. After Mr. Trump won that year's primary, Mr. Fernandez endorsed Hillary Clinton, a Democrat, in the general election.

Mr. Fernandez's family arrived in New York in 1965. He remembered how other immigrants in the city, from Mexico and Ireland, gave him snow boots and a coat. He later served as a paratrooper in the U.S. Army.

He recently rescinded a $10 million donation to Miami Dade College and a $1 million donation to Florida International University, both public institutions. It was a response to state lawmakers and Gov. Ron DeSantis, a Republican, repealing legislation from 2014 that allowed certain immigrants who were brought into the country illegally as children to pay in-state tuition rates.

Mr. Fernandez had forcefully lobbied for the original law, which hangs framed on his office wall. He said he was redirecting some of that money to a nonprofit that provides undocumented students scholarships to private schools.

"I have to leave a mark," he said, "an example to my family and my children."
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U.S. and Israeli Officials Float Idea of 'All or Nothing' Gaza Deal

The apparent shift in tone comes as cease-fire negotiations have hit a wall and pressure is mounting on Israel over the hunger crisis in Gaza. But Israel and Hamas remain far apart on the terms of any deal.

Protesters in Tel Aviv demanding an immediate end to the war and the release of all hostages held in Gaza. Nir Elias/Reuters



By Isabel Kershner and Aaron Boxerman
Reporting from Jerusalem


Aug 03, 2025 at 02:54 PM

For months, the Israeli government had focused on negotiating a two-phased deal for a 60-day cease-fire in Gaza and the release of some hostages, leaving discussions about a permanent end to the war for a later stage.

With the talks now at an impasse, American and Israeli officials appear to be sharply changing their tone by signaling that they will push for a comprehensive deal. But Israel and Hamas remain far apart, and analysts said this new approach would also face steep challenges.

The shift, at least in rhetoric, comes as the Israeli government faces rising domestic pressure to secure the release of hostages still held in Gaza. Israel believes that about 20 are still alive and that the bodies of 30 others remain in the enclave. Videos released over the weekend showed two living captives looking emaciated and frail, shocking many Israelis and sparking fear among the hostages' families.

The Israeli government has also come under mounting international criticism over the mass hunger that has spread through Gaza's population of about two million people after Israel imposed strict restrictions in recent months on the entry of aid.

Israel has continued launching military strikes on Gaza, even as it has facilitated the entry of more aid into Gaza in recent days. The Palestine Red Crescent Society said on Sunday that Israeli artillery had hit its offices in Khan Younis, killing one of the aid group's staffers and injuring others. The Israeli military did not immediately comment.

Steve Witkoff, the Trump administration's special envoy to the Middle East, who is visiting the region, met with families of Israeli hostages on Saturday and told them that President Trump now wants to see all the living hostages released at once.

"No piecemeal deals, that doesn't work," he said, according to an audio recording of part of the meeting published by the Ynet Hebrew news site.

"Now we think that we have to shift this negotiation to 'all or nothing' -- everybody comes home," he said. "We have a plan around it," he added, without elaborating. A participant in the meeting confirmed that Mr. Witkoff made such remarks.

Israel and Hamas do not negotiate directly. Instead, negotiations for a cease-fire between the two sides have run through intermediaries: the United States, Qatar and Egypt.

Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu of Israel and Mr. Trump are said to be working on a new proposal that would involve presenting Hamas with an ultimatum, according to reports in the Israeli news media that were confirmed on Sunday by a person familiar with the matter. The White House was not immediately available for comment.

Under the terms of the ultimatum, Hamas would have to release the remaining hostages in exchange for Palestinian prisoners and agree to terms to end the war that include the group's disarmament. Otherwise, the Israeli military would continue its campaign.

Palestinians outside a charity kitchen in Gaza on Saturday. Israel has come under increasing pressure over mounting hunger in the territory. Saher Alghorra for The New York Times


Mahmoud Mardawi, a Hamas official, said the Palestinian armed group had yet to receive a formal Israeli proposal for a comprehensive deal from Arab mediators. He said that while Hamas supported such an agreement in principle, it would not disarm -- which has long been a core Israeli condition.

"This has been our demand from the beginning: an end to the war, the release of prisoners, and day-after arrangements in the Gaza Strip -- a clear and comprehensive deal," Mr. Mardawi said in a phone interview.

The prospects of any rapid advancement toward such a deal appear dim.

Hamas has consistently rejected Israel's terms for ending the war throughout the negotiations. On Saturday, the group said in a statement that it would not disarm unless a Palestinian state was established, despite a call from Arab states last week for the group to do so.

The Israeli government opposes Palestinian statehood. On Sunday, Itamar Ben-Gvir, the Israeli national security minister, visited the Al Aqsa Mosque compound, which Jews revere as the Temple Mount, long a tinderbox for Israeli-Palestinian tensions. Arab leaders denounced Mr. Ben-Gvir's ascent to the site -- during which he openly prayed -- as a provocation.

"It's important to convey from this place that we should immediately conquer Gaza, exercise our sovereignty there, and eliminate every last Hamas member," Mr. Ben-Gvir said from the site, in a video shared by his office.

Many Israelis say they support a comprehensive deal to return all the hostages and end the war. But many are skeptical that such a deal can be achieved under the conditions set by the hard-line Israeli government, which has vowed to continue fighting until Hamas surrenders or is destroyed. Many also doubt that Hamas would ultimately give up all the hostages, the only cards the group holds against Israel.

On Sunday night, Mr. Netanyahu argued that Hamas "does not want a deal" and vowed to press on in the attempt "to release our captive sons, eliminate Hamas and ensure that Gaza no longer poses a threat to Israel."

Given the firm positions of both sides, an Israeli and American push for a comprehensive deal may not bring an agreement closer, according to analysts.

"Hamas is essentially saying to Israel: 'If you want the 20 living hostages out, give us a full victory,'" said Ehud Yaari, an Israel-based fellow of the Washington Institute for Near East Policy, an independent research group.

Hamas's terms are far beyond what Mr. Netanyahu would accept, Mr. Yaari said. But, he added, the prime minister "has to keep convincing the Israeli public and his own voters that he is doing everything he can, and he has to reassure the families of the hostages."

Mr. Mardawi, the Hamas official, said that Hamas saw little reason to negotiate with Israel given the dire humanitarian situation in Gaza. "What is the point of talks when people are dying of starvation?" he said.

The hunger crisis worsened after Israel's government imposed severe restrictions on aid entering the territory. Israel has accused aid agencies of mismanaging supplies and Hamas of diverting aid. But some Israeli military officials said the military never found proof that Hamas had systematically stolen aid from the United Nations, the biggest supplier of emergency assistance to Gaza for most of the war.

More than 60,000 Palestinians have been killed in Gaza since the war began, including thousands of children, according to the Gaza health ministry, which does not distinguish between civilians and combatants.

The Hamas-led attack on Israel on Oct. 7, 2023, which ignited the war, killed about 1,200 people, according to the Israeli government, and about 250 people were taken captive to Gaza. More than 100 hostages were freed during previous cease-fires and Israeli forces operating in the enclave have retrieved the bodies of some others.

Ruby Chen, the father of the American-Israeli soldier Itay Chen, who was abducted by Hamas, attended the meeting on Saturday with Mr. Witkoff. Mr. Chen's son is now presumed dead by the Israeli authorities.

He said Mr. Witkoff had discussed the need for a comprehensive deal, rather than a partial deal. "After six months, they've now come to the understanding that it's not possible to execute it," said Mr. Chen. "We lost six months on this."

Lia Lapidot contributed reporting.
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News Analysis


The 109-Year-Old Pact That Looms Over European Moves to Recognize a Palestinian State

The Sykes-Picot Agreement was a secret treaty Britain and France signed more than a century ago. Many consider it to have seeded a legacy of strife in the Middle East.

Speaking at the United Nations on Tuesday, Britain's foreign secretary, David Lammy, evoked Britain's role in the creation of Israel. Eduardo Munoz/Reuters



By Mark Landler
Reporting from London


Aug 03, 2025 at 10:01 AM

When Britain's foreign secretary declared last week that his government would recognize the state of Palestine if Israel did not agree to a cease-fire with Hamas, he said the British were doing so with the "hand of history on our shoulders."

His French counterpart also invoked history in explaining why France had taken the same step a week earlier. French leaders going back to Charles de Gaulle, he said, had called for an end to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict based on "the recognition by each of the states involved of all the others."

Neither man mentioned the Sykes-Picot Agreement, the secret treaty between Britain and France in 1916, under which the European colonial powers carved up the Levantine territories of the crumbling Ottoman Empire into spheres of British and French control. And why would they?

Sykes-Picot is cited by historians as an enduring example of Western imperial arrogance -- a cynical exercise in drawing borders that cut across religious, ethnic and tribal communities in what are today Israel, Lebanon, Syria and the Palestinian territories. To many Arabs, who view it as a great betrayal, it seeded a legacy of strife and bloodshed in the Middle East.

The real-time crisis unfolding in Gaza -- the starving children, the Israeli restrictions on aid, the Palestinians killed as they try to collect food -- undoubtedly had a greater impact on Prime Minister Keir Starmer of Britain and President Emmanuel Macron of France than the stains of the past. Yet their momentous decisions have cast a light on the shadowy roles of both countries in a region where they once vied for influence.

Carrying water at a school used for temporary housing in Gaza City last month. Saher Alghorra for The New York Times


"The history is so relevant," said Eugene L. Rogan, a professor of modern Middle Eastern history at the University of Oxford. "It shows there's always a chance for historical actors who screwed up in the past to make up for their mistakes."

Professor Rogan praised the moves toward recognition for reasons both past and present. On its current course, he said, Israel was opening the door to unthinkable treatment of the Palestinians: expulsion from Gaza or worse. Recognizing a Palestinian state does Israel a favor by opening the way to "a form of cohabitation that is sustainable," he said.

Speaking at the United Nations, the British foreign secretary, David Lammy, cited another century-old document in arguing that recognition would redress a historical injustice: the Balfour Declaration, issued a year after the signing of Sykes-Picot, which endorsed "the establishment in Palestine of a national home for the Jewish people." It had a proviso that "nothing shall be done which may prejudice the civil and religious rights of existing non-Jewish communities in Palestine."

After 21 months of relentless Israeli attacks in Gaza, with the specter of famine across the enclave, Mr. Lammy said that Britain had a responsibility to act on behalf of its long-oppressed population, the Palestinians.

Speaking at the United Nations, Mr. Lammy said recognition of a Palestinian state would redress a historical injustice. Charly Triballeau/Agence France-Presse -- Getty Images


"His argument is that it's time to make good on the second half of that promise," said Professor Rogan, whose books include "The Arabs: A History." "At the time of the Balfour Declaration," he added, "Britain had a worldwide empire, which in 1917, they could not imagine losing. David Lammy is operating in a post-colonial, post-E.U. Britain. But he's using history as a legitimating factor."

Mr. Lammy said that Britain could be proud that it "helped lay the foundations for a homeland for the Jewish people." Yet the country's motive in backing what later became Israel was less moral than strategic, Professor Rogan said. It was seeking a client community in Palestine that would prevent the territory from falling into enemy hands. London feared the territory could be used as a launchpad for attacks on the Suez Canal, which was then controlled by Britain.

Moreover, Britain backed away from its pro-Zionist stance as it found it hard to reconcile a Jewish state with preserving relations with the Arab world. In a later document, the White Paper of 1939, Britain proposed that the Jewish homeland would be created within a majority-Arab Palestinian state and that Jewish immigration to Palestine be limited to 75,000 for five years.

"Israel was not created because of the Balfour Declaration; it was created in spite of the Balfour Declaration," said Michael B. Oren, an Israeli American historian who served as Israel's ambassador to Washington and later as a deputy minister in the government of Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu.

President Emmanuel Macron announced last month that France would recognize the state of Palestine. Christian Mang/Getty Images


Mr. Oren argued that the decisions of Britain and France to recognize a state would not hasten an end to the conflict in Gaza but prolong it. By offering this concession to the Palestinians now, he said, the West had given Hamas even less incentive to agree to a cease-fire. He chalked it up to a bid for relevance by two post-colonial powers.

"These are former Middle Eastern powers that want to feel like Middle Eastern powers," said Mr. Oren, who wrote "Six Days of War: June 1967 and the Making of the Modern Middle East." "There's a pathetic quality to it."

Others argue that if these moves had no impact, they would not have drawn the furious reactions they did from Mr. Netanyahu and other Israeli officials. The addition of Britain and France -- plus Canada and Malta, which said last week that they, too, would back recognition at the United Nations General Assembly in September -- means that more than three-quarters of the U.N.'s 193 member states will have recognized a Palestinian state.

France had a less direct stake in Palestine than Britain did after ceding its claims in the Sykes-Picot treaty. But its move toward Palestinian recognition represents another fateful turn in its relationship with Israel.

From 1945 to 1967, France was Israel's biggest backer in the West. Part of that was rooted in its wrenching experience with decolonization. In 1954, France faced an anticolonial uprising in Algeria, where the nationalists were backed by Egypt's nationalist president, Gamal Abdel Nasser.

Gamal Abdel Nasser, then the Egyptian president, in 1954. He backed an anticolonial uprising in Algeria against France that year. Associated Press


France, viewing Israel as a bulwark against Nasser, drew close, supplying the country with Mirage fighter planes and nuclear technology that became the foundation of its undeclared nuclear weapons program. But in 1967, days before Israel launched a military strike against Egypt, de Gaulle, then France's president, imposed an arms embargo on Israel and shifted his gaze to the Arab states.

Gerard Araud, who served as France's ambassador to Israel from 2003 to 2006, said that rupture cast a long shadow. "I felt there was always a sense of 'Don't trust the French,'" he recalled.

By supporting Israel in the Arab-Israeli war of 1967, the United States had in any case supplanted France as its No. 1 ally. France went on to become the first Western country to develop close ties to the Palestine Liberation Organization, which represents Palestinians internationally and is led by the president of the Palestinian Authority, Mahmoud Abbas.

The decision to recognize a Palestinian state nevertheless carries significant political risk for Mr. Macron, Mr. Araud said. France has both the largest Jewish and the largest Muslim communities in Western Europe. It has been scarred by a string of Islamist terrorist attacks.

In recognizing Palestinian statehood, historians said, France and Britain would do well to recognize their diminished sway over a region they once ruled. Such recognition was sorely lacking for decades after the authors of Sykes-Picot divvied up the Middle East, with lasting consequences.

"Neither country understood that the age of colonialism was over," Mr. Araud said. "They behaved as if they were still all powerful. It's not the most glorious page of history for either country."
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Ukraine Announces Arrests Targeting Corruption in Military Procurement

The arrests came days after President Volodymyr Zelensky's U-turn on an effort to neuter anticorruption agencies.

A protest in Kyiv, Ukraine, last week against legislation stripping the independence of anti-corruption agencies.  Tetiana Dzhafarova/Agence France-Presse -- Getty Images



By Maria Varenikova
Reporting from Kyiv, Ukraine


Aug 03, 2025 at 02:41 PM

The Ukrainian authorities have arrested a number of officials on suspicion of corruption in relation to what they called a "large scale" bribery scheme involving military procurement.

The announcement came days after President Volodymyr Zelensky, under intense domestic and international pressure, backtracked on a move to weaken two anticorruption agencies. His actions against the watchdogs prompted major street protests in Ukraine, the first antigovernment demonstrations since Russia's full-scale invasion began in 2022. 

In a statement on Saturday night, Mr. Zelensky thanked the agencies for their work in the military procurement case, making a point to stress the importance of their independent status -- only three days after it was restored in a vote by Parliament.

Mr. Zelensky said that the agencies had informed him that they had uncovered a kickbacks scheme. He said that a member of Parliament, the heads of district and city military civil administrations, and several National Guard servicemen were involved. He did not provide further details.

President Volodymyr Zelensky issued a statement announcing that the country's anticorruption agencies had uncovered a "large scale" bribery scheme involving military procurement. Andreas Solaro/Agence France-Presse -- Getty Images


The agencies -- the National Anticorruption Bureau of Ukraine and the Specialized Anticorruption Prosecutor's Office -- issued a separate statement saying that four people had been arrested as part of their investigation into "large-scale corruption" in the procurement of drones and electronic jamming equipment.

"The essence of the scheme was to conclude state contracts with supplier companies at deliberately inflated prices -- up to 30 percent of the contract amount was returned to the participants in the crime," the statement added.

Last month, Mr. Zelensky pushed through a law giving his administration control over the two anticorruption bodies, setting off the street demonstrations. The agencies had been investigating top ministers in Mr. Zelensky's government, and Mr. Zelensky's move to kneecap them drew accusations of cronyism.

Amid the protests and strong criticism from Ukraine's European allies, the president made a rare U-turn and presented a new bill to Parliament to restore the bodies' independence. The law passed on Thursday.

"There can only be zero tolerance for corruption," Mr. Zelensky said in his statement on Saturday.
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E.U. Did Not Retain Texts Sought by Journalists on Covid Vaccine Deal

The European Union acknowledged for the first time that a top official reviewed the messages, but said it had no duty to keep them, despite intense interest.

Ursula von der Leyen, the president of the European Commission, in London, in March. Pool photo by Toby Melville



By Jeanna Smialek
Reporting from Brussels


Aug 01, 2025 at 05:01 AM

When the European Union secured a deal to purchase up to 1.8 billion doses of Pfizer's coronavirus vaccine in early 2021, there was great interest in how the bloc had managed to clinch an agreement seen as a major victory.

So when it came to light that Ursula von der Leyen, president of the E.U. executive branch, had traded text messages with Pfizer's chief executive while negotiating the deal, journalists were quick to ask for those records under the bloc's transparency rules. The European Union refused, and The New York Times challenged that refusal in court.

This May, an E.U. court ruled that the bloc had "failed to explain in a plausible manner" why it had not released the records. In response to that ruling, the bloc's executive branch, the European Commission, this week gave The Times a more detailed account, but it may do little to soothe the concerns of transparency activists, for whom the protracted battle has become a flashpoint.

The commission's response implies that it destroyed or lost the messages after judging that they were not important and it had no obligation to keep them.

The response confirms that the text messages once existed, which the commission had avoided stating clearly. It says that Bjorn Seibert, Ms. von der Leyen's head of cabinet, read them "in summer 2021."




That timing means that the decision not to preserve the messages was made after the initial request for them, in May 2021, by Alexander Fanta, then a journalist at a German news outlet. Later, The Times followed up with its own request.

Asked for comment, Mr. Fanta said, "I'm shocked and appalled that they decided to delete the message after I made my request," calling it an action taken in "bad faith."

The commission says that Mr. Seibert determined that the messages' "sole aim" was scheduling, and that they did not need to be retained.

The commission says it now cannot find the texts, and suggests, without stating it explicitly, that it no longer has them. It explains that Ms. von der Leyen has replaced her phone repeatedly since 2021 without fully transferring the data to her new devices. And it says that when Mr. Seibert recently searched her latest device and her messages on the Signal app, he did not find the exchanges.

The picture that emerges is one of a powerful president whose written communications about a matter of great public interest, at a critical moment in recent history, appear to have been shared with only her closest adviser, and then lost or disposed of.

"There are a lot of questions -- I don't find this response satisfying for anyone," said Nick Aiossa, the director at Transparency International E.U., an anti-corruption think tank. He questioned why the texts were not disclosed if they were known to exist in 2021.

"They certainly are not changing their ways on issues of transparency," he said.

Syringes filled with the Pfizer Covid-19 vaccine at a clinic in Nashville, Tennessee, in 2021. Brett Carlsen for The New York Times


The commission has maintained throughout the dispute that text messages are short-lived by nature and do not contain important information, and so do not need to be maintained as public records. It stood by that assertion this week.

"According to the Commission's rules, both then and now, there is no obligation to register and store information of short-lived content that does not require any follow-up by the Commission and its services," Paula Pinho, a spokeswoman for the commission, said in response to a request for comment.

Ms. Pinho pointed out that its policy of not registering such messages "was not challenged by the Court in its judgment."

While different governments take different approaches to electronic messages under freedom of information laws, some places, including many U.S. states, and in some cases the U.S. federal government, treat them as public records.

But the European Commission has resisted changing its policies or providing more information, even in the face of sustained criticism.

In 2022, before The Times filed its lawsuit, the E.U. ombudsman said the commission had engaged in "maladministration" by not searching adequately for the messages in response to Mr. Fanta's request. The commission told the ombudsman that it had searched in July 2021 for the messages and had not found them, though it now says that Mr. Seibert reviewed them that summer.

When commission lawyers appeared in court in late 2024, they struggled to explain to judges why the messages, which The Times had reported on, could not be found. The commission avoided even admitting explicitly that the texts had ever existed, using more couched language. One of its lawyers said at a November 2024 hearing that the commission didn't "deny" it.

The commission's response this week spells out clearly that the messages existed, and that at least one top official, in addition to Ms. von der Leyen, was aware of them.

"We brought this case to enforce the public's right of access to information," said Dana Green, a lawyer for The Times. "We believed this was an important case for democratic oversight and public transparency in the European Union. The Commission's response validates that decision."

The handling of the text messages, frequently referred to in Brussels as "Pfizergate," has been a persistent political problem for Ms. von der Leyen. It drew attacks from the political right in particular and even spurred a no-confidence vote on her earlier this summer, the first of its kind in more than a decade.

The attempt, centered on "failures to ensure transparency," failed to topple her. Ms. von der Leyen accused the lawmaker driving the vote of "spinning debunked conspiracies about text messages."
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Some Chinese Weigh Painful Question: Stay or Flee Under Trump?

Over the past two years, Chinese immigrants have constituted one of the largest groups entering the United States. Some fear fines or even imprisonment if they are sent home.

Han Lihua says fear has eclipsed his fragile new life, forcing difficult questions about whether the United States can offer a better situation. Gabriela Bhaskar/The New York Times



By Alicia Chen



Aug 03, 2025 at 10:44 AM

Ever since immigration raids swept Los Angeles in June, Han Lihua, 46, has spent much of his time hiding in his apartment, skipping his Amazon delivery shifts and scrolling on social media to look for nearby sightings of Immigration and Customs Enforcement agents.

In 2022, he fled China, where he ran an independent student newspaper and taught high school literature. He crossed the treacherous Darien Gap on the border of Colombia and Panama before crossing the southern border of the United States illegally in early 2023.

Now, with the Trump administration carrying out a sweeping immigration crackdown, he is among the Chinese immigrants who say fear has eclipsed their fragile new lives, forcing difficult questions about whether the United States can offer them a better situation after they fled an authoritarian government.

"Everyone is so afraid," Mr. Han said. "I didn't expect this would happen in the United States."

Since China reopened its borders in January 2023 after Covid lockdowns, more than 63,000 Chinese citizens like Mr. Han have fled and crossed the U.S. southern border without authorization, according to the U.S. Customs and Border Protection, making them the fourth-largest group by nationality after migrants from Venezuela, Haiti, and Ecuador. Under President Trump's policies, however, illegal crossings along the southern border have dropped dramatically, reaching 6,000 arrests in June, a low not seen in decades.

Most Chinese immigrants fled strict censorship, growing political repression or Beijing's zero-Covid policies, which often shut down entire cities for weeks, if not months, trapping people in their homes with little access to food, medical care or work. Those who spoke out against the policies could face harassment or detention. But with the Trump administration's escalating immigration enforcement, many Chinese immigrants like Mr. Han now confront a question they never imagined they would face: Should they stay or leave?

Huang Xiaosheng, a Los Angeles-based Chinese immigration lawyer, described the situation as "much harsher" since May, when the Trump administration set a goal of a minimum of 3,000 arrests a day. Securing bail has become nearly impossible, he said.

And dozens of videos of ICE arrests have circulated on Chinese social media, fueling fear among the community, he said.

Some Chinese immigrants "are thinking about their Plan B," Mr. Huang said. "They're considering Canada or other countries, or even going back to China."

Chinese immigrants are far from alone in their heightened fears during the Trump administration. ICE has stepped up arrests across the country of all nationalities, conducting raids in major cities such as San Francisco, New York and Los Angeles. Arrests and detentions have swept through restaurants, courthouses and other public spaces.

In the past six months, the administration has also deported migrants to third countries that agreed to take them, including Panama, Costa Rica and El Salvador.

Immigration lawyers said Chinese immigrants could face criminal prosecution by the Chinese government if they are deported by the United States, but those who return voluntarily probably would only be fined.

A little over a year ago, President Joseph R. Biden arranged the first deportation flight back to China since 2018. China doesn't usually accept deportation flights, but it again allowed the Trump administration to deport a group of 122 Chinese citizens in June.

"The Chinese government firmly opposes any form of illegal migration," Mao Ning, a Chinese Foreign Ministry spokesperson, said in January. The ministry said it has cooperated with the United States on repatriation.

Recently, discussions on Chinese social media have centered around questions including "Should I go back?" or "Who has been back?" Users who have left the country often debate the pros and cons of their decisions. They once discussed "runology" -- figuring out how to leave China during the lockdowns. Now, they discuss "reverse runology," or mapping a way back to China.

Experts noted that, despite the online chatter, the number of voluntary returns appeared to be small. They predicted it would likely stay that way, given China's faltering economy, soaring youth unemployment and stifling censorship that have continued to drive people out -- plus any legal consequences of returning.

The immigration law office of Chuangchuang Chen in Monterey Park, Calif. Gabriela Bhaskar/The New York Times


Xu Feng, who arrived in 2023, said two of his friends returned to China, but he hoped to remain.

Since his arrival, he has toiled in massage parlors, restaurants and now a supermarket in Flushing, a bustling hub for Chinese immigrants in New York City. After work, the 33-year-old regularly attended nine hours of English classes each week. Mr. Xu added that he worked hard, obeyed the law and paid taxes while waiting for his asylum.

"I believe the United States needs human resources like us," he said. But if arrests continue to target individuals like him, he said, "I'd rather go to other countries or go back to China."

Mr. Xu's two friends confirmed their return to The New York Times but declined to be interviewed. Both paid a fine of 1,000 Chinese yuan (about $140), and one's passport was confiscated.

"Very few clients have actually gone back to China," said Chen Chuangchuang, an L.A.-based immigration lawyer. "And they often regretted it after doing so."

 Chen Chuangchuang in his office. Gabriela Bhaskar/The New York Times


Mr. Chen's office in the Fatman Ding Plaza in California serves as a first stop for some Chinese undocumented immigrants who cross the U.S.-Mexico border. He added that China has a broad definition of illegal border crossing, so entering the United States without authorization can be prosecuted as a crime. One of his client's family members, deported back to China late last year, was later convicted.

The Trump administration continues to urge their return, saying that illegal immigrants have been sent back home "nearly every day."

Despite the threats, some are trying to stay hopeful.

"I can't control the country's policies," said Shen Weihao, a 28-year-old who said he fled China after being arrested during a protest in Shanghai. "I can only focus on what I can control."

Now living in New York, Mr. Shen has enrolled in flight training and hopes to become a pilot.

For Mr. Han, returning home isn't an option.

Ever since he converted to Christianity in 2016, he said his church faced harassment, surveillance and government orders to terminate activities. Even after he left, the authorities continued questioning his parents and brother back home.

"I can't go back," Mr. Han said. "If I do, I'll probably be thrown in jail."
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Long-Dormant Russian Volcano Erupts for the First Time in Centuries

The eruption of the Krasheninnikov volcano on Sunday in Russia's Far East came after a series of seismic events this past week on the Kamchatka peninsula.

Video: Russian Volcano Erupts for the First Time in Centuries

Staff members have been evacuated from the area and the volcano was too far from towns to pose a danger to people, a statement from the local nature reserve said.


By Nataliya Vasilyeva



Aug 03, 2025 at 12:07 PM

A long-dormant volcano in Russia's Far East erupted on Sunday for the first time in hundreds of years, scientists said, spewing an ash cloud several miles high.

The unusual eruption in Russia's remote and sparsely populated Kamchatka region follows a series of seismic events this past week -- including an earthquake and other volcanic activity -- on the Pacific peninsula, 11 time zones away from Moscow.

The Krasheninnikov volcano erupted for the first time "at least in 400 years," sending volcanic ash as high as four miles into the sky, the Kronotsky Nature Reserve, where the volcano is, said in a statement.

Staff members have been evacuated from the area, the statement said, adding that the volcano was too far from towns in the region to pose a danger to people.

Vsevolod Yakovlev, the nature reserve's acting director, said in the statement that the eruption was an "exciting and fascinating event," and that Krasheninnikov was listed among the reserve's eight active volcanoes.

The eruption began at 6 a.m. local time on Sunday, when staff from the nature reserve on a research trip at the volcano spotted gas and vapor spewing from its crater. They were promptly evacuated to safety, the reserve said.

The Kamchatka Volcanic Eruption Response Team, a local body in charge of monitoring and reacting to eruptions, said on Sunday there were no towns or villages within reach of the ash plume that resulted from the eruption.

Last week, an 8.8-magnitude earthquake shook the Kamchatka peninsula, setting off tsunami waves and alerts across the Pacific Ocean. No serious injuries or damage were reported. A few hours after the quake, an active volcano in the region, Klyuchevskoy, erupted.

Aftershocks have rocked the region in recent days, including a 7.0-magnitude earthquake that hit the nearby and sparsely populated Kuril Islands on Sunday without causing casualties or serious damage, the authorities said. Russia's Emergency Situations Ministry issued a tsunami warning, but called it off shortly after.
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More Than 60 Migrants Dead After Boat Capsizes Off the Coast of Yemen

The trip across the Gulf of Aden is the first leg of one of the world's riskiest -- and busiest -- migration and smuggling routes.

The Gulf of Aden seen from Sirah Island, Yemen. Crossing the gulf is the first step in one of the world's most dangerous journeys for migrants. Tens of thousands attempted the trip last year. Mohammed Huwais/Agence France-Presse -- Getty Images



By Saeed Al-Batati and Vivian Nereim
Saeed Al-Batati reported from al-Mukalla, Yemen, and Vivian Nereim reported from Riyadh, Saudi Arabia.


Aug 03, 2025 at 09:28 PM

More than 60 migrants were killed when their overloaded boat capsized as they tried to cross the sea between the Horn of Africa and Yemen, the International Organization for Migration said on Sunday.

The boat trip across the Gulf of Aden is the first part of one of the most dangerous migration and smuggling routes in the world, which desperate men and women from Ethiopia and other East African countries traverse as they attempt to reach oil-rich Saudi Arabia.

The boat, believed to have been carrying 150 people, capsized on Saturday night near the southern Yemeni province of Abyan, Yemeni health and security officials said. The I.O.M. said in a statement said that 68 Ethiopian migrants had died. There were at least 12 survivors. An unknown number of passengers remain missing. The death toll is expected to rise as more bodies wash ashore, the local officials said.

"This heartbreaking incident underscores the urgent need for enhanced protection mechanisms for migrants undertaking perilous journeys, often facilitated by unscrupulous smugglers who exploit desperation and vulnerability," the I.O.M. statement said.

Abdul Kader Bajamel, a health official in Zinjibar, said, "The bodies of the dead and at least a dozen survivors, including two Yemeni smugglers, were taken to hospitals in Abyan." He added, "Because the hospital's morgues could not accommodate this large number of bodies, and to avoid an environmental crisis, the governor of Abyan ordered the immediate burial of the dead and formed an emergency committee to search for the missing."

Salah Balleel, a health official in Khanfar district in Abyan, said that a hospital in the district had received one dead migrant and treated 11 survivors.

"The small boat was carrying far too many people," Mr. Balleel said. "We provided first aid and other medical assistance, and all the survivors have since left the hospital."

The migrants' journey, called the Eastern Route, is one of the "busiest and riskiest migration routes in the world," according to the I.O.M. Tens of thousands of people attempted the trip last year, fleeing conflict, poverty, drought or political repression in countries including Ethiopia, Eritrea and Somalia.

To reach Saudi Arabia -- where many hope to find work and disappear into a vast informal economy -- they must first traverse Yemen, which shares a long, porous border with the kingdom.

Yemen has been torn apart by its own war since 2014, when the Houthis ousted the internationally recognized government from the country's capital, Sana. A Saudi-led military coalition -- backed by American military assistance and weaponry -- embarked on a bombing campaign to rout the militia from power. Hundreds of thousands of people died from the violence, disease and starvation that resulted, in what became one of the world's worst humanitarian crises.
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This City of Prisons Is Suing Over a Planned ICE Detention Center

Leavenworth, Kan., was forged by the corrections industry, but residents are divided over plans for a privately operated immigration detention site in town.

Leavenworth, Kan., has long been known for its corrections facilities, including an imposing federal penitentiary.



By Mitch Smith
Reporting from Leavenworth, Kan.


Aug 03, 2025 at 10:00 AM

Like many people in Leavenworth, Kan., Jeff Fagan spent his career working in prisons.

The son of a corrections officer at Fort Leavenworth's military prison, Mr. Fagan described going to work as a young man in Leavenworth's silver-domed federal penitentiary. He later got a job at the state prison just outside city limits, where he said he spent nearly four decades as an officer.

So when Mr. Fagan heard about plans for a private company to run an immigration detention center in his city, it seemed like a natural fit. Leavenworth is a prison town, after all, and the company was offering a starting wage of more than $28 an hour.

"I'd like to see all the revenue that would come into our community, all the jobs," Mr. Fagan said, adding that Leavenworth, which has 37,000 residents, is "not like a community that's completely, totally afraid of the fact that you have prisons."

But even in a place that has been in the corrections business for more than 150 years, plans for an immigration detention center have proved divisive, fusing national tensions into municipal debates.

Jeff Fagan, a former prison officer, supports plans to house immigration detainees at the CoreCivic facility. David Robert Elliott for The New York Times


City leaders filed two lawsuits against the detention center's private operator, CoreCivic, after conversations about a local permit fell apart. A judge temporarily blocked the company from housing detainees. Lawyers and activists raised alarms about understaffing and violence when the facility last housed inmates.

All the while, supporters of the project have grown frustrated with what they see as an attempt to undermine President Trump and, in the process, deny Leavenworth hundreds of jobs.

As the Trump administration increases deportations and builds a network of Immigration and Customs Enforcement detention sites, from "Alligator Alcatraz" in Florida to an airport in Louisiana, Leavenworth residents have found themselves engulfed by the country's immigration debate and questioning what the rift means for their city's signature industry.

"What's happening across our nation -- the abuse, the neglect, the stories coming out of Florida -- do we want that in our community?" asked Shannon Lehman, a stay-at-home mother in Leavenworth who is part of a group protesting the ICE plans.

'So Many Red Flags'

CoreCivic first opened its Leavenworth facility in the 1990s. David Robert Elliott for The New York Times


CoreCivic's beige cellblocks are tucked away at the bottom of a hill, beside the uniform white headstones of a military cemetery and within walking distance of a car dealership. The cells behind its razor-wired fence were empty, as they have been for more than three years, after the Biden administration ordered the Justice Department to no longer enter into contracts with private prison operators.

For about three decades, CoreCivic housed inmates, often federal detainees awaiting trial. But in the final years that the lockup was operating, records and interviews show, jobs went unfilled and violence grew common.

"It was just breathtaking the risks they were willing to take with our clients' lives and with the staff's lives," said Melody Brannon, the chief federal public defender in Kansas, who said she averaged one or two trips to CoreCivic each week over more than 20 years. 

A 2017 report by the Justice Department's inspector general found patterns of understaffing and lax oversight. During the Covid-19 pandemic, conditions worsened. One inmate died after another attacked him with a food tray and then punched and kicked him, court records show. In its lawsuits against CoreCivic, the city of Leavenworth quoted a federal judge who described the place as a "hell hole."

In an email, Ryan Gustin, a company spokesman, said CoreCivic was "proud of the operational track record we've built" but acknowledged "challenges as that contract neared expiration" at the end of 2021. The company declined to make officials available for interviews.

"As with any difficult situation, we sought to learn from it," said Mr. Gustin, whose company operated more than 40 correctional and detention centers across the country as of late last year. "Staffing was the main contributor to the challenges, and the Covid-19 pandemic compounded the labor issues. We're grateful for a more stable labor market now."

This year, Mr. Gustin said more than 2,000 people had applied for jobs and that about 115 had been hired as of early July. A person working 40 hours a week at the starting wage for a CoreCivic detention officer would earn around $59,000 a year. The average household income in Leavenworth is about $71,000, and about 29 percent of workers are government employees, roughly twice the national rate.

Some of the most passionate arguments against CoreCivic's plan have come from people who used to work there.

One of those critics, Diana Polanco, was a corrections officer at CoreCivic in 2021 when an inmate stabbed her and a colleague. Ms. Polanco, 29, said the lockup was chronically understaffed and unsafe when she worked there, and that "shanks" and other contraband were common. Ms. Polanco said she suffered broken ribs, nerve damage in her face and injuries to her mouth in the attack that led the inmate to be sentenced to 25 years for attempted murder and assault.

The other injured officer, Marcia Levering, said that she was permanently disabled from the attack, has facial paralysis and has struggled to provide for her children.

If CoreCivic could not operate safely before, Ms. Polanco asked, why should it now handle ICE detainees?

"There's so many red flags," she said.

'Right in Our Bailiwick'

Some in Leavenworth have protested the plan to house ICE detainees in the city. David Robert Elliott for The New York Times


Holly Pittman, the mayor of Leavenworth, said that the city was not trying to make a point about President Trump or to shape federal immigration policy. The debate, she asserts, is simply a matter of local zoning rules and the city's belief that CoreCivic needs a particular permit.

"Just like any restaurant or day care, when they want to open, they have to file these special-use permits," said Ms. Pittman, a Democrat whose role is officially nonpartisan. "It's not about immigration to me."

But Leavenworth is a politically mixed place -- Mr. Trump carried the city last year with about 52 percent of the vote -- and many residents see the CoreCivic question through a national lens. Mr. Trump carried Leavenworth County and Kansas by larger margins.

"I think the city's just playing politics," said Jason Claire, a Leavenworth resident who owns a military surplus store that counts prison guards among its customers.

State Senator Jeff Klemp, a Republican who unseated Mayor Pittman's husband by 31 votes in last year's election and who supports CoreCivic's plans, said he was "not sure if it's really a permit, or is this the current administration's stance on border policy that might be influencing that decision."

Mayor Holly Pittman insists that Leavenworth is not trying to shape immigration policy. David Robert Elliott for The New York Times


Opponents of the detention center, many of whom oppose an array of Mr. Trump's policies, also invoke national politics. Several dozen residents gathered recently to protest the detention center plan, holding signs with messages like "No Human Being Is Illegal" as they marched through downtown, pausing next to a shrunken-down Statue of Liberty and a sculpture of Abraham Lincoln on the lawn of City Hall.

Skie Pearson, a Leavenworth resident who helped plan the protest, said she worried that "we're sliding into fascism" as Mr. Trump rolls out his agenda and increases funding for ICE.

"Is it happening here in our very small town? Yes," Ms. Pearson said of the detention center debate. "But I hope this gives other small towns the idea that they can fight back."

CoreCivic opened its Leavenworth center in the 1990s before the city began requiring the special-use permits. Even after the rules changed, CoreCivic was grandfathered in. The court battle centers on whether that grandfather clause expired after CoreCivic stopped housing inmates. CoreCivic argues that it never fully abandoned the site and needs no permit.

The last time CoreCivic operated in the city, officials said, police officers sometimes had trouble getting inside to take reports. Inmates also flushed objects down their toilets, taking a toll on municipal plumbing. 

CoreCivic said it had offered the city a one-time fee of $1 million, and an additional $400,000 in "impact fees" every year spread between the city's government and police department. Federal records show that ICE entered into contract with CoreCivic for the Leavenworth site this year. CoreCivic said in court filings that it "anticipates approximately $50 million in annual revenue" from its agreement with ICE.

Officials with the Department of Homeland Security did not respond to questions. Those opposing the project include residents of Leavenworth and other cities, as well as the American Civil Liberties Union of Kansas and the Roman Catholic Sisters of Charity of Leavenworth.

As the debate over the detention center stretches on, it is raising questions about what role an industry that shaped Leavenworth should play in its future.

State Representative Pat Proctor, a Republican, said he believed the city permit "is just a tool that they're using to stop President Trump from deporting illegal aliens." David Robert Elliott for The New York Times


"This is right in our bailiwick," said State Representative Pat Proctor, a Republican from Leavenworth. "It's both national security -- deporting dangerous illegal criminals -- and it's corrections, it's detention, which is something that our town does very, very well."

But others are uneasy about their connection to prisons, or at least unwilling to be defined by them. They point out that Leavenworth was the first city to be incorporated in Kansas, that downtown is seeing signs of investment and that Fort Leavenworth is home to the Army's Command and General Staff College.

After the earlier staffing problems at CoreCivic, there is also the question of whether enough people in Leavenworth even want a corrections job. A billboard on the highway into town advertises openings at the state prison, and a digital sign near the federal prison urges drivers to visit a jobs website.

At the recent protest, one person held a poster that said Leavenworth was "more than a prison town."
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Durham's Debunking of the 'Clinton Plan' Emails, Explained

Trump allies have fixated on a purported message about Hillary Clinton and Russia. John H. Durham, the special counsel, found evidence that it was likely a fake assembled by Russian spies.

John H. Durham, the special counsel appointed by the Trump administration to scour the Russia investigation for wrongdoing, concluded that Russian spies likely concocted emails about Donald J. Trump that Hillary Clinton and her campaign were accused of sending in 2016. Samuel Corum for The New York Times



By Charlie Savage
Reporting from Washington 


Aug 01, 2025 at 10:58 PM

Kash Patel, the F.B.I. director, and other Trump allies have declared that a newly declassified report on the Russia investigation provides "evidence that the Clinton campaign plotted to frame President Trump and fabricate the Russia collusion hoax." 

The reality is almost precisely the opposite. The report shows that a purported email that Trump supporters have long tried to portray as a smoking gun is instead most likely a fake. Russian spies appear to have tried to make it seem authentic by assembling passages lifted from actual emails by different hacking victims.

Here is a closer look.

What is the issue?

In recent weeks, the Trump administration has declassified a series of reports and documents related to the origins of the Russia inquiry as it has sought to change the subject from its broken promise to release Jeffrey Epstein files.

Mr. Trump and his aides have coupled those releases with wild and inaccurate claims about what they show, spinning the reports as proof of his long-running narrative that the investigation was a hoax instigated by enemies for political reasons.

There are different versions of this narrative: blaming President Barack Obama and his appointees, a supposed cabal of career national security officials, Hillary Clinton and her 2016 presidential campaign, or some combination of them.

The latest declassification centers on Mrs. Clinton.

What is the 'Clinton Plan' theory?

Trump allies interested in blaming Hillary Clinton's campaign have focused, as an origin story, on a purported July 27, 2016, email. Doug Mills/The New York Times


The theory posits that Mrs. Clinton and her campaign must have set out to frame Mr. Trump for collusion by putting forward information they knew to be false. It is a way to blame Mrs. Clinton for the fact that Mr. Trump's campaign came under suspicions that prompted the Russia investigation eventually led by Robert S. Mueller III, the special counsel.

In reality, the F.B.I. opened its investigation based on a lead it received from the Australian government in late July 2016, after WikiLeaks released Democratic emails stolen by Russian hackers and disrupted the Democratic convention. The tip involved a Trump campaign adviser suggesting, before the hacking had become public, that the campaign had received outreach from Russia and knew what it would do. 

Trump allies interested in blaming Mrs. Clinton's campaign have focused, as an origin story,  on a purported July 27, 2016, email that said Mrs. Clinton had approved a plan by a campaign foreign policy adviser to link Mr. Trump to Russia as a way of distracting from the scandal over her use of a personal email server while secretary of state.

When did the 'Clinton Plan' enter the discourse?

John Ratcliffe, a top intelligence official during President Trump's first term, declassified and made public that Russian intelligence analysis claimed Mrs. Clinton had "approved a campaign plan to stir up a scandal" against Mr. Trump. Doug Mills/The New York Times


It became a topic of discussion in late September 2020, as that year's presidential campaign neared an end.

John Ratcliffe, a top intelligence official under Mr. Trump, declassified and made public that Russian intelligence analysis claimed Mrs. Clinton had "approved a campaign plan to stir up a scandal" against Mr. Trump by tying him to President Vladimir V. Putin and Russian hacking.

While acknowledging that the information might be inaccurate or a fabrication, Mr. Ratcliffe also revealed that John Brennan, the C.I.A. director in 2016, had mentioned this claim in Russian intelligence analysis in a briefing to Mr. Obama about Russia's election meddling in August of that year.

Later, John H. Durham, the special counsel appointed by the Trump administration to scour the Russia investigation for wrongdoing, referred to the purported email in his 2023 final report as the "Clinton Plan intelligence."

Where did the information come from?

In 2016, a Dutch spy agency hacked a Russian spy agency and copied internal memos and messages by Russian intelligence analysts. The Russians were writing reports about various topics based on the emails of American victims of Russian hacking operations. The Dutch shared a copy of the trove with the United States.

From the beginning, U.S. officials have said, they viewed the material with caution. Among other things, some reports were said to make inconsistent or false claims -- raising the possibility that Russians had exaggerated things for their own purposes, or knew the server was compromised and deliberately mixed in disinformation.

What is the new report?

It is a 29-page annex to Mr. Durham's 2023 report. The annex, which was declassified on Thursday, quotes the purported July 27 email and reveals that there was a related one on July 25. 

The report also shows how Mr. Durham expended significant effort trying to prove that the emails were real, but gathered evidence that led him to conclude that Russian spies likely concocted them.

What are the two purported emails?

Both are attributed to Leonard Benardo of the Open Society Foundations network, the philanthropic arm of the liberal financier George Soros, whom Russian state media and some conservatives have vilified. 

The July 25 message contained two paragraphs about reporting on the hacking of the Democratic National Committee and its political impact. It then stated: "Julie says it will be a long-term affair to demonize Putin and Trump. Now it is good for a post-convention bounce. Later the F.B.I. will put more oil into the fire."

The message dated July 27 opens by claiming that "HRC approved Julia's idea about Trump and Russian hackers hampering U.S. elections. That should distract people from her own missing email, especially if the affair goes to the Olympic level." 

An accompanying memo by Russian intelligence analysts identified the person who supposedly proposed the plan as neither Julie nor Julia, but Julianne Smith, a foreign policy adviser for the Clinton campaign who worked at a think tank called the Center for a New American Security.

What did interviews show?

Early in his scrutiny of the purported emails in 2020 and early 2021, Mr. Durham wrote, he interviewed several intelligence analysts who said that the emails appeared "likely authentic." But he described subsequently gathering evidence that pointed in the other direction.

Some of the evidence was interviews that took place later in 2021 and in 2022. Mrs. Clinton and high-level campaign officials told Mr. Durham that the material Mr. Ratcliffe had declassified was ridiculous and looked like Russian disinformation. Ms. Smith said she had not seen the purported Benardo emails and had no memory of suggesting to campaign leaders that they should attack Mr. Trump over Russia.

After Mr. Benardo saw the purported emails in May 2021, he said that they were unfamiliar, and that he did not recall drafting them, did not know who "Julie" was and would not use the phrase "put more oil into the fire." 

What did think tank emails show?

Mr. Durham did not identify the intended recipients of the emails supposedly from Mr. Benardo. But he gathered emails from more than four nonprofit organizations and think tanks, including Mr. Benardo's employer and Ms. Smith's, in an effort to find copies proving they were real. The organizations did not have copies of the purported emails on their servers.

But in that process, Mr. Durham uncovered other "emails, attachments and documents that contain language and references with the exact same or similar verbiage" to the two messages. Those included a July 25 email by a Carnegie Endowment cybersecurity expert that contained an extensive passage about Russian hacking that was echoed, verbatim, as the opening of the purported July 25 message attributed to Mr. Benardo.

Was there any contrary evidence?

Mr. Durham obtained text messages from Ms. Smith on July 25 showing that she had unsuccessfully tried to determine whether the F.B.I. had opened an investigation into the Democratic National Committee breach, although she did not mention Mr. Trump. That exchange, Mr. Durham wrote, "supports the notion that the campaign might have wanted or expected F.B.I. or other agencies to aid that effort" by investigating the hacking.

He also obtained a July 27 email from Ms. Smith asking her colleagues at the think tank to sign a bipartisan statement criticizing Mr. Trump's denunciations of NATO as reckless and too friendly to Russia. That email "certainly lends at least some credence that such a plan existed," Mr. Durham wrote.

What else was in the trove of Russian memos?

It included other evidence supporting doubts about whether the emails were real.

There were two versions of the supposed July 25 email -- one that contained a sentence referring to the Olympics doping scandal and one that did not have it. 

There were also messages between Russians reacting to material appearing in American news outlets about the Russian hacking. The Trump administration redacted some discussion and details about those messages, but Mr. Durham cited them directly in between reproducing the July 25 and July 27 messages.

In one, Russians discussed creating something that would seem to come from "some dark forces, like the F.B.I. for instance, or better yet, Clinton sympathizers in IC, Pentagon, Deep State," using an apparent abbreviation for intelligence community. 

The other appeared to discuss making something to "illuminate" how Mrs. Clinton was trying to vilify Moscow and discredit Mr. Putin and Mr. Trump. The purported July 27 email was attached to that message, Mr. Durham reported.

What is the bottom line?

The two crucial emails were most likely manufactured by Russian spies, who appear to have assembled them in part using passages lifted from various hacked messages written by people other than Mr. Benardo.

"The office's best assessment is that the July 25 and July 27 emails that purport to be from Benardo were ultimately a composite of several emails that were obtained through Russian intelligence hacking of the U.S.-based think tanks, including the Open Society Foundations, the Carnegie Endowment and others," Mr. Durham's annex says.
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Victims Named in Montana Bar Shooting as Manhunt Stretches On

Those killed on Friday were a bartender and three patrons, ranging in age from 59 to 74, the authorities said. The suspect fled into the nearby foothills.

Four people were killed in a shooting at the Owl Bar in Anaconda, Mont., on Friday. Janie Osborne for The New York Times



By Patricia Mazzei, Jake Ellison and Sonia A. Rao
Jake Ellison reported from Anaconda, Mont.


Aug 03, 2025 at 05:50 PM

As the hunt for an Army veteran suspected of fatally shooting four people in a rural Montana bar stretched into a third day on Sunday, the authorities released the names of the people who were killed.

Officials identified the victims as Nancy Lauretta Kelley, 64, a bartender, and three bar patrons: Daniel Edwin Baillie, 59; David Allen Leach, 70, and Tony Wayne Palm, 74. The shooting took place Friday morning in the Owl Bar in the small town of Anaconda, about 20 miles northwest of Butte.

The authorities said the suspect, Michael P. Brown, 45, fled to the nearby foothills after opening fire inside the bar. He used a rifle, Austin Knudsen, the Montana attorney general, said at a news conference on Sunday.

"At this point, our suspect is still at large," Mr. Knudsen said. Mr. Brown's last contact with law enforcement was around noon local time on Friday, he added. The authorities offered a $7,500 reward for information leading to the suspect.

State officials said that they had widened their search to areas that include National Forest System land southwest of Anaconda. Forest officials had already closed those areas to the public because of the manhunt. The authorities have told Anaconda residents to use caution but to go about their lives.

The dense brush and mountainous topography around the town could complicate search efforts. Local, state and federal agents have been looking for the suspect on foot as well as by automobile and helicopter. Mr. Knudsen said about 250 "boots on the ground" had been searching on Saturday but added that some of those people would have to go back to their regular jobs in the next day or so.


"It's still tourist season in western Montana, so we're not going to have as many resources here focused on the really sharp, focused search," he said.

The shooting rattled residents, forcing businesses to close and people to stay locked in on Friday. By Saturday, the town had begun to return to normal. At least one prayer vigil for the victims was planned for the community on Sunday evening. All four were Anaconda residents.

Ms. Kelley, the bartender, spent most of her career as a nurse. She worked for more than two decades in the intensive care unit of a hospital in Butte before becoming an oncology nurse at a hospital in Anaconda, according to her daughter, Kristian Kelley.

"She was a wonderful nurse," her daughter said. "She was very skilled and very gifted at what she did."

When Ms. Kelley's husband of almost 30 years, Donald Kelley, was diagnosed with pancreatic cancer, she became his caregiver for the last few years of his life, her daughter said. He died in 2018.

Ms. Kelley retired from nursing in 2024 and took up working at the Owl Bar shortly after that, mostly as a way to pass the time and socialize with other older people and retirees, her daughter said. She worked a few shifts each week.

Keith Wilkins, the owner and bartender of J.F.K. Bar, about a block away from the Owl, said every time Ms. Kelley came into his bar, she had treats in her purse for the dog.

Kourtln Adler, 32, one of her neighbors in downtown Anaconda, said he knew Ms. Kelley since he was a child. When Mr. Adler returned to Anaconda after being gone for a few years, she recognized him and made a point of welcoming him back.

"Whenever she was outside and I was too, she would come over and talk," he said, describing her as friendly and gregarious. "She was a good neighbor, like something out of a movie."

The family of Mr. Leach, one of the killed Owl patrons, said it holds "no ill feelings" toward the suspect.

"We feel great empathy to his family, and we understand the mental anguish caused by veterans returning from the war with PTSD and other mental issues," Mr. Leach's siblings said in a statement. "We greatly loved and will miss our younger brother Dave."

Mr. Palm was known as a regular at the Owl. Brent Fode, 53, who lives across the street from the bar, said he had seen Mr. Palm there and played horseshoes with him before.

In tight-knit Anaconda, many residents also knew the suspect, whom they described as a regular at the Owl and other bars. Several people said they knew he was troubled because he told them paranoid and often elaborate theories about political leaders and world events, but they had not seen him be violent before. Mr. Brown lived on the same street as the Owl Bar, a neighborhood tavern, and Mr. Knudsen said it was likely that the suspect knew the victims, though he did not elaborate on what might have led to the shooting.

Relatives of the suspect said he had a long history of mental illness. While the authorities were searching for him, they released a photograph of Mr. Brown taken from security-camera video. It showed him as a gaunt man, shirtless and in dark shorts, walking down a flight of stairs.

Mr. Knudsen said on Sunday that the image was taken shortly after the shooting, after the suspect had disposed of his clothes. He then stole a vehicle that had gear in it, including clothing and camping equipment, Mr. Knudsen said.

Jim Robbins contributed reporting from Anaconda, Mont. Susan C. Beachy contributed research.
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A Fight Over a West Point Job Reveals Two Visions of America Under Trump

Jen Easterly, who had served in Republican and Democratic administrations, was headed to the academy. Then a right-wing activist stepped in.

The Army secretary announced that Ms. Easterly would no longer serve as the Robert F. McDermott Distinguished Chair in the department of social sciences at West Point. Ben Curtis/Associated Press



By Greg Jaffe
Reporting from Washington


Aug 03, 2025 at 10:01 AM

Hours after West Point pulled its offer to have her teach cadets, Jen Easterly posted a short essay in which she laid out what happened to her and what it meant for the country.

"This isn't about me," she wrote last week. "This is about something larger."

Over three decades, Ms. Easterly, 57, had compiled an impeccable resume as a West Point graduate, a Rhodes Scholar and an Afghanistan war veteran. She had served as a key aide on President George W. Bush's National Security Council and led a critical cybersecurity agency under President Joseph R. Biden Jr.

Now she was blackballed -- in her own words, "a casualty of casually manufactured outrage that drowned out the quiet labor of truth and the steady pulse of integrity."

The source of the casual outrage arrayed against her was Laura Loomer, a right-wing agitator and self-described "Islamophobe," who has become a powerful and largely unaccountable enforcer in President Trump's Washington.

"Wow @PeteHegseth! Looks like some of your underlings are trying to screw you," Ms. Loomer wrote on X on July 29. She accused Ms. Easterly of using her position leading a cybersecurity agency in the Biden administration to "silence Trump supporters" who questioned the integrity of U.S. elections.

The next day, Army Secretary Daniel Driscoll, an Iraq war veteran and Yale Law School classmate of Vice President JD Vance, announced that Ms. Easterly would no longer serve as the Robert F. McDermott Distinguished Chair in the department of social sciences at West Point.

Ms. Easterly's rise in elite policy circles over three decades and her sudden fall at the hands of Ms. Loomer, 32, tell the story of how Washington is changing during Mr. Trump's second term and why it might never be the same.

And it raises big questions about the ways power and influence are currently wielded in Washington; what it means to be a patriot; and whether loyalty to Mr. Trump or any sitting president should be a prerequisite for government service.

Laura Loomer accused Ms. Easterly of using her position leading a cybersecurity agency in the Biden administration to "silence Trump supporters" who questioned the integrity of U.S. elections. Greg Kahn for The New York Times


In December 1989, with the Soviet Union crumbling, Ms. Easterly joined four other soon-to-be college graduates on PBS's MacNeil/Lehrer NewsHour to discuss the decade that was ending and her hopes for the future. Her parents had both served in senior positions in the Reagan administration. She was finishing her final year at West Point and had been selected for a prestigious Rhodes scholarship to study at Oxford University.

Ms. Easterly talked about the importance of public service and the spread of democracy and pluralism worldwide. Asked about her goals, she said, "I want to be the first woman chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff." Then she quickly amended her answer. "By that time," she said, "I probably won't be the first woman."

Nearly 32 years later, just days after Kabul fell to the Taliban in August 2021, Ms. Easterly sent a message to her staff at the Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Security Agency. In it, she described her husband's struggles with PTSD upon his return from the war in 2009 and her decision to leave the Army at the end of her third combat deployment because she feared that her continued absences were hurting her young son.

"I've found the events of the past week more than heartbreaking -- heart-rending, really," she wrote.

She found solace in the belief that American soldiers had fought for something bigger than themselves, bigger than even the Afghan people. They were fighting in defense of "the most profound idea in human history," she told her team. "The idea that men and women are born free and by their birth alone entitled to liberty and justice."

Ms. Easterly did not respond to requests for comment for this article.

Ms. Loomer, a podcaster and persistent social media presence, has run for Congress, but never served in government. Senior White House officials, who view her as unmanageable and often toxic, have blocked her from serving in the Trump administration.

But her unwavering loyalty to Mr. Trump and deep, often conspiratorial, doubts about the federal government have vaulted her to a position of influence in Mr. Trump's orbit. "On a daily basis, I communicate with the most powerful and wealthiest people in the world," she recently told The New York Times.

Her rise was also fueled by the post-9/11 wars, which cost trillions of taxpayer dollars and hundreds of thousands of American, Iraqi and Afghan lives. Their failure, over the course of more than 20 years, highlighted the massive blind spots of the country's political and foreign policy elite.

Ms. Loomer's view of the country and its future reflects that legacy of long and costly failure. "I feel like Western civilization is in a death spiral," she told The Times.

She often describes Mr. Trump as the country's only real hope of redemption and casts herself as his fiercest advocate.

At least a half-dozen White House officials have been pushed out after Ms. Loomer pressed for their dismissal. A senior administration official said the departures were not necessarily Ms. Loomer's work, but Mr. Trump has repeatedly praised her as a "true patriot" and ideological enforcer.

"I play to an audience of one," Ms. Loomer said.

To some, Ms Loomer's role in bringing down Ms. Easterly stands as an object lesson for the U.S. military and others in who survives in today's Washington. Ms. Easterly had been appointed to her position by Brig. Gen. Shane Reeves, West Point's dean.

"A Homecoming Worth Celebrating," he announced on social media on July 29. On July 30, Ms. Easterly's appointment was rescinded.

"Now some TV commentator keen to score political points can humiliate even very senior officers," said Andrew Bacevich, a retired Army colonel, Vietnam veteran and emeritus professor in history and international relations at Boston University. "And, of course, those officers allow themselves to be humiliated with the secretary of defense as either bystander or co-conspirator. It is an extraordinary moment."

Ms. Easterly expressed similar concerns in her recent social media post. "When outrage is weaponized and truth discarded, it tears at the fabric of unity and undermines the very ethos that draws brave young men and women to serve and sacrifice," she warned.

She closed with a message to West Point's cadets that echoed the hope she had expressed decades earlier as a 21-year-old cadet on NewsHour.

"The world needs your strength, your courage, your warrior spirit, your will to win," she wrote. "But it also needs your empathy, your intellect, your humility, your integrity."

Ms. Loomer often speaks of an America that is corrupt and crumbling, despoiled by an arrogant and out-of-touch elite. "There is a CIA Coup of the Trump admin taking place right now," she wrote in a Saturday post on X.

In her message to West Point's cadets, Ms. Easterly described the country in more optimistic terms. "I believe in our great nation, our great experiment to continually form a more perfect union," she wrote.

Both she and Ms. Loomer were sharing their visions of America. For the moment, Ms. Easterly was the outsider.
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In Battle for House, Democrats Are Calling Up Military Recruits

Aware of its deeply unpopular national brand, the Democratic Party is turning to an unusually large crop of veterans to help it retake the House next year.

Several Democrats pointed to JoAnna Mendoza as a promising candidate. A former Marine drill instructor running for the House in Arizona, she could be the first congresswoman from the Marines. Vanessa Abbitt/The Republic, via Imagn



By Shane Goldmacher
Reporting from New York


Aug 03, 2025 at 10:00 AM

One candidate in Michigan would be the first Navy SEAL to serve in the House as a Democrat. Another Democrat in Arizona is a former Marine drill instructor seeking to be the first woman from the Marines to serve in the House. A third Democrat in New Jersey is a former Navy helicopter pilot whose campaign logo incorporates pilot wings.

The Democratic Party is turning to an unusually large crop of military veterans in an effort to flip the House in 2026, recruiting and promoting veterans in some of the top battleground districts in a reprisal of a strategy that helped deliver the House in 2018 during President Trump's first term.

But this time the push for veterans is being embraced to a greater extent by a party establishment keenly aware of the urgent need for Democratic challengers to create distance from a national party brand that remains deeply unpopular.

"We can't just have people who seem like tired old Democrats," said Representative Seth Moulton, a Democrat from Massachusetts and a former Marine who has been involved in recruiting veteran candidates in recent years. "It's a cycle when people are very frustrated with the Democratic Party -- including Democrats."

Representative Seth Moulton, Democrat of Massachusetts, has helped his party recruit veterans to run for office. "We can't just have people who seem like tired old Democrats," he said. Danielle Parhizkaran/The Boston Globe, via Getty Images


To retake the House, Democrats must flip at least three seats in 2026, and veterans are already running in at least triple that many swing districts -- including in Colorado, Pennsylvania, Michigan, Nebraska, New York and Virginia -- though most must still navigate competitive primaries. Some Democratic officials are in talks with or tracking more than 30 potentially new Democratic veteran candidates for the House.

Democratic political strategists say veterans can be especially effective in trying to stretch the map deeper into rural and Republican-leaning territory.

Representative Jason Crow of Colorado, a former Army Ranger who is helping to oversee candidate recruitment for the Democratic Congressional Campaign Committee, said strong candidates were more important in the short term than any of the high-minded debates about what ails Democrats.

"There's a lot of talk about, you know, what is the singular, unifying message? Who is the leader of the Democratic Party? What is our big, bold policy idea?" Mr. Crow said. "All of those things are important, and we're going to have those debates. But those things are largely not going to flip a seat that voted for Donald Trump."

Veterans tend to make particularly effective candidates, he said, because their oath to put the country first still means something to voters. "What Americans are really thirsty for right now are leaders, not just politicians," Mr. Crow said.

Mike Marinella, a spokesman for the National Republican Congressional Committee, noted that seven of the Republican incumbents in the most competitive seats are veterans themselves.

"Democrats across the nation are locked into a toxic competition over who will lurch furthest to the left, and it's all trickling down from their persistent infighting on the national level," he said. "They have no leader, no message and, soon, no formidable candidates because they simply can't hide their extremism."

The veteran recruiting push is part of the Democratic Party's long-running battle to reclaim the mantle of patriotism from the G.O.P. Last year, small American flags were distributed to the crowd before Kamala Harris accepted the party's nomination on the final night of its national convention. In June, House Democrats formed the partisan Democratic Veterans Caucus, with 18 members.

Travis Tazelaar, the political director of VoteVets, which recruits Democratic veteran candidates and runs ads supporting them, said veterans had a crucial advantage: Voters tend to presume they are politically moderate.

"The average voter looks at a veteran and doesn't see them as a hard conservative right or a hard liberal left," Mr. Tazelaar said.

Several Democrats pointed to JoAnna Mendoza, 48, as a promising candidate. She said voters could be surprised when she told them she was once a Marine drill instructor.

"Listen, I tell people, 'I am not as lean, not as mean, but still a Marine, so don't get confused,'" she said with a laugh. "I still know how to freaking take people out."

Next fall, Ms. Mendoza will look to take out Representative Juan Ciscomani, a Republican who represents much of southeastern Arizona. She described herself as a single mother by choice who joined the Navy and then the Marines because her rural community had "no job opportunities."

"The system isn't designed for people like me," she said.

In a sign of how many Democratic veterans are running, a second female Marine veteran, Maura Sullivan, is running for the House in New Hampshire. They could both make history as the first female Marines in Congress.

Ms. Mendoza and Ms. Sullivan are two of the four female veterans who have connected with one another in a group chat they're calling "Hellcats," after the female Marines who served in World War I. The veteran-recruiting group New Politics recently set up a shared fund-raising account for the women using the same name.

In Mr. Trump's first midterm election, in 2018, Democrats won the House partly on the strength of a slate of veterans and women who had worked in national security, including Mikie Sherrill of New Jersey and Abigail Spanberger of Virginia (both now running for governor), Elissa Slotkin of Michigan (now a U.S. senator), Chrissy Houlahan of Pennsylvania (still in Congress) and Elaine Luria of Virginia (defeated in 2022 by Jen Kiggans, a Republican who herself was a Navy pilot).

"We saw this in 2018, that specifically female veterans and women with national security backgrounds are uniquely positioned at being able to flip seats red to blue," said Rebecca Bennett, a former Navy helicopter pilot and a member of the Hellcats chat. Ms. Bennett is running to unseat Representative Tom Kean Jr., a New Jersey Republican.

One person whose name has surfaced as a dream recruit is Jimmy McCain, the son of John McCain, the longtime Republican senator from Arizona who died in 2018. The younger Mr. McCain, who has served in both the Marines and the Army National Guard, became a Democrat last year and endorsed Ms. Harris. In a brief interview he said he was actively serving and had no interest in running for Congress.

In Michigan, Matt Maasdam, a former Navy SEAL, said he hoped to bring "warrior energy" to Congress by defeating Representative Tom Barrett, a first-term Republican who served in the Army.

Matt Maasdam, a former Navy SEAL and once the military aide to former President Barack Obama, said he hoped to bring "warrior energy" to Congress. Matt Maasdam for Congress, via Associated Press


"People think that things SEALs do can be impossible, and yet we do them every day," Mr. Maasdam said. "I hear a lot of people saying, like, 'We can't change the direction of the country. It's impossible.' I'm like, 'What are you talking about?' It takes a couple strong voices at the right time to put us right where we want to be."

At one point, Mr. Maasdam served as President Barack Obama's military aide -- better known as the person who handles the "nuclear football" that contains launch codes.

Like many of the Democratic veterans running, Mr. Maasdam must survive competitive primaries before getting to take on a Republican. He faces a primary that includes another candidate with foreign-affairs credentials: Bridget Brink, a career diplomat who served as the U.S. ambassador to Ukraine from 2022, when Russia invaded the country, until resigning this year. She is one of several congressional candidates who quit government positions in protest.

In Pennsylvania, Ryan Crosswell is running only months after stepping down from the Justice Department's Public Integrity Section over concerns that the Trump administration was politicizing it.

Americans respect the military "because it's seen as sort of a last bastion of nonpartisan commitment to country first," said Ryan Crosswell, a former Marine who is running for Congress in Pennsylvania. Tierney L. Cross for The New York Times


Mr. Crosswell hopes his service in the Marines will resonate with primary and general-election voters alike in a seat that Republicans flipped in 2024.

"The reason the military is so respected among the American public is because it's seen as sort of a last bastion of nonpartisan commitment to country first," he said.

Another veteran and former federal prosecutor who resigned from the Justice Department this year, Zach Dembo, hopes to fill a congressional seat in Kentucky that opened when Representative Andy Barr, a Republican, decided to run for Senate.

That district has not been competitive since 2018, when Amy McGrath, yet another Democratic veteran, lost narrowly to Mr. Barr.

Representative Chris Deluzio, a Pennsylvania Democrat who served in the Navy, said that when voters heard a candidate had been in the armed services, they tended to "at least give you a chance to make a pitch."

"We are in a moment where we are seeing the right act like they have some monopoly on patriotism and loving this country, and it's like, I think that's complete and total B.S.," he said. "We need a fighting Democratic Party, and I know that so many of my fellow veterans who wore the uniform know what it is to take on a righteous, tough fight."
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They Served Their Time for Sex Crimes. The State Won't Let Them Go.

New Jersey's secure treatment center for detaining sex offenders is supposed to keep the public safe. Critics say it violates civil liberties.

New Jersey's Special Treatment Unit for sex offenders is housed on the grounds of a state prison in Avenel. Brian Fraser for The New York Times



By Jordan Michael Smith



Aug 01, 2025 at 08:00 AM

Russell Tinsley had a long history of committing serious crimes, including rape and assault with a deadly weapon, in other states by the time he was imprisoned for car theft in New Jersey in 2008.

After each of the prior convictions, in California and Pennsylvania, Mr. Tinsley had followed the conventional path through the American criminal justice system, serving his time and then going free.

But when his two-year sentence was up in New Jersey, officials in the state attorney general's office petitioned to have him confined for more time under a state law that allows for the civil commitment of dangerous sex offenders -- even though he had never been convicted of a sex crime in that state. That was in 2010. 

Two doctors who never interviewed him concluded that he lacked skills to function safely in the community and that he should be locked in the state's Special Treatment Unit until he was rehabilitated.

Over the next 15 years, Mr. Tinsley's treatment was overseen by doctors who repeatedly failed to show that he had an uncontrollable "mental abnormality," as required by law, and his care proceeded at a glacial pace, advancing him no closer to freedom, a judge would eventually rule. Still he remains in the unit today, having turned 70 in March.

"I think they want to keep me here until I die," he said in a recent interview.

Operated in 20 states, programs like the one that has held Mr. Tinsley occupy a fraught and contentious corner of the nation's criminal justice system, allowing for some sex offenders to be civilly committed to secure facilities even after they have served their full criminal sentences.

Proponents of the programs -- who first created them in response to sensational crimes committed by sex offenders who had been released from prison -- have said they are needed to keep the public safe. Legal critics, however, have singled them out as violating bedrock principles of due process.

The programs are supposed to provide treatment to offenders and then free them when they no longer pose a threat to the public, and some appear to have achieved that goal. New Jersey's program, however, has proved one of the least effective at rehabilitating and releasing its residents.

Bradford Bury, a former New Jersey State Superior Court judge who once oversaw the program, said it held some sex offenders to a standard that no other criminals had to meet, not even those convicted of horrifying crimes.

"We let people who intentionally murder a child out on parole," said Judge Bury, who retired in 2023. "There's a total inconsistency of the application of the rules, common sense and fairness."

He added that, by his estimation, one in three of the nearly 400 people now being held in the state's treatment unit could be freed without any harm to the community.

Interviews with more than 30 current and former employees of the New Jersey center and a review of more than 1,000 pages of court documents and other records reveal a dysfunctional system that fails to achieve its stated aims.

The state evaluates people for commitment based on unscientific criteria, and the evaluations themselves occur with almost no transparency.

And unlike other states, New Jersey requires no trial before ordering someone held in civil commitment -- only a petition from the attorney general's office and the consent of a judge.

Among the people who have been confined to the Special Treatment Unit is a man who was wrongfully imprisoned for a rape he never committed.

Over the past 25 years, the center has conditionally released 253 people, requiring them to comply with strict conditions such as polygraph examinations and random check-ins. They can be returned at any time, however, even for minor offenses. One man was sent back to the unit in 2020 for smoking marijuana, and has been held there ever since.

Of the 750 people who have been committed since the unit's creation in 1999, just 57 have been fully discharged.

Nine residents have been confined there since the center opened.

Records show that detainees who enter the unit are almost twice as likely to die in custody as to be fully released, leading current and former detainees to mordantly refer to it as a "pine box program." The best chance of getting out, they say, is in a coffin.

There is also evidence of racial prejudice. A 2020 report by researchers at the University of California, Los Angeles, found that Black people were five times as likely to be held in the New Jersey program as white people, the starkest racial disparity of any such treatment program in the nation.

One of the report's authors noted that people had to be deemed a risk to society before they were confined to the unit and that research had shown that Black men were more likely to be perceived as dangerous.

Representatives of the New Jersey attorney general's office declined to comment for this article.

A representative of the New Jersey Corrections Department said that the agency was "committed to the safety, dignity and rehabilitation of all incarcerated individuals," including residents of the Special Treatment Unit.

One researcher, Cynthia Calkins, a psychologist at John Jay College of Criminal Justice who co-wrote a paper on the unit, said that it seemed to accomplish little despite its cost.

"We spend a lot of resources," she said, "and the overall benefit appears to be very small."

Committed, Then Exonerated

In 1996, Rodney Roberts was working two jobs, one as a paralegal and another as a salesman in a men's store, and living in a Montclair, N.J., apartment with his young son, when a teenager was sexually assaulted in Newark.

Seventeen days later, officers with the East Orange Police Department arrested Mr. Roberts, who, as a younger man, had been convicted of conspiracy to commit rape.

They held him for a more than a month after investigators with the Newark Police Department added his mug shot to a lineup and asked the teenager whether she recognized any of the men as her attacker. She picked Mr. Roberts out of the lineup, they said.

Prosecutors charged him with rape and kidnapping. His public defender advised him to plead guilty to kidnapping, saying he would serve less prison time than if he went to trial for both crimes and was found guilty. Mr. Roberts followed the advice, and the sex assault charge was dropped. He received seven years in prison.

Still, when asked, he maintained his innocence, and the parole board denied him early release in 1998, 2000 and 2003, saying he refused to take responsibility for the crime.

Rodney Roberts was confined to the special treatment unit for a crime he never committed. Kenny Karpov/Innocence Project, via Reuters


By 2004, he was about to be reunited with his family when the attorney general's office petitioned to have him committed to the Special Treatment Unit. Records show that the doctor who evaluated him determined that he did not have any particular urge to commit sexual assault. But the doctor recommended him for the unit anyway, saying he was likely to reoffend because of his arrogance and refusal to accept responsibility for his crime.

Mr. Roberts spent the next 10 years at the center, receiving no treatment, he said. Still, once a year, a panel evaluated him and ruled that he was too dangerous to go free.

Then a DNA test of evidence in his case showed that Mr. Roberts had never committed the rape in the first place. In 2014, New Jersey set aside the finding that he was a sexually violent predator and released him from the unit.

Mr. Roberts sued the state the following year for the wrongful conviction and commitment. More than a decade later, his case is still pending.

The same deficiencies that led to Mr. Roberts's commitment have persisted, current and former staff members of the unit said.

In 2022, doctors working for the state acknowledged in court that making determinations about who was "highly likely to reoffend" defied mathematical precision.

The New Jersey chapter of the American Civil Liberties Union filed papers the next year saying that the admission demonstrated the arbitrariness but also the unconstitutionality of civil commitment.

"If 'highly likely' has no replicable meaning or measure or fixed floor," wrote Liza Weisberg, the A.C.L.U. lawyer who filed the brief, "this means that the statute that you used to civilly commit people and keep them civilly committed is without constitutional guardrails."

The brief was only the latest alarm raised about the program in the courts.

In 2001, a group of the unit's residents filed a class-action lawsuit against the center, accusing it of failing to provide the minimum treatment for them to be released. The case led to a period of oversight by a federal monitor who was supposed to ensure that the program improved.

"The monitoring process gave a lot of deference to the prison and, I'm sorry to say to you, to the treatment unit," says Jenny-Brooke Condon, a law professor at Seton Hall University who helped the residents with the original lawsuit.

Since then, she added, "My fear is that things have probably gotten worse."

A Sense of Hopelessness

Inside the Special Treatment Unit, the prevailing sense among the residents has been one of hopelessness.

The center's operators have told them that the key to getting out is progressing through phases of treatment. But in practice, as the federal monitor noted, the program can make doing so difficult, if not impossible.

In one report, the monitor noted that the program was advancing residents through treatment even more slowly than it had before the federal oversight began. In another, the monitor said that the program appeared not to be following its own guidelines by holding residents in some treatment phases for three to four times longer than they were supposed to be.

Interviews and records revealed other problems. Some employees counted by the unit as "psychologists" did not meet state requirements to be classified as such -- or even as licensed therapists outside of the building.

The employees have some clinical experience but might never have run group treatments, said one current unit therapist, who spoke on the condition of anonymity because they were not authorized to discuss the program.

Many of the employees have never worked with offenders before and, although they are well intentioned, they often appear to be overwhelmed and even terrified, the therapist said.

And the treatment they are in charge of administering is questionable at best, residents and former employees said.

"They did a treatment program that was never validated -- somebody made it up," said Dr. Vivian Shnaidman, a psychiatrist who worked at the center for three years in the mid-2000s. "There was no research to back it. And they just made everybody do these specific things that they invented."

Heather Ellis Cucolo, an adjunct professor at New York Law School focused on sex offender law, said treatment in New Jersey's program is offered only sporadically.

"Treatment is used as a way to keep persons longer than what may otherwise be constitutionally appropriate, and treatment has not been shown to be effective by any real criteria in reducing risk," said Ms. Cucolo, a former public defender who worked with the center's residents. "It's just a way to keep these people indefinitely."

When not in treatment, residents spend their days in run-down quarters on the campus of a state prison that has at times been overrun by rats, bed bugs and mold, interviews and records show. The heating system has failed in the winter and the air-conditioning has stopped working in the summer.

(The representative of New Jersey's Corrections Department said that all of the agency's facilities received "comprehensive, regular pest prevention and mitigation.")

It's not unusual for residents to undergo arbitrary strip searches or worse at the hands of guards, records and interviews show. In December 2024, a guard pleaded guilty to aggravated assault after beating a resident in the unit who died of a stroke days later.

After spending 19 years in the Special Treatment Unit, Najeev Mohammed has "given up" and accepted that he will never go free, he said in an interview.

"It's a never-ending situation," he said. "It just keeps going, going, going, going -- that's it, until you become like a mummy."
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State Trooper Is Said to Be a Suspect in 2 Fatal Shootings

A New Jersey state trooper who had guarded the governor is believed to have fatally shot a man and a woman before killing himself, people familiar with the investigation said.


By Sharon Otterman and Tracey Tully



Aug 03, 2025 at 10:06 PM

A New Jersey state trooper who previously was a supervisor on the governor's protection detail is suspected of killing his former girlfriend and a man in Hunterdon County before killing himself, according to two people briefed on the investigation.

The deaths were discovered around 12:20 p.m. on Saturday, when local police officers responded to a 911 call in the Pittstown section of Franklin Township made by someone who had found an unconscious woman with physical trauma.

The officers found two people who had been fatally shot in what investigators believe was a targeted act, according to the Hunterdon County prosecutor's office, which released a statement on Sunday. Investigators identified the victims as Lauren Semanchik, 33, of Pittstown, and Tyler Webb, 29, of Forked River.

The two victims were found in Ms. Semanchik's home.

While the prosecutor's office did not name a suspect, he was identified by a person familiar with the investigation as Ricardo Santos, a state trooper and Ms. Semanchik's ex-boyfriend. A second person familiar with the investigation confirmed the name of the suspect.

Lieutenant Santos had served several years ago in the State Police's executive protection unit on Gov. Philip D. Murphy's detail. More recently, he was assigned to the agency's dignitary protection unit, which guards other important people in the state government, one of the people said.

He was found dead in a vehicle in Johnson Park in Piscataway, N.J., on Saturday, according to one of the people familiar with the investigation. The local police in Piscataway referred questions to the Middlesex County Prosecutor's Office, which was closed for the weekend.

Deanna Semanchik, Ms. Semanchik's sister, said in an interview Sunday that the trooper had been harassing Ms. Semanchik in recent weeks. She said the two had dated for only a few months earlier this year, but that he would not leave her alone.

"She was the most empathetic person I have ever met," Deanna Semanchik said. "She just had such a big heart."

Lauren Semanchik, a veterinarian, owned the home where the shooting occurred, property records show. Mr. Webb was a volunteer firefighter, according to the Pinewald Pioneer Fire Company, which announced his death in a Facebook post Sunday.

A spokeswoman for the New Jersey attorney general's office, which oversees the State Police, said that the office was devastated by the tragedies and extended sympathies to the victims' families and loved ones.

A spokesman for Mr. Murphy said that the governor's office was shocked by the killings.

Neighbors in Pittstown reported Sunday in a local Facebook group that there was a heavy police presence on Upper Kingtown Road, near where the bodies were found.

Members of the New Jersey governor's security detail are assigned to guard the governor and his family around the clock, including at their home in Middletown and at Drumthwacket, the executive mansion in Princeton. While on the detail, Lieutenant Santos worked as a trusted supervisor, records show.

Susan C. Beachy contributed research.
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Ross Rowland, 85, Dies; a Railroad Preservationist by Way of Wall St.

He made a fortune as a commodities broker, then used his wealth to back the American Freedom Train and other high-profile vintage excursions.

Ross E. Rowland Jr. in June. A son, grandson and great-grandson of railroad workers, he became a prime mover in the preservation of the American steam-train tradition. Michael William Sullivan



By Clay Risen



Aug 01, 2025 at 07:29 PM

Ross E. Rowland Jr., who made his fortune trading pork belly futures on Wall Street but was never happier than when he swapped his suit and tie for a locomotive engineer's jacket and cap as one of America's foremost steam-train buffs, died on July 19 in Watertown, N.Y. He was 85.

His wife, Karen Bendix, said the cause of death, in a hospital, was lung cancer. He lived in nearby Sackets Harbor, on Lake Ontario.

The son -- and grandson, and great-grandson -- of railroad workers, Mr. Rowland had been in love with steam trains for as long as he could remember. He dreamed of getting to drive a locomotive of his own, and after founding one of the largest commodities brokerages in New York, he had the wherewithal to fulfill that wish.

In 1966, he started the High Iron Co., which offered trips around the Mid-Atlantic States in authentic rail cars pulled by vintage locomotives -- including, eventually, Mr. Rowland's pride and joy, the Chesapeake & Ohio No. 614, a 112-foot, 239-ton colossus that he bought and refurbished in 1979.

Mr. Rowland's pride and joy, the Chesapeake & Ohio locomotive No. 614, a 112-foot, 239-ton colossus that he bought and refurbished in 1979. Here it was in Port Jervis, N.Y., in 1997. David Mainey Collection, Collection of the Center for Railroad Photography & Art

Ross Rowland, second from right, with his C&O locomotive in Port Jervis. He directed steam-train excursions from Hoboken, N.J., to Port Jervis, along the Delaware River. David Mainey Collection, Collection of the Center for Railroad Photography & Art


Mr. Rowland was the prime mover behind the Golden Spike Centennial Limited, which in 1969 carried passengers from Grand Central Terminal in New York City to Promontory, Utah, to mark the 100th anniversary of the first transcontinental railroad.

A few years later, he created the American Freedom Train, a traveling museum stocked with choice items from the Smithsonian Institution -- George Washington's copy of the Constitution, Joe Louis's boxing trunks -- that cruised through all 48 contiguous states in 1975 and 1976 in celebration of the country's bicentennial.

Trips on Mr. Rowland's trains were not your typical 20-mile-an-hour trots along a disused spur line, but full-tilt sprints behind a half-a-million-pound engine. It was the difference between a pony ride and a thoroughbred race.

He realized his passion at the right moment. By the late 1960s, steam trains had long been surpassed by diesel, but rail traffic was down across the board, leaving plenty of room on the tracks for enthusiasts like him to organize private excursions.

From his office in a converted train station in Lebanon, N.J., he directed trips from Hoboken up the Hudson River, or across northern New Jersey to Port Jervis, N.Y., along the Delaware River.

Mr. Rowland was convinced that coal-powered steam trains could make a comeback, especially during the era of high oil prices in the 1970s and '80s. He spent a considerable sum on a project called ACE 3000, a high-tech steam locomotive that ultimately proved unworkable.

Mr. Rowland in 1973, when he was president of the American Freedom Train Foundation. The Freedom Train, a traveling museum stocked with items from the Smithsonian Institution, toured the United States in celebration of the country's bicentennial in 1976. The American Freedom Train Foundation


But his dream was never really about dollars and cents.

"Compared to any steam engine," he told Trains.com in 2018, "no diesel could come close in my heart."

Ross Ellsworth Rowland Jr. was born on July 11, 1940, in Albany, N.Y., the son of Ross E. Rowland Sr. and Helen (Jackson) Rowland. A few years later, the family moved to Cranford, N.J., where his father worked for the Central Railroad of New Jersey. His mother ran the household.

Young Ross took to hanging around a nearby rail yard.

"I became something of a mascot to those who worked there," he told New Jersey Business Magazine in 1994. "Eventually they trusted me to help lubricate the trains. It was so exciting because I was helping maintain steam locomotives."

When he was 14, he ran away from home after a fight with his parents. In California, he found work at a luxury resort frequented by John Wayne. But after three years, Mr. Wayne, who had hired him as a driver, told Ross to go home to his mother, which he did.

He completed high school, but instead of attending college, he followed a friend to Wall Street, where he founded Floor Broker Associates. It executed commodities trades for some of the biggest investment firms in the country.

With oil prices high in the 1970s and '80s, Mr. Rowland was convinced that coal-powered steam trains could make a comeback. via Rowland family


Mr. Rowland's first marriage, to Doris Lakin, ended in divorce. He married Ms. Bendix in 1998. Along with her, he is survived by two children from his first marriage, Cathy Pattison and Joseph Rowland, and a grandson. Another son, James, died.

Soon after conceiving the Golden Spike Centennial Limited, Mr. Rowland reached out to influential friends for help -- including Mr. Wayne. The actor rode along on the train from New York to Salt Lake City, where he tied its arrival to the local debut of his 1969 movie "True Grit."

Afterward, Mr. Wayne told Mr. Rowland that with the national bicentennial coming up, he should think about replicating the Golden Spike's success, but on a grander scale. The American Freedom Train was born.

The American Freedom Train cruised through all 48 contiguous states in 1975 and 1976  Alamy


It was a triumph. The train stopped in 138 cities and drew millions of paying customers. It marked the high point of Mr. Rowland's success in steam-driven tourism.

As railroad companies consolidated and freight rail made a comeback, there was less and less track available for excursions like his.

He also suffered a series of high-profile business failures. In the 1990s, he created the 21st Century Limited, intended to replicate the American Freedom Train's success, this time to mark the end of the millennium. After years of planning, the company went bankrupt.

The same thing happened to the Pacific Wilderness Railway, which operated for just over a year in 2000 and 2001 on Vancouver Island in Canada. A decade later, Mr. Rowland unsuccessfully tried to run a luxury train from Washington, D.C., to the Greenbrier Resort in West Virginia.

But he never gave up. He spent much of his last decade trying to drum up support for another American Freedom Train, this time to commemorate the country's 250th birthday.

Mr. Rowland had finally begun to garner support in Washington when he was diagnosed with cancer, his wife said. The prospects for another American Freedom Train remain unclear.
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Michael Cardozo, 84, New York City's Longest-Serving Chief Lawyer, Dies

As the city's corporation counsel under Mayor Michael Bloomberg, he defended stop-and-frisk policing and a ban on smoking in bars and restaurants.

Michael A. Cardozo in 2002, the year he was named corporation counsel for New York City by Mayor Michael R. Bloomberg. Librado Romero/The New York Times



By Sam Roberts



Aug 01, 2025 at 10:32 PM

Michael A. Cardozo, a litigator for corporations and professional sports organizations who served longer than anyone else as New York City's chief legal officer, a role in which he oversaw cases defending stop-and-frisk policing and the city's ban on smoking in bars and restaurants, died on July 23 at his home in White Plains, N.Y. He was 84.

His daughter Sheryl Cardozo confirmed the death without specifying the cause, saying only that it followed a brief illness.

Given his surname, Mr. Cardozo once said, he was destined to become a lawyer. His paternal great-grandfather's cousin was Benjamin Cardozo (1870-1938), an associate justice of the United States Supreme Court who was appointed by President Herbert Hoover in 1932.

"Some people thought I was going to be a lawyer from the day I was born," he told Law.com.

From 1996 to 1998, Mr. Cardozo served as president of the New York City Bar Association, which was established in 1870 to ferret out corruption in the court system. One of its first investigations led to the resignation of Albert Cardozo, a State Supreme Court justice who was Benjamin Cardozo's father.

Michael Cardozo was a partner at Proskauer Rose (formerly Proskauer, Rose, Goetz & Mendelsohn) when he was appointed as the city's corporation counsel by Mayor Michael R. Bloomberg in 2002. He stepped down in 2014, returning to Proskauer after setting a record for longevity in that municipal role, which was established in 1839.

As corporation counsel, Mr. Cardozo presided over almost 700 lawyers, who juggled a caseload of some 80,000 lawsuits and other legal matters at the city's Law Department.

As the city government's top lawyer, he successfully argued before the U.S. Supreme Court in 2007 that the federal courts could resolve disputes between localities and foreign governments over delinquent property taxes. The case, Permanent Mission of India v. City of New York, involved the Indian and Mongolian missions to the United Nations in New York.

Mr. Cardozo successfully oversaw the case in which a federal judge ruled in 2009 that legislation by the City Council enabled Mr. Bloomberg to seek a third term, despite limits imposed by the City Charter.

He also defended the Police Department's stop-and-frisk strategy, whose critics said it disproportionately singled out Black and Hispanic men (the tactics were ruled unconstitutional by a federal judge in 2013). He defended a city policy of inspecting carry-on bags in the subway; argued in favor of a provision that would have allowed the city to borrow $2.5 billion to pay off 1970s-era debt; and argued, again successfully, for the city's right to impose smoking bans in bars and restaurants as well as additional gun controls.

Mr. Cardozo with Mr. Bloomberg in 2002. In a recent Instagram post, Mr. Bloomberg praised Mr. Cardozo's "sharp legal acumen" and "unassailable integrity." G. Paul Burnett/The New York Times


In 2019, back at Proskauer, Mr. Cardozo represented Judith Clark, the getaway driver in a 1981 robbery of a Brink's armored car in Rockland County, N.Y., in her efforts to win parole after serving 37 years in prison. She won the case.

Mr. Cardozo retired from the law firm in 2022, a month after Gov. Kathy Hochul of New York named him to the state ethics commission.

In a recent statement on Instagram, Mr. Bloomberg said he had recruited Mr. Cardozo "not only for his sharp legal acumen, but also for his unassailable integrity and lifelong commitment to the city's civic health."

Michael Alan Cardozo was born on June 28, 1941, in Manhattan. His mother, Lucile (Lebair) Cardozo, was a school administrator; his father, Harmon Cardozo, was a real estate executive.

Michael grew up on the West Side of Manhattan and in Westport, Conn. After graduating from Staples High School in Westport, he earned a bachelor's degree in political science from Brown University in 1963 and a juris doctor degree from Columbia Law School in 1966. He went on to clerk for Judge Edward C. McLean of the U.S. District Court in Manhattan and then joined Proskauer in 1967; he became a partner in 1974.

When David Stern, a law school classmate who was also a partner at the firm, was named commissioner of the National Basketball Association in 1984, Mr. Cardozo began representing the N.B.A., and later Major League Soccer and the National Hockey League as well.

In 2002, as the city's new corporation counsel, Mr. Cardozo inherited a department that was scattered in dozens of locations after being displaced the year before by the Sept. 11 attack on the World Trade Center, which was a block from the main office.

At the Law Department, he created new divisions that focused on volunteer work and specialized in labor law and other issues, and he refused to settle suits against the city that were deemed frivolous.

Mr. Cardozo in 2010 at a news conference outside Federal District Court in Manhattan. Bebeto Matthews/Associated Press


"We certainly want to send the message," he told The New York Times in 2013, "that if you don't bring what we view to be a meritorious case, you're going to have a big battle on your hands."

During his time with the Law Department, the city settled a number of lawsuits involving police abuse and also defended against challenges to the beefed-up security it imposed after the Sept. 11 attack.

Reflecting on his tenure as the city's chief legal officer, Mr. Cardozo told students at Columbia Law School in a 2014 lecture that in defending or enforcing existing laws on behalf of the city, he was sometimes compelled to take a stance that he may have disagreed with personally. One example, he said, was when the city appealed a court ruling declaring that the state's prohibition on gay marriage was unconstitutional.

In addition to his daughter Sheryl, Mr. Cardozo is survived by his wife, Nancy (Cogut) Cardozo, whom he married in 1965; another daughter, Hedy Cardozo; and three grandchildren.

Mr. Cardozo was particularly focused on the judicial system. He lobbied for higher pay for judges, who were overworked, he said. (At one point, he was a member of the New York State Commission on Legislative, Judicial and Executive Compensation.) And he expressed frustration with the court system over what he called its repeated delays in trial decisions.

In 2009, he said publicly that the "entire culture" of the judicial system "must be changed" to "improve judicial accountability and, with it, judicial performance." For those comments, he was rebuked in a letter published in The New York Law Journal and signed by 18 of 20 State Supreme Court justices.

In an online tribute after Mr. Cardozo's death, Bret Parker, the executive director of the City Bar Association, singled out Mr. Cardozo's " longstanding commitment to the rule of law and tireless advocacy for an independent judiciary."




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/08/01/nyregion/michael-a-cardozo-dead.html



	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next





	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next




Flaco Jimenez, 86, Grammy-Winning Master of the Tex-Mex Accordion, Dies

Fusing traditional Tejano sounds with blues, rock and country, he recorded with Bob Dylan, the Rolling Stones and Ry Cooder.

Flaco Jimenez performing in 2007. He first made his name around Texas in the 1960s, playing the dirt-floor dance hall scene in cities and towns along the U.S.-Mexico border. Rick Diamond/WireImage, via Getty Images



By Clay Risen



Aug 01, 2025 at 11:58 PM

Flaco Jimenez, a Grammy-winning singer, songwriter and accordion virtuoso who was widely regarded as the king of Tex-Mex music, recording material that ranged far beyond his roots with acts like Dwight Yoakam, the Rolling Stones and Bob Dylan, has died. He was 86.

His death was announced on Thursday by his family in a Facebook post, which did not say where or when he had died or provide the cause. He had been hospitalized with an unspecified illness and released in January.

The son and grandson of accordionists, Mr. Jimenez played a style often characterized as norteno, Tejano or conjunto -- though he preferred the term Tex-Mex because it captured the variety of influences that flowed through his music.

Mr. Jimenez with his Grammy for best Mexican American performance at an awards ceremony in Los Angeles in 1996. Reed Saxon/Associated Press


"I would consider our music as like a bouquet of roses in rainbow colors, you know?" he told The Worcester Telegram and Gazette in Massachusetts in 1990. "Just imagine a bouquet of roses with one color. It would be boring, man."

Mr. Jimenez won six Grammys, five of them on his own and one, in 1999, with Los Super Seven, a rotating collective of Tex-Mex and country artists, including Joe Ely, Freddy Fender and Doug Sahm. In 2015, he won a Grammy Lifetime Achievement Award.

An album released by Mr. Jimenez in 1990. He preferred the term Tex-Mex to describe his music because it captured the variety of influences that flowed through it. Arhoolie Records


Among his most popular songs are "Ay Te Dejo en San Antonio" ("Ay, I Leave You in San Antonio"), the title track on his Grammy-winning 1987 album; "En el Cielo no Hay Cerveza" ("There's No Beer in Heaven"); and "El Mojado Sin Licencia" ("The Wetback Without a License"), about the struggles of being an undocumented immigrant.


Mr. Jimenez first made his name around Texas in the 1960s, playing the dirt-floor dance hall scene in cities and towns along the U.S.-Mexico border.

His early style was heavily influenced by the more traditional approach of his father, Santiago Jimenez, who was also nicknamed Flaco, Spanish for "skinny."

His father, who taught him to play the accordion, had learned the instrument from his own father, who in turn had picked it up from the Bohemian immigrants who settled in the San Antonio area in the early 20th century, bringing along their polkas and waltzes.

But Mr. Jimenez's sound expanded along with his list of collaborators. In the late 1960s, he played with Mr. Sahm in his band, the Sir Douglas Quintet, which exposed him to rock; in the 1970s, he picked up New Orleans blues from his work with Dr. John, and world-fusion sounds from collaborating with Ry Cooder.

The result was a rollicking, upbeat style that proved enormously influential among younger generations of Tex-Mex musicians. If you've heard the jaunty, happy sounds of an accordion-backed quartet recently, then you've heard Mr. Jimenez's legacy in action.

Mr. Jimenez resisted efforts to buttonhole his music as a particular style, or to draw a line between it and other traditions.

Mr. Jimenez in Mexico City in 2001.  Jose Luis Magana/Associated Press


"It's just music," he told The Los Angeles Times in 1994. "There's nothing that different about any of it that you can't find a way for them to meet."

He was born Leonardo Jimenez on March 11, 1939, in San Antonio. His mother, Luisa (Mena) Jimenez, oversaw the home.

His first instrument was the bajo sexto, a type of 12-string guitar, but he switched to the accordion soon after he started playing alongside his father, when he was just 7.

When he was 15, he formed his own band, Los Caporales. But long after he split with his bandmates, he kept the name as an alter ego of sorts for future lineups, when he wanted to play more traditional music in contrast to the faster-paced, more modern sounds that had come to define him.

In the 1970s, a series of collaborations -- with Mr. Sahm and Mr. Cooder, as well as with the documentarian Les Blank, who featured Mr. Jimenez's family in his 1976 documentary "Chulas Fronteras" -- brought Mr. Jimenez to an international audience.

Mr. Jimenez performed with Dwight Yoakam in 2015 in Austin, Texas. Gary Miller/Getty Images

Performing with Ry Cooder in 2014 in Nashville. Erika Goldring/Getty Images for Americana Music


He became a popular session musician. He played alongside Mr. Yoakam and Buck Owens in their 1988 version of "Streets of Bakersfield," which Mr. Owens had first recorded in 1973 and which brought the trio a gold record.

In 1990, Mr. Jimenez played live alongside Mr. Dylan on "Across the Borderline," originally recorded by Mr. Cooder, in Montreux, Switzerland. And he played with the Rolling Stones on "Sweethearts Together," a track on their 1994 album, "Voodoo Lounge."

Mr. Jimenez also played in a string of influential Tex-Mex bands, including the country-inflected Free Mexican Airforce and the Texas Tornados, alongside Mr. Fender, Mr. Sahm and Augie Meyers.

Mr. Jimenez, right, with other members of the Texas Tornados in 1990. From left were Doug Sahm, Augie Meyers and Freddie Fender. Paul Natkin/Getty Images


His survivors include his wife, Adela; their children, Arturo, Gilbert and Cynthia Jimenez and Raquel Fernandez; and his brother, Santiago Jr.

Mr. Jimenez continued to tour internationally long after many of his contemporaries had slowed down, and he maintained vibrant fan bases in Japan and Europe. But he remained a working-class San Antonian at heart.

"Sometimes people say, 'You recorded with this, you've done this, the Grammys and all,' but actually, I'm not a rich man," he said on the Robert Rivas radio show in 2015. "I'm just a day-by-day worker, man. My fortune is my kids."

Victor Manuel Ramos contributed reporting.
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Guest Essay


Trump Moves to Silence a New Target

 Alvaro Bernis



By Julia Angwin
Ms. Angwin, a contributing Opinion writer, is an investigative journalist.


Jul 30, 2025 at 10:00 AM

The Trump administration has been open about using its power to quash political opposition. So perhaps it shouldn't be surprising that the administration is trying to stop advertisers and brands from boycotting right-leaning businesses.

The latest maneuver comes from the Federal Trade Commission. Last month, it announced that it would approve the merger of two of the biggest ad agencies in the world only if the parties agree to an unusual condition: The merged company cannot refuse to place ads on websites for political reasons.

The move was a sharp break from its traditional practice. The F.T.C. is usually focused on such concerns as consumer protection and monopoly power; now it's trying to dictate where businesses advertise their products.

While the move would theoretically affect platforms of any political persuasion, there's little doubt that it is a thinly veiled attempt to prop up X.

Formerly known as Twitter, the platform suffered an advertiser exodus after Elon Musk took it over and began using it to promote right-wing talking points, including antisemitism and conspiracy theories. In 2023, dozens of advertisers suspended their spending after two media watchdog groups, the Center for Countering Digital Hate and Media Matters, revealed how X was profiting from accounts that spread hate and misinformation and that major brands' ads were appearing near pro-Nazi content. X responded by suing both the watchdog groups, as well as an advertising trade group and several leading advertisers it accused of illegally boycotting its business.

Then in May, the F.T.C. began investigating roughly a dozen advertising and advocacy groups including Media Matters to determine if they were engaged in a conspiracy or collusion by encouraging advertisers to boycott X and other websites. Media Matters has since sued the F.T.C., but in the meantime, the organization has dialed back its criticism and is considering closing in the face of steep legal fees.

The F.T.C.'s recent efforts essentially bolster X's legally dubious argument that advertisers don't have the right to freedom of expression. The agency's conditions for approving the ad merger are "blatantly inconsistent with the First Amendment right of advertisers not to associate their brands with content or viewpoints that they know consumers find objectionable," said Olivier Sylvain, a law professor at Fordham University.

Business boycotts have long been used to foment social change. In the 1980s, boycotts of South Africa by corporations and governments around the world -- combined with boycotts of white-owned stores by Black shoppers -- contributed to the demise of apartheid.

But in 2015, a movement led by conservatives began passing laws in dozens of states barring companies that participate in politically motivated boycotts from receiving government contracts or investments. Initially, the effort was intended to stop boycotts of Israeli products and services. But over time, it expanded to protect gunmakers, oil and gas companies and other businesses from economic protests.

And these earlier efforts to thwart boycotts pale in comparison with what is happening today, with the full force of a federal agency being deployed to coerce advertisers into supporting conservative media.

There is considerable power to tap. The advertising industry is a $1 trillion global behemoth and the engine of the internet economy. Ads are the kingmakers of online media; very few YouTube stars, newspapers, TV stations, podcasts or websites can thrive without being blessed by advertisers.

In other words, controlling advertising is a back door to controlling media itself. Already, this administration has sought to reshape how it is covered by giving access to friendlier conservative outlets, punishing traditional news outlets like The Associated Press that defy its orders, defunding public media and filing defamation suits against broadcasters whose coverage President Trump doesn't like.

The boycott bans and investigations are another piece of this larger project. Faced with the threat of having to prove they are not boycotting outlets for political reasons, advertisers may find that their best defense is to place ads in right-wing publications. Already, the marketing research firm Forrester has advised clients, in an article titled "X-tortion: How Advertisers Are Losing Control of Media Choice," to buy ads on X in order to protect themselves from legal threats and investigations.

If advertisers adopt this approach, it could expand to mean more money for Mr. Trump's own media platform, Truth Social, as well as his favorite conservative outlets, and less money for outlets that are adversarial to the administration.

The F.T.C. move is an attempt to tilt the media landscape in favor of the government in ways that are simply un-American. If we want a media that is willing to stand up to government, we need to fight for the right to boycott, not just for ourselves but also for advertisers.

The Times is committed to publishing a diversity of letters to the editor. We'd like to hear what you think about this or any of our articles. Here are some tips. And here's our email: letters@nytimes.com.

Follow the New York Times Opinion section on Facebook, Instagram, TikTok, Bluesky, WhatsApp and Threads.




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/07/30/opinion/ftc-advertiser-media-boycott.html



	
	Articles
	Sections
	Next





	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next




David French


Israel Must Open Its Eyes

 Tom Brenner/Reuters



By David French
Opinion Columnist


Aug 03, 2025 at 06:00 AM

I think it's fair to describe me as a Christian Zionist. I believe in the necessity of the Jewish people to have their own safe, secure homeland. And while I have never thought Israel was perfect (far from it), I have seen the antisemitism and genocidal intent animating its enemies in the Middle East, including Hamas, Hezbollah and Iran.

I can see the extraordinary antisemitism and bias in the larger international community. When a United Nations that includes North Korea, Syria, Russia and China condemns Israel more than any other nation in the world (by far), you know that the Jewish state is being singled out.

I'm also a veteran of the Iraq war who served as judge advocate for an armored cavalry regiment during the surge in Iraq in 2007 and 2008. Before I became a journalist, I was part of a legal team that defended Israel from war crime accusations after Operation Cast Lead, the Gaza war of 2008 and 2009.

I know that Israel had the right under international law to destroy Hamas's military and to remove Hamas from power after the massacre in southern Israel on Oct. 7. In other words, Israel had the right to respond to a terrorist force like Hamas the way the United States and its allies responded to a terrorist force like ISIS after ISIS launched its terrorist campaign across the Middle East and across Europe.

So, yes, I consider myself a friend of Israel. But now its friends need to stage an intervention. The Israeli government has gone too far. It has engineered a staggering humanitarian crisis, and that crisis is both a moral atrocity and a long-term threat to Israel itself.

Civilian casualties were inevitable when Israel responded to Hamas, but the suffering of Palestinian civilians is far beyond the bounds of military necessity. The people of Gaza, already grieving the loss of thousands of children, now face a famine -- and children once again will bear the brunt of the pain.

If you're skeptical of this claim (and I know many supporters of Israel are), consider two factors -- the numbers and the timing. As The Times documented in an article on Friday, the amount of aid flowing into Gaza has sharply diminished.

Before Israel ended its cease-fire with Hamas and blocked aid shipments in March, the amount of aid entering Gaza had soared to well over 200,000 tons per month. Then it dropped to virtually nothing, and even after Israel lifted its blockade in May, the amount of aid flowing into Gaza was a small fraction of what it had been.

Compounding the problem, the method of distributing what little aid is available requires thousands of Palestinians to travel long distances, which imposes an extreme hardship on the most vulnerable people -- the very old, the very sick and the very young. Palestinians also have to cross military lines, which creates its own risk of violence as thousands upon thousands of hungry civilians encounter heavily armed soldiers who are on high alert.

In Iraq, I participated in humanitarian missions that involved far fewer people, and I can tell you that these missions can be remarkably tense. It takes extreme discipline to keep the peace. Consequently, even as the amount of aid has diminished, the number of violent incidents during aid distribution has skyrocketed. Hundreds of Palestinians in search of food have been killed, many of them by Israeli soldiers.

So there is less aid, and it's harder and more dangerous to obtain.

The decrease in aid would be dreadful on its own, but what makes it incalculably worse is the timing. Israel's aid blockade came after a year and a half of war, when Hamas is decimated, Gaza's government is largely dismantled and chaos reigns.

The dominant power in Gaza is Israel, not Hamas, and Israel, not Hamas, is the only entity with both the power to control aid distribution and the ability to obtain and distribute aid in the Gaza Strip. There is no way for Gazans to feed themselves. They are utterly dependent on Israel, and Israel removed the United Nations from the aid distribution network without replacing it with an effective alternative.

Anyone who has spent time fighting Al Qaeda or ISIS or Hamas knows that those groups think civilian suffering advances their cause. They don't burrow into cities and wear civilian clothes and hide behind hospitals and mosques simply to conceal themselves; they do so knowing that any military response will also kill civilians. They want the world to see images of civilian death and suffering.

So why is Israel giving Hamas what it wants?

Hamas should lay down its arms. It should release every hostage. But Hamas's war crimes -- including its murders, its hostage taking and its concealment among civilians and civilian buildings -- do not relieve Israel of its own moral and legal obligations.

There has always been a better way to defeat Hamas, and no one knows this better than veterans of the Iraq war. We've watched Israel make the same mistakes we made early in the war, when we repeatedly attacked and destroyed terrorist cells but the terrorists always came back.

We played a deadly and destructive version of Whac-a-Mole, reducing neighborhoods and streets to ruin, only to bomb the rubble weeks and months later when Al Qaeda returned. The only way to stop the cycle was to seize ground, hold it and protect and secure the civilian population until we could hand control over to local authorities.

That approach has a double virtue. It's not just kinder to civilians; it's far more effective militarily. I'm not just saying this. Gen. David Petraeus, the commander of American forces in Iraq during the surge -- when we turned the tide of the Iraq war in part by protecting the Iraqi population -- has made this argument over and over and over again since Oct. 7.

This is a moment of short-term strength and long-term vulnerability for Israel. Its triumphs in its fights with Hamas, Hezbollah and Iran mean that its foes are militarily the weakest they've been in more than a generation. At the same time, however, European and American public support for Israel is in a state of collapse.

A May YouGov poll found that public support for Israel in Western Europe was the lowest it had ever recorded. A July Gallup poll found that only 32 percent of Americans approved of Israel's military actions in Gaza.

But don't take collapsing support for Israel as proof that nations support Hamas. On Tuesday all 22 members of the Arab League and all 27 members of the European Union called on Hamas to disarm, release all remaining hostages and surrender control of Gaza. This was a vitally important step -- a clear indication that key nations in the world utterly reject Hamas.

It matters when President Trump -- the man who ordered U.S. strikes on Iran's nuclear facilities -- describes what's happening in Gaza as "real starvation" and says, "I told Israel maybe they have to do it a different way."

Israel's defenders can rightfully complain that nations with far worse human rights violations receive far less scrutiny. Where are the protests, they ask, against North Korean gulags? Or against the Chinese oppression of the Uyghurs? But again, Israel has moral responsibilities, regardless of Western hypocrisy, and it still needs those Western friends.

No nation -- not even the United States -- can thrive without allies, and Israel (despite its nuclear weapons) is far more vulnerable and dependent on international friendship than the United States or Britain or France. If Israel creates a lasting rift with its European allies and shatters the longstanding bipartisan American consensus on aiding Israel, then the long-term consequences could be grave.

It's easy to forget that it was President Barack Obama, a Democrat, who signed the largest-ever American military aid package with Israel -- a $38 billion, 10-year deal that helped supply Israel with many of the weapons it has used in this war. It's easy to forget that President Joe Biden, a Democrat, twice deployed American forces to help defend Israel from Iranian drone and missile attacks.

Is Israel better off if its alliance with America depends on whether a Republican is in the White House? Can it even count on Republican support in the long run? Putting aside for the moment the rise of antisemitism in the online right, "America First" has never been a concept hospitable to foreign aid or alliances.

One of the most frustrating aspects of our political discourse is the expectation that once you're identified on a side, you are somehow betraying your side if you speak up when it goes terribly wrong. Partisans are used to ignoring their opponents, but there might be a chance they will listen to their friends.

Israel's friends must speak with one voice: End the famine in Gaza. Drop any talk of annexation. Protect the civilian population.

Defeating Hamas does not require starving a single child.

The Times is committed to publishing a diversity of letters to the editor. We'd like to hear what you think about this or any of our articles. Here are some tips. And here's our email: letters@nytimes.com.

Follow the New York Times Opinion section on Facebook, Instagram, TikTok, Bluesky, WhatsApp and Threads.
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Guest Essay


Someone Is Defying the Supreme Court, but It Isn't Trump

 Mona Eing & Michael Meissner



By Adrian Vermeule
Mr. Vermeule teaches constitutional and administrative law at Harvard Law School.


Jul 31, 2025 at 10:00 AM

Since President Trump returned to the presidency for a second term, legal scholars and political writers have wrestled with a particular preoccupation: What if he defies court orders?

When actual examples of the administration violating court orders turned out to be hard to find, and contestable in any given case, some commentators broadened the notion of defiance to include so-called malicious compliance (or legalistic noncompliance). The idea here is that even if the president or his agents did comply with the terms of court orders, however unreasonable, they might be doing so in bad faith, with the covert motive of actually evading or circumventing the point of the order. 

The issue of defying court orders is still with us -- but it has taken a twist. Now the defiance is coming from inside the judicial branch itself, in the form of a lower-court mutiny against the Supreme Court. District Court judges, and in some cases even appellate courts, have either defied orders of the court outright or engaged in malicious compliance and evasion of those orders, in transparent bad faith.

In the past decade or so, increasing judicial overreach has caused harm to our constitutional order by limiting the ability of the executive branch to implement the program it was elected by the American people to pursue. It has been a scourge for both recent Republican and Democratic presidents, and it may provoke extreme measures to restore order. The recent defiance goes even further, threatening to damage the internal integrity of the judiciary, which ultimately relies on lower courts to follow the Supreme Court's direction.

Consider Judge Brian Murphy of the Federal District Court in Massachusetts. Judge Murphy issued a preliminary injunction against the transfer of removable aliens to third countries, in cases in which the transfer was expressly permitted by federal law. So far, this was just an ordinary example of judicial overreach.

But after the Supreme Court issued an order to stay -- that is, to stop -- the preliminary injunction while litigation proceeded (over a dissent by Justice Sonia Sotomayor), Judge Murphy went beyond overreach. He decided that his order enforcing the injunction that the court had stayed nonetheless remained in effect -- a proposition for which his only cited authority was the dissent from Justice Sotomayor. This seemed to be malicious, whether or not it counts as "compliance" at all. The Supreme Court, with the notable concurrence of Justice Elena Kagan, then had to stay this second order and explain that Judge Murphy's renewed effort was also illicit.

In a similar episode, a Federal District Court judge in Oregon held that the Department of Homeland Security could not engage in mass terminations of parole status for a class of migrants, and in doing so cited earlier lower-court decisions that had blocked similar executive action -- but somehow omitted that the Supreme Court had already stayed those other lower-court decisions.

These examples are hardly isolated. In Trump v. Wilcox, the Supreme Court stayed orders from the Federal District Court in Washington that would have blocked the president's removal of members from two important federal agencies, the National Labor Relations Board and the Merit Systems Protection Board. The court emphasized that the government was likely to prevail because these agencies exercised substantial executive power; hence, under existing law, the president's removal power could not be limited. Nonetheless, a panel of the Fourth Circuit recently declined to stay a District Court order enjoining presidential removal of members from the Consumer Product Safety Commission, a legally indistinguishable agency.

The Supreme Court then granted the stay, explaining that the case was "squarely controlled by Trump v. Wilcox" and that the court's orders on the emergency docket should inform how a lower court "should exercise its equitable discretion in like cases." Some commentators have complained that the court is not providing enough reasoning with its orders. But as this case illustrates, even when the lower courts have plenty of notice of the Supreme Court's view, some have simply chosen to ignore it.

So, too, in United States v. Shilling, the Supreme Court had to issue a stay against a District Court order that blocked the Defense Department's policy disqualifying transgender individuals from military service. The District Court's order hovered between outright defiance and bad-faith evasion -- because in 2019, during the first Trump administration, the Supreme Court had already cleared the way for a materially indistinguishable policy to go into effect.

Likewise, in an important category of cases involving government contracts and funding, the Supreme Court made clear in Department of Education v. California that legal claims against contract terminations belong in the Court of Federal Claims, rather than in the ordinary federal courts -- which somehow did not prevent a District Court in New York from subsequently issuing an order to block contract terminations by the Labor Department.

Several factors conspire to produce these episodes. The plaintiffs, often activist organizations, who bring the cases carefully select the districts in which to proceed, maximizing their chances of having the case heard by ideologically aligned judges. Under President Joe Biden, liberals harshly criticized this tactic, known as forum or judge shopping.

This year, it is no accident that the incidents of lower-court defiance have taken place in a few areas of the country -- the Federal District Courts in the District of Columbia, Massachusetts, Northern California, Maryland and other blue areas. Under President Biden, Texas and other red states served the same purpose.

District Court judges have almost no accountability; they are like feudal lords who lay down the law in their local courts. If they are reversed, at least they will have stymied for some time the implementation of presidential policies they find objectionable.

There is a standing temptation for individual lower-court judges to play to the galleries, even if doing so undermines the credibility of the judiciary as a whole. Any judge who breaks ground in limiting core presidential powers -- as when Judge Charles Breyer in Northern California attempted to assert control over the president's deployment of the National Guard (a decision that was so outre that it was immediately stayed by the appellate court) -- becomes a hero among legal commentators and academics, depending on the ideological direction of the ruling.

What is significant about these episodes is not merely that the lower-court judges are showboating, but that they are doing so at the expense of the Supreme Court. Overall, the federal judiciary suffers from a kind of collective-action problem. The whole institution bears the costs of disruption and diminished credibility from such lower-court defiance, while individual judges reap ideological acclaim and self-indulgence.

What is to be done? One frequently hears calls for structural reform through legislation, such as a return to the previous system of three-judge District Courts for certain cases. Such calls for reform, while laudable, usually require a degree of congressional consensus that does not exist. And they do nothing to address the immediate reality that a legitimately elected president's policy program is, right now, being stymied by judges defying not only the law, but the Supreme Court.

The Supreme Court recently limited universal injunctions in Trump v. CASA, but that only addresses part of the problem. The decision does not apply to the critically important category of suits under the Administrative Procedure Act, and lower courts have already begun to undermine the decision by certifying absurdly broad class-action suits. What Chief Justice John Roberts optimistically called "the normal appellate process" cannot function well when lower courts ignore or circumvent the court's orders. In practice, the court cannot review everything that defiant lower courts do, and for the president, justice repeatedly delayed curtails his ability to govern.

The final recourse in the system -- a controversial and rarely used fallback -- is what is described in constitutional theory as "departmentalism": The president may ignore a judicial order that, on the president's independent interpretation of the law, exceeds the scope of judicial power, as when a District Court were to purport to bar the president from granting a pardon or vetoing a bill. As my Harvard colleague Jack Goldsmith recently wrote, the theory has "a long pedigree in American history."

"The basic theory of departmentalism is that while the Supreme Court has the authority to exercise its Article III 'judicial Power' in cases or controversies before it," Mr. Goldsmith wrote, "the President's Article II duty to 'take care that the law be faithfully executed' gives him an independent power to determine what 'the law,' including the Constitution, means, for purposes of exercising executive power."

Alexander Hamilton, writing in the Federalist Papers, described that possibility as one of the main checks on the judiciary created by the constitutional system of divided powers.

The general merits of departmentalism are much debated. It is strong medicine that risks doing more harm than good overall, and that by its nature requires controversial judgments by the executive.

But whatever its usual merits, the case for it here is different and unusually strong. When a lower court's order attempting to limit the executive is also an act of mutiny against the Supreme Court, the issue is not conflict between branches, but the legitimate hierarchy of authority within the judicial branch.

By ignoring such an order, the president, far from defying the judiciary as such, would be supporting the authority of the Supreme Court -- the only court created by the Constitution itself.

Adrian Vermeule is a professor of constitutional and administrative law at Harvard Law School.

The Times is committed to publishing a diversity of letters to the editor. We'd like to hear what you think about this or any of our articles. Here are some tips. And here's our email: letters@nytimes.com.

Follow the New York Times Opinion section on Facebook, Instagram, TikTok, Bluesky, WhatsApp and Threads.
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A Tie-Dye Version of Jerry Garcia's Legacy?

Aug 03, 2025 at 02:00 PM


 Pedro Nekoi


To the Editor:

Re "We Could Use More of Jerry Garcia's Politics," by Jim Newton (Opinion guest essay, July 24):

Mr. Newton suggests that Jerry Garcia's musical artistry offers a model of living apart from the world rather than trying to change it by engaging in political life. But this oversimplifies the relationship between Mr. Garcia and his audience.

Mr. Newton says Mr. Garcia's music was "an exploration of what it means to be free." For some Deadheads that does mean attempting a life with minimal connection to government. Many others, though, find the same music encouraging political action. They see that every work of art rejecting or ignoring societal norms is inherently an act of resistance, because it encourages its audience to break free from those norms and the government that upholds them.

Politically engaged Deadheads note that Mr. Garcia rarely played solo. He knew he was best as part of a group -- a community in which each member was free, but always carefully attending to, respecting and responding to all the other members of the community. He knew that only this kind of communal relationship could safeguard and enhance the freedom of each individual.

Mr. Garcia's music, especially as part of the Grateful Dead, communicated that message to his audiences. Many of us find it a powerful model for the kind of society we hope to live in and for the values we want government to enact. His sheer energy still moves us to keep on keeping on.

Ira Chernus
Longmont, Colo.

To the Editor:

Jerry Garcia was one of the greatest improvisational musicians of our time. He was, in my opinion, up there with Charlie Parker, Miles Davis and John Coltrane. When we celebrate his justly enduring legacy, that's what we should focus on -- not his "political legacy."

The notion of Jerry Garcia as a hippie avatar after the mid-'70s is absurd. Jerry designed ties, for gosh sakes. His family sells everything Jerry-related on a website today. He was, in his own way, a capitalist. That he "exercised freedom rather than waiting on the government to grant it" is hardly distinctive to any great artist. But his solo on "Morning Dew" at Cornell '77 -- that was distinctive.

Matt Adler
Voorhees, N.J.

To the Editor:

I am a boomer and a child of the 1960s, not quite a Deadhead, though I like some Dead music very much. So on the whole I get the sentiment expressed in Jim Newton's essay. But even Jerry Garcia appreciated clean water when he turned the taps, a flushing toilet that took waste away and that traffic lights and walk signs at intersections were (for the most part) obeyed.

So while it's true that the scene in San Francisco in the 1960s promoted "a self-contained, self-regulating community," it is a myth to argue that it was "largely beyond the reach of state and federal authorities." Then, as now, the ever-present question is: What is the appropriate role for government in our lives?

Harvey M. Jacobs
Rochester, N.Y.

To the Editor:

Jerry Garcia's music aside, he was fortunate to be able to feel that the government doesn't "hold much sway," as Jim Newton writes.

Tell that to the people who can't get SNAP benefits anymore, or to those who can't get their children vaccinated. Tell those snatched by masked ICE agents for the "crime" of having been born outside the United States and those whose citizenship is questioned. Tell it to people awaiting a cure for their disease, now that research funds have been slashed, or to those who don't have any warning before a catastrophic storm because the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration has been defunded.

The fact that Mr. Garcia was even able to give that answer is evidence that he was more fortunate than many of us.

Alice Tenney
Mamaroneck, N.Y.

To the Editor:

Jerry Garcia had the money to do whatever he wanted. Many do not, and the government therefore affects them in ways he never had to think about or experience. I love the sentiment of choosing freedom, but it is easier for the rich to make that decision. In fact, it is a luxury.

Ursula King
Nashville

Where Students Can Debate, Not Deceive

To the Editor:

In "The New Elite Admissions Playbook" (Opinion guest essay, July 21), Alex Bronzini-Vender describes the Dialogues program as something for college applicants to "game." While he includes a single quote from me in his essay, he leaves out important information about the platform. As its co-founder, I'd like to provide it.

Dialogues is a nonprofit effort from Schoolhouse.world where students voluntarily join unscripted Zoom conversations on difficult topics -- like immigration, religion, free speech -- with peers who hold different views. There are no scores or adult moderators, and students' opinions are never shared with colleges. There are no ideological filters.

The only thing students may choose to report is how often they participated and what traits their peers observed -- like their ability to explore disagreement or their intellectual curiosity. This doesn't reward students for watering down their beliefs. It uplifts those who both speak with conviction and listen with respect.

For those on the right concerned that conservative viewpoints are often unwelcome on college campuses, Dialogues creates real space for those voices to be heard. For those on the left who truly value empathy and inclusion, it fosters those very traits.

Before judging, I encourage people to talk to the student participants. They're engaging in something we all need more of: honest, human conversation with people outside their ideological bubbles.

Sal Khan
Mountain View, Calif.
The writer is the founder of Khan Academy and Schoolhouse.world.

To Cool Hot Cities, How About More Trees?

  


To the Editor:

After reading "We Need to Learn to Love Tall Buildings," by Sam Bloch (Opinion guest essay, July 13), I found it difficult to accept the idea that more shade from high-rises necessarily improves the quality of life in New York City. Imagine Central Park cast in year-round shadow, all to offer relief during the few sweltering weeks of July and August. That's hardly a sensible trade-off.

Lower Manhattan offers a cautionary example. Its dense cluster of prezoning skyscrapers has created the dark, narrow canyons of Wall Street -- an area often described as oppressive rather than inviting. In cities, natural light is not a luxury; it's a critical part of the urban experience, with well-documented benefits for mental and physical health.

If shade is the goal, trees offer a far better -- and far more humane -- solution. They cool the air, improve air quality and contribute to the kind of welcoming, restorative urban environment that concrete and steel alone can't replicate.

Michael D. Berman
Mamaroneck, N.Y.

A Few Brave Lawyers vs. Trump

Judges across the country have repeatedly called out Justice Department lawyers for violating their orders and even for destroying the bonds of trust that the government has traditionally been afforded in court. Michael A. McCoy for The New York Times


To the Editor:

"As Big Law Bows to Trump, 'Little Guys' Step Up to Fight" (front page, July 23) is the most heartening story I've seen in months. In a country that prides itself on individual freedom, this sounds like the ultimate example of exercising one's power.

Go, "little guys"!

Ellen Steinbaum
Boston
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Trade Fueled Inequality. Can Trump's Tariffs Reduce It?

The president has pitched his trade policies at workers who feel left behind by globalization. But that doesn't mean trade barriers will revive factories and close income gaps.

The port in Los Angeles. President Trump's argument for tariffs is that they will pressure companies to bring well-paid manufacturing jobs back to America, but hyper globalization is only one of the factors that has led to America's rising inequality.



By Patricia Cohen
Patricia Cohen, who has written about inequality for more than a decade, has visited manufacturing plants in the United States, Europe and Asia.


Aug 02, 2025 at 10:01 AM

During the three-decade heyday of globalization, goods and money ping-ponged their way to every corner of the world, generating stupendous amounts of wealth, trade and technological innovation.

At the same time, the wealthiest countries experienced startling rises in inequality at home. In the United States, where the gap between the rich and everyone else is among the highest in the world, some of those hit hardest were working people without college degrees.

Now, free trade believers are swimming against the tide. President Trump has raised tariffs to their highest levels in nearly a century. The president doesn't talk much about inequality. But his animating argument for tariffs -- that they will pressure companies to bring well-paid manufacturing jobs back to America -- is pitched to those workers who felt left behind and neglected.

So, will the tariffs reduce inequality?

Foxconn workers on an assembly line in China in 2012. In the early 2000s, Chinese imports were directly responsible for the loss of 2.4 million American jobs, according to researchers. Gilles Sabrie for The New York Times


Probably not, and here's why.

Hyper globalization certainly contributed to America's rising inequality. Consumers saved hundreds of dollars on the cost of televisions, shoes and comforters. But many middle-class livelihoods and communities were destroyed when factories either relocated to countries where wages were lower or went bust because they couldn't compete with cheap imports.

China's entry into the global marketplace at the beginning of this century delivered a major wallop. Between 1999 and 2011, Chinese imports were directly responsible for the loss of 2.4 million American jobs, according to researchers. It is true that more jobs were created, but many of them did not pay as well as those that were eliminated, nor were they taken by the workers who lost out.

Still, cheaper imports were only one part of the story.

Automation and the creation of a digital economy that introduced online selling and cloud-based services had a far greater effect on the American economy.

Take manufacturing. Of the six million factory jobs erased during the 2000s, Chinese imports accounted for about one-sixth of the losses, or a million jobs. But the other five million were killed off by other forces.

For years, labor unions had bargained for higher wages, overtime pay and other benefits. But their ranks significantly declined. Automobile factories, for instance, not only moved from Michigan to Mexico, they also moved to southern states like Alabama and Tennessee, where anti-union laws were common and wages were lower.

I visited a meat processing plant in Storm Lake, Iowa, during Mr. Trump's first term. One of the workers was hired in 1980, when it was a union shop. His starting salary was $16 an hour plus benefits. When I met him, 37 years later, that plant was no longer unionized, and his pay was still $16 an hour.

The growth of mega firms like Google, Apple, Amazon and Walmart that ate up or weeded out the competition also gave companies power over pricing and wages. The result was that the slice of the total economic pie going to workers shrank.

If inequality has multiple causes, why do trade and globalization get blamed so much?

Elyria, Ohio, in 2017, once home to many manufacturing plants. Many middle-class livelihoods and communities were destroyed when factories relocated to other countries. Andrew Spear for The New York Times


The fallout from globalization packed a particular punch. Trade can cause economic losses to pile up and overwhelm a locale, like Hickory, N.C., once a powerhouse of furniture making.

Another reason is that political leaders exploit economic setbacks and insecurities. Trade offered a simple and satisfying explanation -- even if not wholly accurate -- that outsiders were to blame.

For many people, foreign competition also set off deep cultural and economic anxieties.

Diana Mutz, a political scientist at the University of Pennsylvania, argues that many Americans, like Mr. Trump, view trade as a zero-sum game rather than a cooperative enterprise in which everyone can benefit. Through that lens, trade is a pitiless dogfight that is desirable only if the United States is the "winner" and other countries are losers.

Americans also tend to expect the government to respond more strongly to job losses that result from trade compared with other economic forces. Dani Rodrik, an economist at Harvard, helped conduct a large online survey in which respondents read a made-up newspaper article about the closure of a garment factory that provided different reasons for the shutdown.

One group was told it was because of new technology. A second was told management bungling was the culprit. A third group was told trade, such as relocating production abroad, was the cause.

When trade was the cause, the number of people who demanded that the government respond doubled or tripled.

"Foreign trade is particularly prone to charges of unfairness," Mr. Rodrik writes, because countries operate under differing rules and conditions. Government subsidies, weaker health and environmental regulations or sweatshop conditions, for instance, bestow an unfair competitive advantage.

For decades, "fair trade" has been the rallying cry of protectionists who complained of an uneven playing field.

That sounds like Mr. Trump's tariffs could make a difference, no?

A former glass factory being set up as a battery factory in Bridgeport, W.Va. Oren Cass, the chief economist at American Compass, a conservative think, thinks that factories can boost regions that need it. Andrew Spear for The New York Times


Tariffs can certainly affect how income is distributed -- either increasing or decreasing inequality.

Oren Cass, the chief economist at American Compass, a conservative think tank, says that with the Trump tariffs, the effect would be positive.

He argues that factories, often located outside of the tech, finance and media capitals, can boost regions that need it. A factory creates jobs and serves as an economic hub. That in turn generates other jobs -- for barbers, baristas and manicurists.

"Reorienting the economy toward one that is going to better serve the average worker," could reduce inequality, Mr. Cass said.

But the other economists I spoke with disagreed, arguing that the president's tariffs and the haphazard way they were imposed will amplify inequality.

While some select industries will benefit from added protection, the biggest burden, they agreed, will fall on low- and middle-income households. The cost of pretty much everything will go up because of the tariffs.

"It's a massive tax," said Kimberly Clausing, a professor of tax law and policy at the U.C.L.A. School of Law. She expects that four out of five Americans will be worse off.

So far, the overall average effective tariff rate has jumped from 2.4 percent in early January to 18.3 percent, according to the Budget Lab at Yale University. On average, higher prices will end up costing each household an extra $2,400 this year.

Shoes and clothing prices, for example, are expected to rise by as much as 40 percent in the short run, the Budget Lab estimated. Prices are expected to stay at 17 or 19 percent higher over the long run.

American businesses, particularly small and medium-sized ones, will also feel the pinch of higher costs. Forty percent of imports are used to produce or build things in the United States. Construction costs are likely to jump.

The Budget Lab estimates that by the end of this year, American payrolls will shrink by nearly 500,000 jobs.

As for manufacturing, the number of jobs might grow, but they won't be like the well-paid ones that high school graduates used to get. Most factories are highly automated and run with computer technology.

Last year, the American steel industry employed 86,000 people and produced roughly 88 million tons of raw steel. In 1970, it took 354,000 steelworkers to produce that same amount, according to the American Iron and Steel Institute.

I recently visited one of the largest steel plants in Europe. I saw titanic machinery and control stations with computer screens, but hardly any workers on the floor.

Today, the best paying manufacturing jobs require significant training and skills. Those that don't, offer low wages. At the moment there are more than 400,000 unfilled manufacturing jobs in the United States.

Even if the $1.2 trillion trade deficit were erased, and purchases of foreign goods were replaced by domestic ones, the United States would still not turn into a manufacturing powerhouse, said Robert Z. Lawrence, an economist at Harvard University. Nor would it reduce inequality.

Under that scenario, Mr. Lawrence calculated that manufacturing jobs would rise from 7.9 percent to just 9.7 percent of total employment. And less than half of those would actually involve work in production. The rest are in sales, management and accounting.

Mr. Lawrence, whose book "Behind the Curve" examines the role that manufacturing plays in the economy, explained that "even if all these policies were actually successful in bringing back as much manufacturing as possible, it's too small to change the basic income distribution in the economy."
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Trump Will Slow, but May Not Stop, the Rise of Electric Vehicles

President Trump and Republicans in Congress are eliminating federal incentives to buy electric vehicles, but carmakers need to keep selling and investing in them.

President Trump described federal incentives for battery-powered vehicles as a "mandate that forced everyone to buy electric cars that nobody wanted." Eric Lee for The New York Times



By Jack Ewing



Aug 03, 2025 at 10:00 AM

Sales of Teslas are plunging. General Motors and other automakers are increasing production of big pickups and sport utility vehicles. Republicans have killed incentives for electric vehicle purchases.

Electric vehicles have clearly lost momentum in the United States. And combustion engine cars and trucks are enjoying a renaissance to the dismay of environmentalists who worry about air pollution and greenhouse gases.

But there's reason to believe that electric vehicles will remain a significant part of the U.S. car market and that sales of these models will eventually grow again in the coming months.

Electric vehicles from Tesla and some other automakers are less vulnerable to President Trump's tariffs than many conventional cars because more of their parts are made in the United States. Advocacy groups are conducting marketing campaigns to emphasize the lower fuel costs and other advantages of electric vehicles. And automakers appear to realize that they cannot give up on electric cars if they hope to remain competitive globally.

Washington has become hostile to electric cars.

Government policy on electric vehicles has reversed since Mr. Trump was elected. For consumers, the most visible change is the elimination of tax credits of up to $7,500 for electric vehicle purchases and leases.

The credits, which have existed in various forms since the early 2000s and were revived by Democrats when Joseph R. Biden Jr. was president, will now expire at the end of September under the big policy and tax law that Mr. Trump signed in July.

The president in June described the federal incentives for electric vehicles as a "mandate that forced everyone to buy electric cars that nobody wanted." The Biden administration's goal was for half of new car sales to be electric by the beginning of the next decade, meaning it would still have been easy to buy a gasoline car.

Analysts expect a spike in electric vehicle sales as people rush to take advantage of the credit, but a sharp decline afterward. By 2030, there will be 8.3 million fewer electric vehicles and plug-in hybrids on U.S. roads than there would have been if incentives had remained in place, according to a study led by Jesse Jenkins, an assistant professor at Princeton University.

Republicans have also abolished penalties for violations of clean air standards, which had pushed carmakers to produce electric vehicles. That has given carmakers a green light to produce more big pickups and sport utility vehicles that tend to be very profitable.

G.M. is among companies exploiting such policy changes. The carmaker, American's largest, is investing $900 million to manufacture V-8 engines near Buffalo. Vehicles that run on gasoline or diesel now have "a longer runway," Mary T. Barra, G.M.'s chief executive, said last month.

But carmakers cannot give up on electric models.

U.S. electric vehicle sales rose just 1.5 percent in the first six months, according to Cox Automotive. But globally sales rose 28 percent to 9.1 million vehicles, according to Rho Motion, another research firm. That figure includes the United States and Canada as well as China and the European Union.

Carmakers that ignore this fast-growing market may not be in business 10 years from now. Ms. Barra acknowledged as much. "Despite slower E.V. industry growth, we believe the long-term future is profitable electric vehicle production," she said.

The growth of autonomous driving technology favors electric vehicles because it is much easier to integrate self-driving software into a car where all the systems are electronic.

"If you don't electrify fast enough you're also losing out on the autonomous transition, whenever that happens," said Anil Khurana, the executive director of Georgetown University's Baratta Center for Global Business.

The quandary for G.M. and other automakers is that they do not yet make money from electric vehicles. Development costs are high, and sales volumes are too low to achieve the cost savings that come from mass production.

Ford said this week that it lost $1.3 billion on sales of electric cars during the second quarter, although it edged closer to profitability. Now that U.S. government policy has shifted in favor of fossil fuels, it will take longer for carmakers to turn a profit on electric vehicles.

Many groups remain committed to electric vehicles.

An electric vehicle dealership in North Hampton, N.H. Though they have lost momentum in the United States, there's reason to believe that electric vehicles will remain a significant part of the car market. Tristan Spinski for The New York Times


The tide has turned against electric vehicles in the halls of power, but there is still a political movement behind them.

Veloz, an organization whose members include automakers, utilities and charging companies, unveiled a video advertisement this month narrated by Nick Offerman, the actor best known for playing Ron Swanson on the sitcom "Parks and Recreation."

The ad highlights the easy maintenance of electric vehicles, which don't require oil changes. "E.V.'s have fewer parts, fewer repairs and are less expensive to drive," Mr. Offerman says. The ad is part of a $43.5 million marketing campaign funded by Electrify America, a subsidiary of Volkswagen that operates fast chargers in the United States and Canada.

Many states still offer rebates of several thousand dollars on electric vehicle purchases, as do some utilities. Residents of California, one of the most generous states, can receive up to $12,000 toward the purchase of an electric vehicle or plug-in hybrid if they scrap an older vehicle with a combustion engine and meet certain income limits.

But electric vehicle bashing by Mr. Trump, who has called them "lunacy" and a "hoax," could be pushing some Republicans away from the technology, said Mike Murphy, the chief executive of the EV Politics Project, a group that seeks to end what it calls "the needless partisan divide over E.V.s."

Republicans have long been skeptical of electric vehicles, but some showed more openness to the technology after Elon Musk, the chief executive of Tesla, spent hundreds of millions of dollars to help elect Mr. Trump, Mr. Murphy said, citing survey data. Republican aversion to electric vehicles rose again after Mr. Musk and Mr. Trump fell out.

"The bashing does have an effect on Republican consumers," said Mr. Murphy, who previously worked as a Republican consultant.

E.V.'s are getting better and cheaper.

Tesla's sales have been declining since last year, falling 14 percent in the April to June quarter. But the decline stems, in part, from the company's reliance on two older designs, the Model 3 and Model Y.

It is pretty clear that there is strong demand for electric vehicles if they are affordable, stylish and able to travel 300 miles or more between charges. G.M. more than doubled its sales of electric vehicles in the second quarter, helped by the Chevrolet Equinox, which has a starting price of around $35,000.

Tesla's decline creates an opening for other carmakers to convince buyers to try electric models.

Erin Keating, an executive analyst at Cox Automotive, describes herself as an "E.V. skeptic," but was impressed by a Hyundai Ioniq 9, a large electric sport utility vehicle, that she drove recently. "It looks familiar to me," she said. "I'm not looking at it like it's a spaceship."

Ms. Keating said she expected sales of electric vehicles to grow gradually as more people like her become comfortable with the technology.

Electric vehicles typically cost thousands of dollars more than cars fueled by gasoline, but the tariffs that Mr. Trump has imposed on imported vehicles and parts could narrow the gap. Six of the ten most American-made cars are electric, according to Cars.com, an online car buying site. The top four are Teslas. Volkswagen's ID.4 and Kia's EV6, which roll out of U.S. factories, also made the list.

"Certainly the more that a vehicle uses U.S. parts, the less impacted they are by tariffs," said David Greene, an industry analyst at Cars.com. But he added that retail prices would depend on how carmakers spread the cost of tariffs among different models.

The number of public chargers is growing even though the Trump administration has blocked federal funds that cover some of the cost. Nearly 17,000 new fast charging ports, which can recharge an electric vehicle in half an hour or less, will go into operation this year, the most in a single year, according to Paren, a research firm. Fear of not being able to charge is a big reason many people hesitate to buy electric vehicles.

Robert Barrosa, the chief executive of Electrify America, said that some of its stations were in almost constant use, and there are still not enough chargers. That provides a strong incentive to keep building more.

"When you look at this more from a global perspective, the E.V. space is taking off," he said. "As much as people may try to push back against it, it's coming."
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OPEC Plus Will Increase Oil Output

Eight producers, led by Saudi Arabia, will continue boosting production despite forecasts that supply will soon exceed demand.

An oil processing facility in Saudi Arabia in 2019. After years of pursuing production restraints, OPEC Plus is taking advantage of what analysts view as a short-term window to boost output. Fayez Nureldine/Agence France-Presse -- Getty Images



By Stanley Reed



Aug 03, 2025 at 05:13 PM

Eight countries that belong to the oil cartel known as OPEC Plus said Sunday that they would boost oil production by 547,000 barrels a day beginning in September, the latest in a series of monthly increases that began in April.

The move, in effect, reverses a program of 2.2 million barrels a day in output cuts that was put in place in 2023 to tighten supply and prop up the markets.

The announcement from OPEC Plus was expected and so may have little impact on prices. "We expect a limited negative market reaction," analysts at the investment bank Jefferies said in a note to clients after the announcement.

After years of pursuing production restraints, the group, led by Saudi Arabia, is taking advantage of what analysts view as a relatively short-term window in the oil market to boost output.

The United Arab Emirates and other countries have chafed at restraints on production that have opened the way for the United States and other producers outside OPEC Plus to pump more oil.

In addition, Saudi Arabia and other oil-producing countries appear to have an interest in pleasing President Trump, who wants lower gasoline prices for American drivers.

Mr. Trump has courted Saudi Arabia's crown prince, Mohammed bin Salman, and other leaders in the region as commercial and strategic partners, and refrained from criticizing them over human rights issues.

Most of the production increases agreed to on Sunday are going to Saudi Arabia and other Persian Gulf producers like the United Arab Emirates, which is set to gain a 300,000-barrel-a-day increase. With the reversal of the 2023 cuts, the cartel's, and the market's, attention may now turn to other agreed-upon cuts amounting to roughly 3.6 million barrels a day.

The output boosts come as the International Energy Agency and other forecasters are painting a picture of a market in which oil supplies are likely to substantially exceed demand later this year and in 2026, potentially leading to a glut and lower prices.

Yet the Saudi-led group is shrugging off that pessimism. In their news release on Sunday, the producers said they were acting "in view of a steady global economic outlook and current healthy market fundamentals."

Oil officials have said recently that "the additional volumes are being absorbed and that demand is holding up better than market expectations, especially in Asia," the investment bank RBC Capital Markets said in a recent note to clients.

The increases are coming as refineries ramp up to supply fuel for summer driving and countries in the Persian Gulf region like Saudi Arabia step up the burning of crude oil to generate electricity for air conditioning to ward off the sweltering heat. Profits from refining crude into products like gasoline have also been strong, analysts say.

The International Energy Agency said in its latest Monthly Oil Report, published in July, that "price indicators point to a tighter physical oil market than suggested by the hefty surplus" in forecasts of supply and demand.

While prices for Brent crude, the international benchmark, briefly dipped below $60 a barrel in May, they have recovered to a moderate $69.50 a barrel.

The recent war between Israel and Iran and threats by the United States to tighten sanctions on Russia have highlighted the continuing geopolitical risks to oil supplies, pushing up prices, analysts say.
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DealBook Newsletter


Exclusive: OpenAI Secures Another Giant Funding Deal

The venture capital round values the ChatGPT maker at $300 billion, and underscores the fierceness of the A.I. money race.


By Andrew Ross Sorkin, Bernhard Warner, Sarah Kessler, Michael J. de la Merced and Danielle Kaye



Aug 01, 2025 at 01:06 PM




Sam Altman, the C.E.O. of OpenAI, is riding high. The start-up has raised over $8 billion in its latest funding round, DealBook reports. Jeenah Moon for The New York Times


Andrew here. It's a huge morning of news: We have an exclusive on OpenAI's latest fund-raising round, with some new boldfaced investor names and one big check; we sort through the latest tariff news and what comes next; we also dive into Figma's I.P.O. for the ages, and more. 

And stay tuned for the jobs numbers, which come out shortly. 

OpenAI's latest mega-round

While Wall Street has been focused on how tech giants are spending on artificial intelligence, the most prominent name in the field, OpenAI, has been racking up big money as well.

DealBook is first to report on the huge numbers, and what the round means for the company behind ChatGPT in the increasingly heated A.I. race.

OpenAI has raised $8.3 billion at a $300 billion valuation, months ahead of schedule, as part of its plan to secure $40 billion in funding this year, DealBook has learned. Back in March, OpenAI announced its ambitious funding plans, with SoftBank committing to provide $30 billion by year-end.

The start-up raised $2.5 billion from venture capital firms that same month, with plans to raise an additional $7.5 billion by the end of the year. Instead, the fund-raising came much sooner -- and over target.

A wave of new investors participated in the round, including the private equity giants Blackstone and TPG, and the mutual fund manager T. Rowe Price. Other participants include Fidelity Management, Founders Fund, Sequoia Capital, Andreessen Horowitz, Coatue Management, Altimeter Capital, D1 Capital Partners, Tiger Global and Thrive Capital.

Blackstone and TPG aren't major investors in A.I. model makers. But they were seen by OpenAI as particularly valuable, since they can promote the adoption of ChatGPT among their portfolio companies, including those in health care, financial services and industrials.

The round was five times oversubscribed -- and left some early investors in OpenAI frustrated by the smaller allocations they got as the company prioritized bringing on new strategic backers.

The biggest investor was Dragoneer Investment Group, which committed $2.8 billion, an astonishing check from a single venture capital firm that may be one of the largest ever written.

The investment casts a spotlight on Dragoneer, which made successful early bets on companies like Airbnb, Spotify and Uber but has largely stayed behind the scenes in Silicon Valley. Marc Stad, Dragoneer's founder, is now taking a very public claim on what many in Silicon Valley see as the defining tech platform of the next decade. The investment represents about 10 percent of the firm's funds.

OpenAI's business continues to surge. DealBook hears that the company's annual recurring revenue has soared to $13 billion, up from $10 billion in June -- and is projected to surpass $20 billion by the end of the year.

The number of business users who pay for ChatGPT has reached five million, up from three million just a few months ago. (The Information previously reported on some of the growth numbers.)

The new funding round comes amid OpenAI's delicate negotiations with Microsoft. Remember that OpenAI is seeking to become a for-profit company, a plan that requires sign-off by Microsoft, its biggest investor and business partner. 

The stakes are big: A positive outcome could help shape OpenAI's path toward an eventual I.P.O.




HERE'S WHAT'S HAPPENING 

Investors eye a pivotal jobs report on Friday. Economists forecast that employers added 115,000 jobs last month, according to FactSet, down from 147,000 in June. (The data is set for release at 8:30 a.m. Eastern.) A hot number could reinforce the Fed's decision to leave interest rates unchanged. President Trump on Friday stepped up the pressure on Jay Powell, demanding the Fed chair lower rates now, saying that if he continued to refuse, "THE BOARD SHOULD ASSUME CONTROL, AND DO WHAT EVERYONE KNOWS HAS TO BE DONE!"

Ray Dalio has reportedly sold his stake in Bridgewater Associates. The billionaire sold the remainder of his shares in the hedge fund he founded 50 years ago and will leave the board, The Wall Street Journal reported, completing a decadelong leadership transition that has fascinated Wall Street. Bridgewater also sold a multibillion-dollar stake to Brunei's sovereign wealth fund, as the firm reconfigures itself for the post-Dalio era.

President Trump's political war chest swells. MAGA Inc., Trump's super PAC, has raised about $200 million, a startling sum for a president in his final term. Donors include Jeffrey Yass, a major investor in TikTok; the Silicon Valley venture capitalists Ben Horowitz and Marc Andreessen; and Elon Musk, who also gave $10 million to Congressional Republicans despite saying he had "done enough" political spending.




Trade blitz 

For weeks, global investors seemed to shake off President Trump's tariff threats, with markets setting record after record.

That rally looks to be in jeopardy on Friday after the White House announced that steep levies would be imposed on more than 60 countries on Aug. 7. But that one-week delay suggests there's a bit more time for trading partners to reach a deal.

The latest: Stocks in Asia and Europe were broadly lower, while S&P 500 futures are also in the red. Shares in the European drugmakers Novo Nordisk, Sanofi and AstraZeneca also fell after the White House sent letters to 17 global pharma giants demanding they slash the prices they charge Medicaid.

The proposed tariffs go up to 50 percent, a level that could ding growth, raise inflation and scramble global supply chains. Companies like Adidas, Ford and Procter & Gamble warned that levies would hit profits and, in some cases, lead to higher prices for consumers. Tariffs are "inherently inflationary," Jon Moeller, P.&G.'s C.E.O., told Yahoo Finance on Wednesday.

Economists put the overall tariff rate on U.S. imports at around 15 percent. That's up from roughly 2 percent at the start of the year and the highest level since the 1930s.

But there have been some last-minute surprises:



	Mexico, America's largest trading partner, won a 90-day reprieve.


	Treasury Secretary Scott Bessent told CNBC on Thursday that he was "confident" negotiators could reach a similar extension with China.


	Canada is now subject to a 35 percent levy on goods, up from 25 percent, as tensions between Ottawa and Washington worsen.


	Switzerland, which runs a large trade surplus with the U.S. via exports of pharmaceuticals, coffee capsules and more, faces a 39 percent tariff rate. Shares in Watches of Switzerland, a retailer of Rolex and other Swiss timepieces, fell sharply in London trading.


	There are some overall exemptions on tariffs, including for goods already in transit.



Here's a country-by-country tariff tracker.

It may take a while for households to feel the effect of the levies. "These taxes do not show up in consumer baskets with full force until January next year," Paul Donovan, the chief economist for UBS Global Wealth Management, wrote in a research note on Friday.

That lag could scramble the Fed's interest-rate policy. The central bank is wary of lowering borrowing costs if higher inflation is looming.



Figma's heady debut, by the numbers

What a difference three years makes.

Figma closed its first day of trading on Thursday with a market capitalization of nearly $68 billion, more than triple what it would have gotten in a failed sale to Adobe announced in 2022. That jump in value is one for the ages -- and gives Figma more firepower to strike its own takeovers.

The company's stock soared 250 percent on Thursday, closing at $115.50. It priced its I.P.O. at $33 a share -- an eye-watering "pop," Wall Street lingo for how much a stock jumps on its first day of trading.

Figma's pop is the biggest for a billion-dollar I.P.O. in at least 30 years, according to Renaissance Capital. Only two other offerings that raised at least $500 million broke 150 percent: Circle, the stablecoin issuer that went public in June (168 percent), and Palm, the onetime maker of personal digital assistants, at the height of the dot-com boom in 2000 (150 percent).

Worth noting: Underwriters try to aim for a pop in the midteens, by offering enough of a discount to persuade potential investors to buy into an I.P.O. while also creating robust demand for the stock once it begins trading.

But companies, and some prominent venture capitalists, generally don't like huge pops, because they mean underwriters probably could have priced the I.P.O. higher. Consider: At the offering price of $33, Figma and some shareholders raised $1.2 billion for the shares they sold; at $115.50, they would have gotten nearly $4.3 billion.

What's next for Figma: major deals of its own. Dylan Field, the company's co-founder and C.E.O., told DealBook that he planned to invest heavily in technology like artificial intelligence. Having a publicly traded stock to help finance those acquisitions could help.

"Investors know that we plan to take big swings," Field said.






Chart of the day 

In January, the unexpected rise of DeepSeek, a Chinese chatbot that was said to have been developed far more cheaply than U.S. rivals, sent a jolt through the markets. Shares in several U.S. tech giants tanked, dragging down the S&P 500.

Since then, many of those companies have increased their artificial intelligence spending -- and some of their stocks have rebounded or even exceeded earlier levels. Others have not, however, suggesting that investors are picking only a few winners in the expensive A.I. race.






Talking A.I. with the C.E.O. of Cengage 

Every week, we're asking a C.E.O. how he or she uses generative artificial intelligence. Michael Hansen, who leads the education company Cengage Group, says he asks his direct reports to use A.I. as a starting point for answering questions. His responses have been edited and condensed for clarity.

How do you use A.I. personally?

I've made it a habit to start any interaction I have with my team by first generating the answer through ChatGPT or another generative A.I. engine. We generate the first draft of earnings call comments through ChatGPT, the same for competitive analysis. It's become very much part of the muscle memory of the organization: People will typically automatically come and say, here's what ChatGPT generated, let's discuss it as a baseline.

What direction have you given your team on how to use A.I.?

I have been through a number of new technologies. I've never seen the speed with which this is being deployed. And that is both, I think, a call for excitement and for caution.

Internally, my biggest "aha" moment was on the customer side. We deal with tens of thousands of faculty, and now we can direct the sales force in a much more efficient way. How much have they taught with the previous system? How willing are they to switch? All of the data resides in our C.R.M. [customer relationship management] system, and the generative A.I. can pinpoint us to, "This person is ready to talk about this, and you can talk to her after her office hours on Thursday."




THE SPEED READ 

Deals



	Goldman Sachs is said to be close to investing in Froneri, the ice cream company that owns the Haagen-Dazs brand in the U.S., at a valuation of about 15 billion euros ($17 billion). (FT)


	Starbucks has reportedly zeroed in on a dozen potential investors for its China business, including Carlyle Group, Primavera Capital and Tencent. (Bloomberg)



Technology and artificial intelligence



	Palantir landed a contract with the Pentagon that could be worth up to $10 billion, one of the department's largest-ever contracts. (WaPo)


	"Google loses U.S. appeal over app store reforms in Epic Games case" (Reuters)



Best of the rest



	Why America's condo market is faltering -- and why sale prices could be under pressure for a while. (WSJ)


	Michael Kassan and United Talent Agency have settled the terms of his departure from the entertainment giant, seemingly ending a feud that riveted Hollywood. (The Hollywood Reporter)






We'd like your feedback! Please email thoughts and suggestions to dealbook@nytimes.com.
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A Solid Debut for 'The Naked Gun'

The film, one of the few comedies getting a theatrical release this year, generated about $17 million at the box office.

Liam Neeson as Frank Drebin Jr., center, in a scene from "The Naked Gun." Executives at Paramount Pictures think strong reviews and positive word of mouth will help the studio recoup its investment in the film. Frank Masi/Paramount Pictures



By Nicole Sperling
Reporting from Los Angeles


Aug 03, 2025 at 03:34 PM

Save the comedy!

That's the message Paramount Pictures was selling ahead of this weekend's opening of "The Naked Gun," a sequel to the 1980-90s franchise and one of the few comedy films getting a theatrical release this year.

Saved for now ... perhaps?

The film generated neither blockbuster nor belly-flop results over the weekend, with an estimated $17 million in box office receipts. But the film has received strong reviews -- a 90 percent positive rating on Rotten Tomatoes and an A- grade on CinemaScore, an exit polling system. And executives at Paramount Pictures think those reviews combined with positive word of mouth will easily help the studio recoup its investment in the film. The comedy, from director Akiva Schaffer, cost $42 million to make with tens of millions more spent to market it. 

Theatrical comedy is the genre that has been most decimated by the streaming era, and the one that comedians and comedy writers desperately want to return to the big screen. These films began falling off in 2010, according to David A. Gross, a film consultant who publishes a newsletter on box office numbers. Today, the genre generates less than half the box office revenue it once did.

How you define a comedy determines how many comedies have been released this year. To some, "The Naked Gun," starring Liam Neeson as the bumbling Los Angeles police officer Frank Drebin Jr., is only the second straight-up comedy to hit theaters this calendar year. (Sony Pictures' "One of Them Days," released in January, is the other.) Another comedy, the PG-rated "Freakier Friday" from Disney, will come out next weekend.

"For those of you who don't remember the original 'Naked Gun,' there used to be these movies called comedies," one of the film's producers, the "Family Guy" creator Seth MacFarlane, said at a screening in Los Angeles. "It's been so long since one came out that Paramount asked me to explain to you that it is supposed to be funny, just so you're not confused."

Some comedies on streaming services have found huge audiences. "Happy Gilmore 2," a sequel to a 1996 film, became Adam Sandler's most-watched film on Netflix in recent weeks. The streaming company reported that 47 million people tuned in during its first weekend on the service.

"Happy Gilmore 2," a sequel to a 1996 film, became Adam Sandler's most-watched film on Netflix in recent weeks. Maggie Shannon for The New York Times


As part of its marketing materials for "The Naked Gun," Paramount created a faux public service announcement with Mr. Neeson speaking straight to the audience, imploring them to buy a ticket. "For the price of one movie ticket," he said, "you can help rescue a comedy and in the process you'll get to share a smile, a laugh and even the occasional groan with the people in your very own community." It directed users to a site that sells movie tickets.

The movie also got some attention because of disclosures of a budding real-life romance between Mr. Neeson and another star of the movie, Pamela Anderson, who is having a career renaissance after her role in "The Last Showgirl." 

For the weekend, "The Fantastic Four: First Steps" topped the box office charts in its second week in theaters, with an estimated $39 million, a steep 67 percent drop off but one that brings its domestic total to $196 million. Two other new films debuted: the animated "The Bad Guys 2" opened in the second slot and grossed an estimated $22 million for the frame. Neon's horror film "Together" landed in the sixth spot and earned an estimated $6.8 million over the three-day frame and $11 million since it opened on Wednesday.
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your money adviser


It's Time for That Often-Dreaded Task: Buying Back-to-School Supplies

Parents of children in kindergarten through high school are spending an average of $144, and that's coming as families are feeling financial stress.

 Till Lauer



By Ann Carrns



Aug 01, 2025 at 02:00 PM

The new school year is about to begin, which means that parents are facing an often-resented task: buying the items on their children's back-to-school supply lists.

The supply lists, compiled by teachers or schools, have become a favorite topic of complaints on social media and parenting podcasts.

"I dread it," said Rachael Rayes, a speech therapist and mother of two boys in Kenner, La., who wrote about school supply shopping on the New Orleans Mom website. "I hate it more than matching socks."

Finding all of the requested items can be challenging, Ms. Rayes said -- and then there's the cost. Inflation had been moderating, but recently ticked back up as tariffs began to weigh on prices. More than half of shoppers said they planned to buy less overall because of tariffs, according to a consumer survey by the accounting and financial advisory firm KPMG.

The National Retail Federation says parents of children in kindergarten through high school are budgeting an average of $144 on supplies for the upcoming school year, including items like notebooks, pens and pencils as well as things like tissue, paper towels and hand sanitizer. That's not counting spending on clothes, shoes and electronics, which can bring the average cost up to $858.

"If you don't have kids in school, you have no idea how expensive school supplies are," said Chris Vehlow, a special-education teacher in Pekin, Ill.

The expense is coming, said Haley Brown-Woods, a former teacher who is now a financial counselor in Windsor, Calif., as "people are definitely feeling more stressed with their finances right now."

Don't teachers pay for supplies, too?

Parents may not realize, educators say, that teachers typically pay for classroom supplies out of their own pockets. Some districts may offer teachers a small stipend for supplies, but if parents don't help, teachers end up footing more of the bill.

"They can't run a functioning classroom without the necessities," Ms. Haley Brown-Woods said.

According to federal statistics for the 2020-21 school year, the most recent available, 95 percent of public schoolteachers spent money on school supplies -- $445, on average -- that wasn't reimbursed. (Teachers can get a $300 tax deduction for supplies on their federal tax return.)

"It's not small potatoes," said Richard Ingersoll, a professor of education and sociology at the University of Pennsylvania. (The average starting salary for a public schoolteacher is about $47,000, according to the National Education Association, the country's largest teachers' union.)

Still, Dr. Ingersoll said, the practice is longstanding. He recalled having to spend his own money on supplies as a high school teacher in the 1980s. The tradition may have grown out of the culture of the U.S. educational system, he said, which holds teachers ultimately responsible for success in the classroom.

Ms. Vehlow recalled a student who kept coming to school without essential supplies and she asked him when he might be able to bring them. "He said, 'My mom says when we get her next paycheck, we can get the supplies,'" Ms. Vehlow said. She went out and bought the supplies and said most teachers would do the same. "We're not going to let a simple barrier like that prevent students from learning."

Jennifer Steele, a professor of education at American University, said it was generally understood in the United States that school districts provided buildings and hired teachers, but the question of who pays for things like classroom supplies is less clear.

"There's always been a gray area," she said. Americans are at least fortunate, she said, that they typically don't have to buy books and uniforms for public school students, as is common in some other countries.

Still, "families are feeling very stretched," Dr. Steele said. "It seems like a big ask for something that's supposed to be 'free.'"

Teachers are also under pressure as schools wrestle with uncertain federal funding. The Trump administration withheld billions in federal education funds, needed in part to recruit and train teachers for the upcoming year, before releasing the money in late July, causing districts to scramble as students start heading back to classrooms. (The school year has already begun for some districts in Southern states.)

What is on a typical school supply list these days?

Lists vary across the country. "The lists are really expensive, and they've gotten fancier," Dr. Steele said. Chalk, once a ubiquitous instructional tool, has been replaced by dry erase boards and markers -- and special cleaning wipes.

With technology increasingly used in the classroom, requests for gadgets like wired headsets have become standard. Students use them for drills via laptop computers.

One 2025 list for a New York City elementary classroom totals 30 line items -- some quite specific, like a request for one "multipack of super-sticky Post-it Notes (3x3)." A rough total cost of the 16 core classroom supplies alone, based on Amazon pricing, was about $113. Items like paper, tissues, paper towels and plastic storage bags add roughly $83.

The humble glue stick, a staple of primary grades that has replaced messier liquid glue and is often requested in large quantities, is frequently singled out for online derision. Students use them for a variety of activities, from creating journals to science projects, said Dyanne Griffin, a spokeswoman for TeacherLists, a website that assembles supply lists online. "They use them in everything," she said.

Some parents are skeptical. "Eight!" one incredulous father says in a TikTok video, reading a list in his kitchen. "What is he going to be gluing?" (Teachers say caps for the sticks can go astray, causing them to dry out -- hence, the need for extras.)

How can families manage the cost of supplies?

If filling the supply list is straining a household's budget, families can reach out to teachers or the school to ask if the purchase of some items can be spread out over the year, Ms. Brown-Woods suggested. Basics like pens and paper are needed on the first day, she said, but some items, like tissues or sanitizing wipes, can be taken in later, helping to reduce the amount that must be spent at one time -- and freeing up storage space in classrooms.

What about substituting a brand-name item with a generic option? "Crayola's not cheap," said Stacey Naughton, a social media strategist near Denver and the mother of two young children. She said she had started shopping around for the best prices, but that can be time consuming even with online comparison tools, and not all families have the time to do that.

Teachers may request certain brands because they have come to trust them over time. But parents should do what works for their budget, Ms. Brown-Woods said. "Some supplies are better than no supplies."

Ms. Brown-Woods said she worked with clients to help them find ways to shift money at back-to-school time. Families often spend less money on groceries when students return to school because children aren't eating all their meals and snacks at home. In California, where she works, school breakfasts and lunches are free regardless of income. Those "extra" funds can be redeployed for school supplies, helping to ease the financial stress families feel, she said.

Andrea Woroch, an online budgeting maven, suggested buying one or two outfits for students for the first week of school, then mostly relying on what's already in the child's closet. You can buy more clothes later as needed.

"Don't assume you need a brand-new wardrobe on Day 1," she said.

For teenagers who want to be up with the latest trend, try searching online for their preferred brands and the word "dupes," to find less costly knockoffs. And when shopping in stores, check the online price for items before paying. If it's lower, she said, retailers will often match the price.

Do some states offer back-to-school tax holidays?

More than a dozen states offer tax relief for several days or weeks before the start of the school year by waiving state and sometimes local sales taxes on typical back-to-school items, including supplies, clothing and technology. All but five states charge sales taxes, ranging from about 4 to 7 percent of the purchase. (Some cities and towns add on extra local taxes, pushing the combined rate to nearly 10 percent.) The savings from the tax break can be modest because states limit the amount of the purchase that is eligible. Connecticut, for instance, restricts the tax break to clothes and footwear that cost less than $100 per item.

The popularity of the sales holidays waxes and wanes. New Jersey repealed its event, but others remain committed. Florida, for instance, has an entire tax-free month in August.
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Why Even Basic Airline Seats Keep Getting More 'Premium'

As travel demand sinks, both legacy airlines and budget brands have turned to a strategy of ever-expanding upgrades.

United Airlines will soon offer international business class suites that come with caviar service and an extra ottoman seat for companions. United Airlines



By Amrita Khalid



Aug 02, 2025 at 01:00 PM

Basic economy once ruled the airplane. Aside from those few rows in the business class cabin, what most passengers got was a bare bones, bottom-rung experience.

Now, even on budget airlines, premium seating is taking over.

Wealthy leisure travelers have proven most resilient to economic turbulence. So airlines are finding new ways to profit from customers who are willing to pay for some perks.

Sometimes that means turning previously included options, like a seat in the front half of the main cabin, into paid upgrades. It has also involved expanding the cabin between first class and coach, and introducing a torrent of small luxuries to justify higher fares in the not-quite-business class. For example:



	American Airlines introduced a Boeing 787-9 plane this summer with redesigned premium economy seats that have headrest wings for "additional privacy," water bottle storage, and calf and footrests. It has said it plans to expand its lie-flat and premium economy seating by 50 percent before the end of the decade.





	Delta expanded its premium economy service -- which comes with amenities kits, meals and more legroom -- to transcontinental flights last fall. Glen Hauenstein, the airline's president, said in the company's recent earnings call that it used segmentation of the main cabin (think fees for extra leg room) as "the template that we're going to bring to all of our premium cabins over time."


	United Airlines said in July that it would add more premium economy seats between business class and economy-plus seats on its wide-body jets. "That's the cabin, I think, that is generating very good returns," Andrew Nocella, the airline's chief commercial officer, said during the company's earnings call.



Revenue growth in the premium cabin is outpacing the main cabin at all three carriers. 

As airlines add premium options, they have also made moves to further distinguish their top-tier tickets from other rungs. This summer, American Airlines debuted an aircraft with first-class suites that have privacy doors -- a feature Delta already offered on some flights and that United will soon include in a new international business class that also comes with caviar service and designer pajamas.

"It's all about giving people more choice, more pricing options, and more products and services in every cabin," Delta's Hauenstein said about expanding premium offerings on the earnings call.

Meanwhile, basic fares are dropping. Airfares overall have decreased by 3.5 percent in the last year as inflation overall increased by 2.7 percent, according to the Department of Labor. Price drops at major airlines have caused a problem for budget airlines, which historically compete on price alone. Their response? You guessed it, also more perks.

Spirit Airlines, once the largest ultra-low-cost airline in North America, emerged from bankruptcy protection this year with plans to rebrand as a premium airline. Southwest Airlines, which joined American and Delta in withdrawing its financial forecast for 2025, has created premium seats with more legroom on all flights. And even no-frills carrier Frontier Airlines is planning to debut "first-class style" seats in late 2025.

Is the barrage of upgrade options paying off? Not quite enough to offset losses elsewhere: U.S. passenger airlines experienced a net loss of $225 million for the first quarter of 2025, according to the Bureau of Transportation Statistics.

But the strategy is probably here to stay. Jamie Baker, a J.P. Morgan senior airlines analyst, told DealBook he sees "no evidence of consumer fatigue or pushback."

IN CASE YOU MISSED IT

Stiff tariffs on nearly 100 countries are set to start next week. President Trump signed executive orders on Thursday placing tariffs as high as 41 percent on dozens of U.S. trading partners. The move follows a flurry of deal-making ahead of a Friday tariff deadline, which resulted in preliminary deals with Britain, Indonesia, the Philippines, Japan, the European Union and other trading partners.

The Fed holds interest rates steady for the fifth meeting in a row. While the decision was highly anticipated, it was also contentious, with two members of the board dissenting, which hasn't happened since 1993. The Fed on Friday announced that one of its governors, Adriana D. Kugler, will step down from her position next Friday, before her term was set to expire in January, which gives President Trump an opportunity to more quickly appoint someone who could eventually replace Jay Powell as chair.

Trump fires the head of the agency keeping tabs on the labor market. A disappointing report released on Friday, along with uncertainty over Trump's new raft of tariffs, drove the stock market to one of its worst weeks in months. Hours after the report showed cracks in the U.S. economy, President Trump fired the commissioner of the Bureau of Labor Statistics, saying without evidence on social media that she "rigged" the data "to make the Republicans, and ME, look bad."

Other big deals this week: Tesla made a $16.5 billion deal for Samsung chips. Brown University will spend $50 million to restore federal research funding blocked by the Trump administration (Harvard is said to be open to spending $500 million). Figma's I.P.O. was one of the biggest of the year -- but could have been bigger. Union Pacific agreed to buy Norfolk Southern for $85 billion. And OpenAI has raised $8.3 billion at a $300 billion valuation as part of a plan to secure $40 billion in funding this year.




Tyler Haney, the founder of Outdoor Voices, at her home in 2022. Cassidy Araiza for The New York Times


The founder of Outdoor Voices is back inside


By Jessica Testa



Tyler Haney was 23 when she founded Outdoor Voices, an athleisure company known for its modern take on exercise sets. The brand was a cooler alternative to Lululemon, and became particularly known for its "exercise dress." By 2018, the company, based in Austin, Texas, was valued at $110 million.

But in 2020, Outdoor Voices imploded. Its sales and valuation fell alongside its reputation as it became caught up in the widespread reckoning over "toxic" corporate culture. Haney resigned as chief executive amid clashes with the chairman, Mickey Drexler, who was best known for leading Gap in the 1990s and J. Crew in the 2000s. She rejoined the company as a board member later that year, but only for a few months.

In the years since, the founder moved on. She founded TYB, a shopping rewards app -- which raised $11 million in June -- and Joggy, a canned energy drink. (Drexler also departed, becoming more involved with Alex Mill, his son's fashion line; Haney said she and Drexler have not spoken in years, but that she wishes him the best.) Outdoor Voices closed all of its stores in 2024.

Then, last week, Haney announced her return, or re-return, to Outdoor Voices. This time she is co-owner, partnering with Consortium Brand Partners, which began conversations with Haney ahead of its acquisition of the brand in June 2024. 

Jessica Testa, a media correspondent for The Times who first met Haney while previously covering the fashion industry, talked with her about the mixed emotions of coming back to the company that ousted her. The conversation has been edited and condensed.

It seems like there has been some animosity between you and Outdoor Voices since your departure. For example, when people made comments about the brand's decline on social media, you'd agree or weigh in with your own criticism.

When I left initially, I had to look up how to resign. I had never done that before. I didn't know how formal it needed to be. Then pretty quickly, the board brought me back. When it's your baby, you want to do whatever it takes to make it work. But in rejoining I realized: I don't have control of this. So I left for a second time.

Working through that was difficult. I had been obsessed with the details of the product and every aspect of how it came to life. So yeah, it was emotional, and I would respond to things.

Who is the C.E.O. of Outdoor Voices?

That's a good question. I don't think we have a C.E.O. It's a shared responsibility between Consortium partners, and then I act in that way a bit, but we don't have someone with the title C.E.O.

You didn't want that title?

I'm the C.E.O. of TYB and Joggy, so I felt quite excited to just assume the founder role. I don't think OV needs me as the C.E.O.

Before we spoke, I reread this Cut interview from two years ago, in which you said you might support Outdoor Voices again if you could make "a nice check." What can you tell me, economically, about what this deal looks like for you?

I definitely did not directly say I'd do it for a check.

I certainly have become a much more savvy businesswoman. In my first go of Outdoor Voices, because of the nature of the model at the time -- direct-to-consumer was taking on a lot of funding, which ultimately dilutes you as a founder -- I didn't have enough ownership for it to make sense for me to continue investing everything into it.

The details aren't public -- but control and equity is what I optimize for.

Your relationship with the press has been a little complicated. You are often grouped with "girl bosses" of the 2010s: young, stylish and energetic executives forced out of their positions by employee grievances -- reported in the media -- and public backlash. This time around, how much were you thinking about how you were going to be perceived?

There are major benefits to the eyeballs and awareness that press can drive. But I saw firsthand the pain of a not-completely-true story being out there. At the end of the day, I found that even the negative articles -- they don't kill you.

When consumers care and have almost irrational obsessions with these stories and products, it's not the worst thing in the world.

Do you think of yourself as a different person now, and that's why you can confidently lead this company -- or do you think that the company, at the time, didn't recognize your abilities?

I am the same me. Same core instincts. Definitely more well-learned.

A lot of it was the model of the time -- and that, paired with a young, first-time C.E.O. who had a very strong-perspective board. It was a combination that ultimately wasn't successful, so something had to give. It's a little funny looking back, because it's a private company, but a lot of things became so public. It felt a lot bigger than it needed to. I just think the ingredients to the formula or the recipe weren't right.

A lot of people on social media were pleased to see you return. Some have also said they disapprove of your relationship with Elon Musk [Haney works out of Twitter's old offices and has called Musk the greatest product builder of our time]. Why do you think people care about that? Do you want to clarify your friendship with him?

Anytime there's major attention on something there's a nature to critique. I don't have a lot to say there. I am a tech C.E.O. now. I do work in the tech world. I don't think it's related to OV.



Big Tech's big spending

The A.I. spending spree showed few signs of abating as big tech companies reported earnings the last couple of weeks. It did, however, show signs of beginning to pay off.

Microsoft became the world's second $4 trillion company after it reported an 18 percent year-over-year sales bump, and Meta's shares spiked more than 11 percent after it showed a 36 percent quarterly increase in profit. Alphabet, which has ramped up its A.I. efforts as its core business, search, faces new competition from chatbots, posted a double-digit year-over-year revenue increase. Amazon failed to convince investors its steep investments were warranted, and its shares dropped after earnings.

Which big tech company spent the most last quarter?

A. Microsoft

B. Meta

C. Alphabet

D. Amazon


We hope you've enjoyed this newsletter, which is made possible through subscriber support. Subscribe to The New York Times.




Quiz answer: C. Amazon spent $31.4 billion last quarter, mainly on data centers. Among the four companies, Meta spent the least last quarter, with $17 billion of capital expenditures -- though its C.F.O. implied spending could hit $100 billion in 2026.

Thanks for reading! We'll see you Monday.

We'd like your feedback. Please email thoughts and suggestions to dealbook@nytimes.com.




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/08/02/business/dealbook/premium-airfare.html



	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next





    
      
        
          	
            Business Day
          
          	
            Sections
          
          	
            Pages A2-A3 and ...
          
        

      

      The Arts

      
        'King of the Hill' Enters Its Golden Years
        Hank and Peggy are retired, and Bobby is a chef in an aged-up series revival, a return made bittersweet by the deaths of several former cast members.

      

      
        Marc Maron's Podcast Made Him a Better Comic, Just One Part of a Rich Legacy
        Online he uses an examination of his own mind to illuminate other people. This double focus is a key element of specials like his new "Panicked."

      

      
        'And Just Like That...' Will End After Season 3
        The series, starring Sarah Jessica Parker as Carrie Bradshaw, will wrap things up with a two-part finale.

      

      
        Five Science Fiction Movies to Stream Now
        In this month's picks, expect mutating zombies, hostile planets and teleportation.

      

      
        Las Culturistas Culture Awards, Plus 5 Things to Watch on TV This Week
        Bravo airs the ceremony hosted by Bowen Yang and Matt Rogers. And Apple TV+ releases the second season of "Platonic."

      

      
        Edinburgh Fringe Can Bring Artists Fame, but Money's Another Matter
        The venue that hosted "Baby Reindeer" is back from the financial brink, but many performers still say the risk of taking part in the festival is too high.

      

      
        It's Feminism vs. a Mother's Instinct on a London Stage
        "Inter Alia," at the National Theater in London, is a successor to the award-winning "Prima Facie." It brings familiar tropes, and melodrama.

      

      
        
          	
            Business Day
          
          	
            Sections
          
          	
            Pages A2-A3 and ...
          
        

      

    

  
	
	Articles
	Sections
	Next




'King of the Hill' Enters Its Golden Years

Hank and Peggy are retired, and Bobby is a chef in an aged-up series revival, a return made bittersweet by the deaths of several former cast members.

From left, Peggy, Bobby and Hank Hill (voiced by Kathy Najimy, Pamela Adlon and Mike Judge) are back for a revival of "King of the Hill." The original run ended in 2009. Mike Judge/Disney, via Hulu



By Dave Itzkoff



Aug 02, 2025 at 10:01 AM

"It's amazing what sticks with you from the olden times," a "King of the Hill" character named Bill Dauterive says wistfully, in the first new episode of this animated sitcom in 15 years.

It would almost be a perfectly nostalgic moment -- if Bill weren't saying this from the darkened suburban bedroom he has barely left since 2020. In the meantime he has grown a long beard and let garbage pile up on his lawn. He congratulates himself for remembering the word "window."

From its debut on Fox in 1997, "King of the Hill" sought to balance a certain level of authenticity with its wry humor as it chronicled the lives of Hank and Peggy Hill, an average couple in the fictional town of Arlen, Texas.

Some episodes spun comedy from the quotidian details of Hank's job, where he sells propane and propane accessories. Others took a more heightened approach -- in one episode, Bill, his neighbor, becomes so depressed about the absence of his ex-wife, Lenore, that he begins to believe he is her -- without fully breaking the rules of reality.

Over 13 seasons and 259 episodes, "King of the Hill" became a laboratory for the farcical but humane storytelling of its creators, Mike Judge (who also created "Beavis and Butt-head" and wrote and directed films like "Office Space" and "Idiocracy") and Greg Daniels (who developed the American adaptation of "The Office" and is helping to create a sequel, "The Paper").

Now as the series returns with a new showrunner for a 10-episode revival on Hulu, its producers are trying to change and contemporize "King of the Hill" while remaining faithful to its core values.

The show is attempting some big creative changes -- like allowing its characters to grow older, a rarity in animation -- while it also reckons with the deaths of several cast members. In the process, the people who make "King of the Hill" have realized how much they valued the camaraderie of working on it together, how much they missed it after the show ended in 2009.

As Judge explained in a recent interview, "We just started talking about, Why did we stop doing it? What if we did it again?"

A character design sheet from the original run of "King of the Hill." The four illustrations on the right show Bobby dressed in clothes atypical for him. Hank is included for scale. Mike Judge/Disney


A character design sheet from the "King of the Hill" revival; Bobby is all grown up. Mike Judge/Disney


That inspiration struck Judge and Daniels in 2017 at a "King of the Hill" reunion event at the SF Sketchfest comedy festival, in San Francisco, where cast members including Judge as Hank, Kathy Najimy as Peggy and Pamela Adlon as Bobby -- performed a Season 2 episode in which Bobby becomes a plus-size model for children's clothing.

In the years that followed, Judge and Daniels established their own animation studio, Bandera Entertainment, and hired Saladin K. Patterson, who developed ABC's recent remake of "The Wonder Years," to take over the show. (Judge and Daniels remain executive producers.)

Patterson, who grew up in Montgomery, Ala., said that he had been a "King of the Hill" fan since arriving in Hollywood in the late 1990s and that he strongly identified with the character Hank Hill.

"I've been a 50-something year-old man since I was a 20-something year-old man," he said.

A key idea that emerged early in developing the revival was to age the characters. Hank and Peggy are now retirees, having recently returned from a long-term job that Hank completed in Saudi Arabia. Bobby, now in his early 20s, went from high school to becoming the chef at a restaurant that serves many college students.

That choice for Bobby, in particular, opened up a new set of storytelling possibilities, Daniels said, as the character endures the "superiority that a lot of people who basically spent four years partying show towards people who didn't get a chance to do that."

Adlon, who has played Bobby for more than 25 years, said that she suspected it was harder for Daniels and Judge to let Bobby grow up than they were letting on. While they made the original series, "we literally had all our kids together," said Adlon, a mother of three grown daughters. All these years later, she said, "all of our kids now have sex and we don't, so don't fight it."

In the revival, Bobby is now in his 20s, and he runs a Japanese fusion restaurant in Dallas. Mike Judge/Disney


The new episodes introduce characters like Brian Robinson, a Black neighbor who joins Hank's mostly white circle of friends.

Keith David, the veteran star of live-action ("Platoon," "The Thing") and animation ("Rick and Morty"), voices Robinson. He said the character's addition was "a better reflection of the world."

"The world is now far more integrated than it ever was," David said. While that's not always the case with television, "there are a few people who are responsible and want to be inclusive, and thus here we are," he added. "Which is a great thing."

Ronny Chieng, the "Daily Show" correspondent and host, was also hired to take over the role of Hank's relentlessly competitive Laotian neighbor, Kahn Souphanousinphone, from a white actor, Toby Huss, who originated the character.

Chieng, who grew up watching "King of the Hill" in Malaysia, said he felt the show portrayed Kahn with care, never treating him like a "filthy immigrant" or mocking him for his accent. He said the original choice to have a white performer play him was permissible for its time.

"It's almost like Robert Downey Jr. doing blackface in 'Tropic Thunder,'" Chieng said. "The hard and fast rule is, don't do blackface. But if you're going to make a joke about a joke about a joke, and Robert Downey Jr. is doing it, you'd better nail it."

Chieng called the producers' decision to recast Kahn "a 50-50 thing." If they hadn't, Chieng said, "there would have been some blowback from the 5 percent of the internet that sounds like 100 percent of the internet, but the truth is they would have been OK."

Patterson said he had seen comments from some audience members, dismissing these and other efforts to make "King of the Hill" more inclusive as "woke." He said this kind of criticism "oversimplifies what the original show was."

In that run of the show, Patterson said, "Hank represented a very common-sense approach to life."

"And whether it leaned left or right of center, they did a great job of satirizing the extremes," he continued. "That would have been considered woke to some people."

The new episodes introduce new characters, including Brian Robinson (voiced by Keith David), a Black neighbor who joins Hank's mostly white circle of friends. Mike Judge/Disney


"King of the Hill" may now have jokes about Hank being befuddled by an all-gender bathroom or watching CNN during the commercial breaks on Fox News, but that's about as far as it pushes the political envelope.

Patterson said the show would always seek "relatable characters and relatable situations."

"People assuming that now we're going to try to make some statement about who Hank votes for -- that's not what the show was, and it's not what we're trying to do either," he said.

Then there are the adjustments that the show wishes it did not have to make: replacing numerous cast members who have died since the show ended.

Brittany Murphy, who played Hank and Peggy's niece, Luanne, died in 2009. Tom Petty, who played Luanne's husband, Lucky, died in 2017. Johnny Hardwick, who played Hank's conspiracy-theory obsessed neighbor Dale Gribble, died in 2023. Jonathan Joss, who played the group's Native American friend, John Redcorn, was shot and killed in June. (The San Antonio police have charged a suspect, Sigfredo Ceja Alvarez, with the murder.) Chuck Mangione, the "Feels So Good" smooth-jazz musician whom the show humorously tweaked (and who occasionally popped up to poke fun at himself) died last month.

Some of these characters will still be represented on the show: Hardwick and Joss recorded material before their deaths that will be used in the new episodes, and Huss is taking over the role of Dale. But the many deaths were a lot for the creators to take in.

"It's really, really sad," Judge said. "It's heartbreaking. I don't know, really, what else to say. I'm going to miss them all."

Daniels added, "It's a characteristic of a show that's been on a really long time."

Such realities made resurrecting "King of the Hill" bittersweet at times, but there were also some pleasant surprises. Judge said that his work on the revival had encouraged him to look at its earlier episodes -- a process that can be excruciating for creators but yielded satisfying results in this case.

"I was thinking, Wow, this show was pretty good -- they had some really solid characters here," he said. "It could have been worse. I think it went great."
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On Comedy


Marc Maron's Podcast Made Him a Better Comic, Just One Part of a Rich Legacy

Online he uses an examination of his own mind to illuminate other people. This double focus is a key element of specials like his new "Panicked."

"If Hitler was alive today, he'd probably appear on Theo Von's podcast," Marc Maron says on his new special. Karolina Wojtasik/HBO



By Jason Zinoman



Aug 01, 2025 at 07:37 PM

Marc Maron recently announced he would end his podcast, "WTF," in the fall, and the response from comedians, especially those a generation or two younger than him, has been strikingly personal.

On Instagram, Rosebud Baker described listening to hundreds of episodes of "WTF" as a kind of school for stand-up, while Dan Rosen told me that he was disappointed he never got to be on the show and that every one of his peers fantasized about telling their life stories on it. "I didn't have Johnny's couch," the stand-up Mike Lawrence wrote in a social media post, referring to "The Tonight Show" host Johnny Carson: "My generation of comics coming up had Marc's garage," where the podcast initially originated.

Maron was neither the first stand-up to have a podcast nor the most popular (that would be Joe Rogan, who started a few months after Maron in 2009). But he was the most important to the art of comedy. Long before it became common practice, Maron proved that you could become a star by going around the usual gatekeepers and that large audiences would listen loyally to two comics talking shop at length.

Like so many trailblazers of new digital forms, he has become one of its harshest critics. "I feel like I released the Kraken," he told John Mulaney on the episode revealing he was retiring the podcast. Maron regularly hammers the popular comics in the Rogan orbit as the second coming of morning-zoo talk radio or, worse, fascist propagandists.

In his entertainingly prickly new special "Panicked" (HBO Max), Maron quips: "If Hitler was alive today, he'd probably appear on Theo Von's podcast."

Maron, 61, is often positioned (including by himself) in opposition to Rogan, 57, but they have a lot in common. Around the same stage in life, they both worked in mainstream pop culture before becoming podcast pioneers. They revere stand-up, are interested in politics and regularly wax poetic about the Boston comedy scene, even name-checking the same artists. When I saw Maron in the 1990s, he had a large interest in conspiracy theories.

Whereas Rogan became increasingly influential by digging into the worlds of Trump-era thinkers, business titans and combat sports, Maron has always been more of an aesthete. He is obsessed with the craft of making art and has a romantic appreciation of intellectual and highbrow cultural life. (It's hard to imagine the playwright Annie Baker getting invited to "The Joe Rogan Experience.") This manifests itself in shame about what Maron doesn't know, as in an offhand remark about not having read the collected works of Alexander Pope.

That kind of guilt, revealing a greater anxiety about becoming philistine than elitist, is rare these days -- and I badly miss it.

On his podcast, Maron has been obsessed with the craft of making art. Elizabeth Weinberg for The New York Times


Maron has always been a powerful venter, but as he has grown older, he has picked up and increasingly leaned on quieter weapons, like wry quips, passive-aggressive insults and clever wordplay. In a bit about caring for his father, who suffers from dementia, he says he prefers the term "newly demented."

AFTER TAPING THE SPECIAL at the Brooklyn Academy of Music in May, he lingered onstage and a fan asked why he talked about his relationship with his father but not his mother. Many artists might brush off such a question, find it rude. But Maron took it as a challenge, offering a quick story about his mother once telling him: "I don't think I can figure out how to love you." Then he abruptly moved on.

The exchange was revealing about Maron and the bond he has forged with his audience. Probing tortured relationships with brutal honesty is what we expect from him. And he is happy to deliver.

The new special starts fiery, taking shots at the current Trump administration and, in a knowing aside, his own fan base. "Progressives really have to figure out a way to deal with this buzz-kill problem," he says, before adopting the tone of someone leveling with a friend. "You do realize we annoyed the average American into fascism."

Then comes a pivot. Grabbing the microphone stand, Maron shifts his voice as if he's going to try something different, which he describes, wryly, as being entertaining. "People need entertainment," he says, the implication being that isn't what he does. Then he shares a shaggy cat tale about grabbing his three felines and making a run for it out of fear that his house would burn in the Los Angeles fires.

It's a playful yarn that covers a tragic event through an examination of himself and his comical catastrophizing. This is a quintessential Maron move, one he has doubled down on as his career has progressed. It's one that I suspect his podcast helped him develop.

When I got the job as the comedy columnist for The New York Times, I prepared by talking to people in the industry, reading as many books as I could, attending myriad shows and listening to every episode of Maron's podcast. Spending time with him was by far the most useful.

It's not just that the podcast is a superb oral history of the art form. Or that his conversations can be insightful, especially in mapping issues and divides in the field. I especially savor the discussions with less famous peers who share a history (like the recent episode featuring Rich Aronovitch).

The most important thing I learned from Maron's podcast is the art of interviewing. He's up there with Terry Gross and Howard Stern at getting famous people to reveal themselves. Maron has two unusual tactics for a celebrity interviewer: going on the attack and becoming wildly introspective -- often in the same conversation.

He attacks by introducing a bone to pick to create conflict and seeing how his guest responds. When I went on his show in 2017, he did this by taking issue with a column I wrote on Lenny Bruce. Not only did it force me to think aloud and become more present, it also gave the conversation a shape, injecting dissension that may or may not be resolved. It's why Maron often ends his podcasts with the phrase that is the title of a new documentary about him: "Are we good?"

Maron has forged a bond with his fans, who expect him to probe tortured relationships with brutal honesty. Karolina Wojtasik/HBO


The answer is usually yes, though the riveting episodes are when it isn't (Gallagher) or you aren't sure (Jerrod Carmichael). Maron is looking for connection, but there's also a part of these interviews that are just a self-portrait, an aspect that makes me think that when he asks, "Are we good?" he is using the royal "we."

Maron's real signature -- the core of his legacy -- is how he uses examination of his own mind to illuminate other people. This is a risky move that easily becomes indulgent, and Maron can fall victim to that. But he's fundamentally a curious person who has somehow figured out a way to make his neuroses a window into others.

By being vulnerable, he invites others to do the same. It has made his impending departure from podcasting a sad event for comedy nerds.

BUT MARON IS ALSO ONE OF THE FEW COMICS whose podcasting has made him a better stand-up, precisely because he has integrated this double focus -- looking at the outside world through himself -- into his specials.

Unlike most podcasters, Maron refused to pivot to video. It's why when he announced his retirement, my first thought went to a book by another highly respected cerebral comedian.

Fred Allen was a titan of the golden age of radio, and his memoir, "Treadmill to Oblivion," described how the move to television robbed an essential part of the imaginative work of the listener. He predicted it would ruin comedy. Unlike his rival Jack Benny, Allen never made the transition, and faded from memory. You might see him as a stuck-in-his-ways crank. I don't.

As we enter yet another technological transition, with every comedian, talk show host and pundit fleeing to YouTube, I think Allen's consideration of the downside of disruption is more prescient than ever. Of course, the shift from radio to television did not ruin comedy, but that doesn't mean something precious wasn't lost. Or that the new world is always better.

Do you have any idea how innovative, talent-rich and brilliant radio comedy was in the 1930s and '40s? Probably not. And in an earlier, more enlightened era, you would feel a little guilty about that.
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'And Just Like That...' Will End After Season 3

The series, starring Sarah Jessica Parker as Carrie Bradshaw, will wrap things up with a two-part finale.

Sarah Jessica Parker said that she may have loved Carrie Bradshaw "most of all." Craig Blankenhorn/HBO, via Associated Press



By Derrick Bryson Taylor



Aug 01, 2025 at 07:32 PM

"And Just Like That...," the HBO Max series that explored the lives of Carrie Bradshaw and her fashionable friends after "Sex and the City" went off the air in 2004, will end after Season 3.

Michael Patrick King, the series' showrunner, writer and director, made the announcement on social media on Friday. "While I was writing the last episode of 'And Just Like That...' season 3, it became clear to me that this might be a wonderful place to stop," he wrote.

Season 3, which is currently airing, will wrap up with a two-part finale that extends the original series order for the season from 10 episodes to 12.

King said that he and Sarah Jessica Parker, who shot to fame as Bradshaw in the original HBO series, had held off announcing the news until now because they did not want the word "final" to overshadow the fun of watching the current season.

This season's 10th episode, "Better Than Sex," aired this week. Episode 11 will air on Aug. 7 and episode 12 will air the following week.

On social media, Parker shared a montage of images of Bradshaw, in some of her most dazzling ensembles, with other members of the cast from the original series through the current day. "Sex and the City" ran for six seasons, starting in 1998, and led to two films.

"Carrie Bradshaw has dominated my professional heartbeat for 27 years," Parker said. "I think I have loved her most of all."

Parker said that she and King had both "recognized, as we have in the past, this chapter complete," and added that she hoped viewers would love the final two episodes. "'And Just Like That...' was all joy, adventure, the greatest kind of hard work," she said, praising the cast and crew.

The series debuted in 2021. Since then it has developed a dedicated following. Some fans were delighted and tuned in for the weekly episodes, others found themselves hate-watching and sharing their snark on social media.

Either way, they always returned for more.
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Five Science Fiction Movies to Stream Now

In this month's picks, expect mutating zombies, hostile planets and teleportation.

Naomi Scott, left, and Anthony Ramos in "Long Distance." Bradley Hogan/Universal Studios, via Disney



By Elisabeth Vincentelli



Aug 01, 2025 at 04:00 PM

'Long Distance'

Stream it on Hulu.

Four years ago, a profile of Anthony Ramos ("In the Heights") mentioned that he had an "upcoming" film called "Distant." The title would prove to be prescient. The surprise is not that the movie was shelved, then turned up with little fanfare on Hulu as "Long Distance," but that it is a rather entertaining survival caper. When the mining ship he's traveling on is hit by an asteroid, Andy (Ramos) barely makes it out in an escape pod. He crash-lands, alone, on a planet devoid of oxygen -- which the local life-forms don't mind, and unfortunately they are not friendly. Andy spends a good chunk of the movie crossing swaths of treacherous terrain as he chats over his comms with the artificial intelligence assistant L.E.O.N.A.R.D. (voiced by Zachary Quinto) and another survivor of the crash, Naomi (Naomi Scott, from "Aladdin" and "Smile 2"). Much of this banter is comic -- the directors Josh Gordon and Will Speck did the Will Ferrell ice-skating triple axel "Blades of Glory" -- which, admittedly, can undermine the action scenes. Still, "Long Distance" works as a popcorn flick. Be warned, though, that L.E.O.N.A.R.D. deploys a chime that sounds vaguely familiar and identifying its source may drive some viewers as crazy as it does Naomi.



'In Vitro'

Rent or buy it on most major platforms.

Life is tough for Jack (Ashley Zukerman) and Layla (Talia Zucker), who raise cattle in near-future Australia. Their son is away at boarding school, and the work is hard. Making things worse, some of the livestock get sick, thus becoming unfit for consumption, and Jack can't find the bug in the "animal replication" program -- the cows are clones that have been bioengineered in vats. It's a promising subject, but that is not at all where Will Howarth and Tom McKeith's film goes. "In Vitro" follows Layla's perspective as she grows increasingly ill at ease: Jack is acting weird and something is off, but what? The first plot twist comes about 30 minutes into the movie, which then proceeds to deliver more at judicious intervals. By the time the last one landed, I was writing down notes in caps and dotting them with multiple exclamation marks. The master stroke, in addition to the well-crafted screenplay, is that the suspense builds inexorably but in a low-key manner. Unlike many modern genre movies that lean on violence and storytelling histrionics, "In Vitro" proceeds in a measured way that makes its tale of control-seeking even more impactful.



'Ziam'

Stream it on Netflix.

Fittingly for a zombie movie, it helps to unplug your brain when watching Kulp Kaljareuk's "Ziam," which boils down to an extended brawl against voracious hordes. We are in Thailand, which has held up relatively well as the rest of the world succumbed to famine created by global warming -- radio announcements praise the heroic achievements of the country, which sounds as if it's ruled by a nationalistic, authoritarian government. The synopsis has a beautiful simplicity and boils down to: martial artist vs. zombies. The plot centers on the efforts of the Muay Thai fighter Singh (Prin Suparat) to rescue his wife, Rin (Nuttanicha Dungwattanawanich), when the hospital where she works as a doctor is overrun by infected you-know-whats. (Buddy, a small kid played by Wanvayla Boonnithipaisit, tags along for good measure, and comic relief.) Fans of the thriving zombie genre should dig a cool variation that "Ziam" brings up toward the end: mutations! The ending is open enough that I found myself wishing for a sequel.



'We're All Gonna Die'

Rent or buy it on most major platforms.

One day, a huge alien object looking like a stalactite appears out of nowhere, floating just above Earth. Then it starts moving to various points around the globe, appearing and disappearing. Matthew Arnold and Freddie Wong's film picks up "12 years, 1,438 jumps later," with humans in uneasy coexistence with the looming presence. The intentions of the spike, as everybody calls it, may be unclear, but its effects are tangible, as when Thalia (Ashly Burch) and Kai (Jordan Rodrigues) find themselves teleported to a remote location, moments after they had met. She's a beekeeper transporting hives in a trailer, while he is a paramedic who has been living in his late best friend's sports car. They set out to retrieve her trailer and the car in a journey that brings them together. (This is not a spoiler because, hello, you can't spoil a rom-com, and at heart this film is one.) The contrast between Thalia's quiet restraint and Kai's goofy exuberance is put to good use, and the film refreshes the romance formula when the characters figure out how to move from their respective stasis.



'Ash'

Stream it on Shudder.

That this movie is streaming on the horror platform Shudder is a clue that it's not for the faint of heart. But although there is definitely plenty of gore and unwanted body invasions, the most stomach-churning bits are not seen but heard -- the music and sound design are among the best of the year. This does not come as a surprise since its director, Flying Lotus, who had previously helmed a segment of the "V/H/S/99" movie, also is a musician with several albums on his resume. "Ash" follows the travails of Riya (Eiza Gonzalez), who is part of a mission dispatched to find a livable world. One day she comes to, bruised and injured, and finds that her crew mates on a promising planet's ground outpost have been savagely killed. Except, that is, for Brion (Aaron Paul of "Breaking Bad"), who was on an orbital station. Most of the film follows Riya's effort to battle her amnesia and figure out what happened, though she finds it hard to tell what's memory, what's hallucination and what's caused by the "unusual life-form" detected in the habitat. The aesthetics are very 1980s -- flashing neon, cool blues and reds, caressing close-ups of sweaty skin -- and it's best not to look for watertight plot integrity, because for the most part "Ash" is a mood. And a pretty scary one.
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Las Culturistas Culture Awards, Plus 5 Things to Watch on TV This Week

Bravo airs the ceremony hosted by Bowen Yang and Matt Rogers. And Apple TV+ releases the second season of "Platonic."

Bowen Yang, left, and Matt Rogers will host the Las Culturistas Culture Awards on Tuesday. Maya Dehlin Spach/Getty Images



By Shivani Gonzalez



Aug 04, 2025 at 06:00 AM

Between streaming and cable, there is a seemingly endless variety of things to watch. Here is a selection of TV shows and specials that are airing or streaming this week, Aug. 4-10. Details and times are subject to change.

It's all about the culture.

Las Culturistas Culture Awards is not just any awards show -- it's a cool awards show. Presented by Bowen Yang and Matt Rogers, who host a weekly podcast of the same name, this show features 100 categories, including but not limited to: Best Vibe, Hands Down (nominees: Japan, Seth Meyers and the Spirit Tunnel from "The Jennifer Hudson Show"), the Canada Award for Canadian Delicacy (all-dressed chips, Alanis Morissette, Bowen Yang -- Age 8) and the Cover Our Bases Award for Thing You Have to Admit Happened This Year (the "It Ends With Us" legal battle, Karla Sofia Gascon on CNN, the time "Adrien Brody spit his gum out at the Oscars, threw it to his date and Matt and Bowen were in the shot"). The show was taped in mid-July in Los Angeles with an audience that included Jamie Lee Curtis, Quinta Brunson and Jeff Goldblum. I'll be tuning in with bated breath to see who wins the Canada Award -- my money is on all-dressed chips. Tuesday at 9 p.m. on Bravo and available to stream the next day on Peacock.

Friendship, boarding schools and a time-traveling love story.

Rose Byrne and Seth Rogen in "Platonic." Apple TV+


At first glance, the IMDb page for the series "Platonic" might look suspiciously like the one for the 2014 movie "Neighbors" -- after all, both have Nicholas Stoller as the director and star Rose Byrne and Seth Rogen. But the show, which is beginning its second season this week, has a completely different plot: Instead of the married couple they played in that film, Rogen and Byrne play two longtime and platonic best friends who reunite after a significant rift. Season 1 followed the two reconnecting and the destabilizing effect that had on both of their lives. The second season picks up with them navigating the hurdles of day-to-day life while trying to appropriately support each other. Aidy Bryant, Kyle Mooney and Beck Bennett join the cast this season as guest stars. Streaming Wednesday on Apple TV+.

"Wednesday," the series about the daughter of Morticia and Gomez Addams, had a wildly successful first season and, according to the streamer, became the most streamed show on Netflix ever. Now the surly teen (played by Jenna Ortega) is back for a second season, set once again at Nevermore Academy, a high school for all kinds of fantastical outcasts. This time, she has a vision showing her roommate Enid (Emma Myers) dead -- with Wednesday herself responsible. The second season will come out in two parts, with the first four episodes releasing this week and the next four on Sept. 3. Streaming Wednesday on Netflix.


First we had "Outlander," the series based on the books of the same name, which followed the time-traveling love story of Claire and Jamie. Now we have a new series, "Outlander: Blood of My Blood," where we learn about the couple's respective parents and their own fated love stories. Most importantly, the series confirms that in this reality, the ability to time travel is in fact genetic, which means it will continue to be a main plot point. The show follows two romances -- Brian Fraser (Jamie Roy) and Ellen MacKenzie (Harriet Slater) in 18th-century Scotland, and Julia Moriston (Hermione Corfield) and Henry Beauchamp (Jeremy Irvine) in England amid World War I. Friday at 8 p.m. on Starz.

Documenting an athlete and a legacy.

Along with Simone Biles, Michael Jordan and Wayne Gretzky, you could easily slot Diana Taurasi into the GOAT category. Taurasi spent 20 seasons playing in the W.N.B.A. and is one of the most decorated basketball players of all time, with three N.C.A.A. women's basketball championships, three W.N.B.A. titles, six Olympic gold medals and six EuroLeague crowns. She announced her retirement earlier this year. The three-part documentary series "Taurasi" traces her basketball journey, with interviews from Taurasi herself, as well as with teammates, journalists and her fellow W.N.B.A. and University of Connecticut star Sue Bird. Streaming Thursday on Prime Video.

John F. Kennedy Jr. and Carolyn Bessette in 1996. Globe Photos/Zuma Wire


Born on Nov. 25, 1960, just two weeks after his father won the presidential election, John F. Kennedy Jr. (known as "John-John" as a boy) was never not in the spotlight. From his birth to his untimely death at 38 -- after he and his wife, Carolyn Bessette-Kennedy, died in a plane crash -- every move he made was covered in the press. The three-part documentary series "American Prince: J.F.K. Jr." uses archival footage and interviews with his friends, including Robert De Niro, Cindy Crawford and Graydon Carter, to look at who the man was to those who knew him personally. Saturday at 10 p.m. on CNN.
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Edinburgh Fringe Can Bring Artists Fame, but Money's Another Matter

The venue that hosted "Baby Reindeer" is back from the financial brink, but many performers still say the risk of taking part in the festival is too high.

For months after last year's Edinburgh Festival Fringe, it appeared that Summerhall, a venue beloved for its mix of experimental and emerging acts, wouldn't be able to pay its performers. Andy Haslam for The New York Times



By Jillian Rayfield



Jul 31, 2025 at 10:10 AM

By the end of last year's Edinburgh Festival Fringe, Nick Cassenbaum had a hit show: It was getting buzz, was selling out and had won a coveted festival award.

The show, "Revenge: After the Levoyah," was staged at Summerhall, a venue beloved by Fringe performers and audiences for its mix of experimental and emerging acts. It has presented shows that have gone on to much wider success, including "Baby Reindeer," the Netflix hit.

But after the Fringe ended last August and it came time for Cassenbaum to receive box office proceeds, there was a wrinkle: Britain's tax agency accused Summerhall Management, the entity that ran the venue's Fringe program, of failing to pay corporation tax for years. In September, the government issued a petition for liquidation and the company's assets were frozen.

The payout owed to Cassenbaum and dozens of other Summerhall acts -- more than 10,000 pounds, about $13,500, for some -- was in limbo. Cassenbaum said this period "was really scary and was really worrying," and he feared "that all this work and success that we had was going to completely fall through."

The legal wranglings lasted a few months as Summerhall Management challenged the order, and by December the government had dropped its petition and unfrozen the accounts. The artists were soon paid.

But the uncertainty around Summerhall's fate rattled the Fringe world. It seemed to represent another chapter in a never-ending story about the risks of bringing a show to the festival, where both artists and venues can operate on a financial knife's edge.

As the 78th edition of the Edinburgh Fringe kicks off on Friday, Summerhall is returning as a venue. It is now run year-round by Summerhall Arts, a nonprofit that now oversees the site's non-Fringe programming and festival shows.

The organization is eager to shake the specter of past troubles. Sam Gough, Summerhall Arts' chief executive, said the period last fall "wasn't easy for staff, it wasn't easy for artists, it wasn't easy for anyone who was part of it," and he's aware that the venue is being closely watched this year.

Sam Ward performing his one-man show "Nation" at Summerhall in 2024. Robert Ormerod for The New York Times


Sam Kissajukian, an Australian comedian who performed at Summerhall last year, said he didn't have any hesitation about returning. "I think the way forward is just rallying around the venue and rallying around the artists," he said, "and just try and look forward."

But Laura Horton, a playwright and actor who also performed at Summerhall last year, said the "stress and panic" of not knowing whether she would get paid had mentally made it hard to work since.

"It is often the artists that are expected to take the risk," she said, adding that if Summerhall Management had been forced to liquidate, "we would have all been the last people to have seen any money."

She said she didn't think the venue had reckoned with what happened. "It felt like they just didn't really want to associate with it," she said, adding that she felt like "part of an unfortunate past that wants to be forgotten."

Even as Summerhall tries to move on, it has become part of the broader debate about costs at the Fringe, where a sellout run doesn't guarantee that a performer will break even, much less turn a profit.

The sprawling festival, which is open to any act that can find a venue and pay a registration fee, will this year showcase over 3,000 acts and last year issued 2.6 million tickets. It can offer huge career opportunities -- in rare cases at the level of a "Baby Reindeer" or "Fleabag" -- and provides what performers describe as an unmatched atmosphere of creativity and community.

But more than a decade of cuts to Britain's arts sector have made state funding or grants more scarce, and cost-of-living increases have added to expenses like travel, venue fees and, most significantly, accommodations. Rental prices can get into the five figures in August, making Edinburgh's landlords some of the only clear financial winners.

Grace Church, of the theater and comedy troupe Not That but That, said: "It's always been one that we've kind of racked our brains with. Who is making the money here? Who is winning from the Fringe? Because it's certainly, certainly not the artists."

Recent licensing rules aimed at restricting short-term rentals have further strained the supply of accommodations, as have concerts by Oasis and AC/DC during the Fringe this year that promise to bring in tens of thousands of additional visitors.

Crowded streets during the Edinburgh Fringe Festival last year. Despite the festival's popularity, artists struggle to break even or turn a profit. Robert Ormerod for The New York Times


Some performers are planning shorter runs or more modest shows, or resorting to measures like sleeping in tents throughout the Fringe, which runs through Aug. 25.

Others have gone to fund-raising extremes: John Tothill, an English comedian, signed up for a malaria vaccine trial to cover some of his costs, though it made him only about PS2,000 of the PS11,000 he needed for his Fringe show. "You'd have to do a lot worse than malaria, actually, to really fully fund your run," he said.

Tothill used the malaria vaccine experience as fodder for a Fringe gig last year, only to have his appendix burst mid-performance. He delayed going to the hospital and, he said, almost died. "It's unthinkable to me to cancel a show in Edinburgh, not just because of the cost," he said, but also because performing there is "absolutely electric."

Tony Lankester, who this year took over as head of the Fringe Society, the nonprofit that runs the festival and has itself operated at a loss since 2021, said that affordability issues were a priority for the organization. But, he said, "There's no guarantees in the art sector at all, and the Fringe is no different."

That has an effect on what gets shown, said Alice Fraser, an Australian comedian. She said she felt that performers were now less likely to take creative risks, which "was a massive part of the spirit of the Fringe -- and that is what feels like is being eaten away by these economic imperatives."

But for all of the pitfalls, many performers emphasize the importance of places like Summerhall, and the Fringe generally, for the arts.

Tothill said that despite his near-death experience, he always felt he has "to make the case in favor of the Edinburgh Fringe." It would only "be replaced by people sitting on TikTok and not going to live stuff," he said, "and I think that would be unforgivable."




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.nytimes.com/2025/07/31/theater/edinburgh-fringe-summerhall.html
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Theater Review


It's Feminism vs. a Mother's Instinct on a London Stage

"Inter Alia," at the National Theater in London, is a successor to the award-winning "Prima Facie." It brings familiar tropes, and melodrama.

Rosamund Pike as Jessica, a judge and mother, in "Inter Alia" at the National Theater in London. Manuel Harlan



By Houman Barekat
Reviewing from London


Jul 24, 2025 at 02:29 PM

By day, Jessica Parks is a formidable judge in a London court, handing down sentences to drug-dealers, sex offenders and domestic abusers. By night, she's a floundering parent to a teenage son who is being bullied at school. When he is accused of raping a female classmate, Jessica's maternal instincts conflict with her feminist politics. She has always argued that victims must be believed, but her son protests his innocence, and she feels duty bound to stand by him.

That's the gist of "Inter Alia," written by Suzie Miller and directed by Justin Martin, a successor to the pair's 2023 Olivier and Tony Award-winning "Prima Facie." In that play, a defense attorney known for her uncompromising cross-examinations of rape victims is herself subjected to a sexual assault. This follow-up, which runs at the National Theater in London through Sept. 13, essentially inverts the plotline: Whereas in "Prima Facie" the criminal justice system was on trial, in "Inter Alia," the family unit is in the dock.

Rosamund Pike, of "Saltburn" fame, is vibrantly engaging as the embattled heroine, and her commanding stage presence carries an otherwise pedestrian production. Jessica is indefatigably energetic, whether declaiming from atop a table or belting out karaoke numbers. And she's sassy: Regaling us about a conversation with her lawyer husband, Michael, as she irons her son's shirt, she archly points the iron upward and emits a puff of steam when she speaks his parts to indicate her disdain.

Pike with Jamie Glover, who plays her husband, Michael, with a perfunctory insouciance that befits the role. Manuel Harlan


We are invited to note the contrast between her strong, capable persona and the vulnerable human being underneath it; on several occasions, Jessica remarks on the need to modulate between her "stern voice" and a softer register -- all life is a performance, whether in the courtroom or the living room.

Jamie Glover plays Michael with a perfunctory insouciance that befits the role: He is mildly envious of his wife's superior professional status, while she resents him for abdicating the "emotional lifting" of parenthood. Jasper Talbot as the couple's son, Harry, looks a bit older than the character he's playing, but makes up for it with a sulky bearing and listless, waddling gait. Both these male roles, as written, are somewhat wooden -- they are essentially props in what feels, for large swaths, like a one-woman show.

Much of the story is told through monologues, punctuated by occasional flashbacks in which a child actor plays the younger Harry. In one such scene, when he is suspiciously furtive with his laptop, Jessica delivers an awkward, elaborate lecture on how online pornography fuels unrealistic expectations around sex -- she enlists a tall, vaguely phallic saltshaker from the kitchen table to illustrate her point -- only to realize that he'd actually been playing Call of Duty.

Jasper Talbot as the couple's son, Harry, pleads for his mother's support after he is accused of rape. Manuel Harlan


Her hyper-anxious parenting style, initially played for laughs, proves prescient in the long run: After the rape allegation is made against him, Jessica snoops through her son's Snapchat, and wishes she hadn't.

The vexed problem of young men, and how to prevent them from being sucked into violent machismo, is dissected in a drearily essayistic manner. Jessica tells us she feels the need to play down her achievements to protect her husband's ego. She worries that, by overindulging her husband's insecurities, she may have inadvertently "templated" for Harry, and could bear some responsibility if the rape accusation is true. And when she accuses Michael of not having done enough steer their son onto the right path, he pathetically avers that "the rules have changed" since he was a young man, so he has no wisdom to impart.

These are recognizable phenomena -- so familiar, in fact, that the characters struggle to transcend the sociological problems they represent. Despite the ostensibly high dramatic stakes, the story feels like little more than a thought exercise. Coming just a few months after the success of Netflix's TV series "Adolescence" -- which has a similar plot, albeit in a very different social setting -- it also feels regrettably derivative.

Pike is energetic and sassy in the role. Manuel Harlan


Plays that explicitly set out to interrogate a given theme -- or, in this instance, two: masculinity and motherhood -- often have a plot problem: The story exists to serve the exposition rather than the drama, and the writer's animating concerns are exhausted over course of the play; resolution is practically an afterthought. So it proves in the rushed and deeply unsatisfying closing stages of "Inter Alia."

What starts out as a serviceable, darkly comic drama degenerates into a semi-convincing melodrama, featuring clunkily dialogued shouting matches, a bizarre denouement, and a mawkish final scene in a playground, where the happy laughter of children evokes the lost innocence of boys and girls everywhere.

Miriam Buether's set, with its sage kitchen units and elegant furnishings, is easy on the eye. And as Pike's star power draws audiences, her charisma will hold their attention. But this is a middling piece, a hand-wringing op-ed rendered in flesh and blood.

Inter Alia

Through Sept. 13 at the National Theater, London; nationaltheatre.org.uk.
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Little Victories

We tend to confine our parties to milestones and cultural events, but there are countless micro-occasions worthy of commemorating.

 Maria Jesus Contreras



By Melissa Kirsch



Jul 26, 2025 at 11:15 AM

This week, I went to a party thrown by a New York City deli to celebrate a specific varietal of herring. I was keen to attend because the concept of a herring party seemed delightful -- an occasion for revelry that I'd never considered. I was intrigued to learn that in the Netherlands, this particular herring is traditionally fished for only a few months, when the herring's body fat reaches at least 16 percent, for maximum flavor. The Dutch even have an annual festival, Flag Day, to honor the opening of herring season.

I had never celebrated herring before, but, then again, I haven't celebrated most things. We tend to confine our parties to milestones (birthdays, holidays, housewarmings, weddings) and cultural events (the Oscars, the Super Bowl). Why must it be this way? Sure, if every day is a special occasion, then no day is, but it seems unnecessary to let the calendar totally dictate when we raise a glass or kick up our heels. Also, it's sort of boring to glorify the same things year after year, when there's so much else out there that's worthy.

Once you begin considering all the micro-occasions deserving of a rager or at least an intimate soiree, you realize you've been letting so many opportunities for merrymaking just sail right by. A New Haircut Party sounds fun (you tried a new style, you look great) as does a My Back Pain Finally Went Away Party (has there ever been a more profound reason to exult?). New tattoo, old tattoo removal; the puppy spent a full night in the crate; no cavities -- let's rejoice!

Commemorating the completion of something you've been procrastinating on forever seems only sensible: Come over for cocktails, I dry-cleaned my wool coat. Someone alerted me to the existence of a Forcing Party, which is part celebration, part motivation -- friends gather and force one another to do things they've been putting off, like renewing their passports or answering emails. Genius! A party can be productive as well as fun.

There are those who hate parties, or who believe that the number of get-togethers that issue from the standard occasions are more than plenty. To them I say: Fine, but even thinking about the little things you might celebrate is a satisfying gratitude exercise. What are the good things that are going unacknowledged in your life? Where are you limiting or postponing delight unnecessarily?

I recently told a friend that I could think of nothing more luxurious and blissfully absurd than a seafood tower. "Well, your birthday just passed, but next year?" he said. Ha! As if I'm going to wait a year to have a seafood tower. Yes, it's expensive, but I did just make a doctor's appointment that I'd been putting off since February, and that seems ample reason to assemble a group of friends, order up a tower and celebrate.

THE LATEST NEWS

Middle East

Emmanuel Macron Doug Mills/The New York Times




	By acknowledging Palestinian statehood, the French president, Emmanuel Macron, showed that he had lost patience with the United States and Israel, Roger Cohen writes.


	Israel will allow donor nations to parachute humanitarian aid into Gaza amid a widening crisis in which children have died of malnutrition.


	The U.S. conducted a rare raid in Syria, killing a senior Islamic State leader.



Epstein Investigation



	Intelligence director Tulsi Gabbard is back in President Trump's good graces. But her efforts to divert attention from the Jeffrey Epstein craze may threaten Attorney General Pam Bondi.


	Justice Department officials interviewed Ghislaine Maxwell, Epstein's former girlfriend, again on Friday after a full day of questioning on Thursday.



The Economy

 Desire van den Berg for The New York Times




	The world has too much steel, but no one wants to stop making it.


	Big food brands are struggling to stay profitable as consumers' tastes, waistlines and wallets change.


	Behind Trump's war with the Fed chair, Jerome Powell, there's Bill Pulte: a social media-savvy bureaucrat who made ousting Powell his personal mission.


	Paramount's cable business has cratered; its news division is floundering; A.I. is coming for movies. And those are just the obvious challenges facing David Ellison as he takes control of the company.



Trump Administration



	Trump officials hoped to disprove claims of Russian interference in the 2016 election. The documents they released show how rushed that investigation was.


	The White House will release $5.5 billion in frozen education funds, ending a standoff that sent districts scrambling weeks before the start of the school year.


	Three employees fired from the Justice Department sued the Trump administration, arguing that they were dismissed unlawfully.


	Media Matters, a nonprofit group at the center of liberal politics, is scrambling to pay its legal fees after months of legal assaults by Trump and his allies.



THE WEEK IN CULTURE

Film and TV

 Marvel Studios/20th Century Studios




	"The Fantastic Four: First Steps" arrived in theaters this weekend with a $200 million budget and starry cast led by Pedro Pascal. Read our critic's review.


	The documentary "2000 Meters to Andriivka" puts viewers in the head space of Ukrainian soldiers.


	The actor Shia LaBeouf settled a lawsuit with the musician FKA twigs, his former girlfriend, who accused him of sexual battery and assault.





	"We love 'Parasite.' But where the hell is Steven Spielberg?" On his podcast "Cannonball," the Times critic Wesley Morris -- a former video store clerk -- debates the Best Movies of the 21st Century list.



Music

John Williams Chantal Anderson for The New York Times




	The legendary film scorer John Williams -- known for "Star Wars" and "Indiana Jones" -- hasn't stopped composing, even at 93. His latest? A piano concerto.


	In her new opera, "Mars," the Irish composer Jennifer Walshe tackles space colonization, pronatalism, tradwifes and A.I.


	Ozzy Osbourne died this week at 76. Here are five funny and bizarre moments from his life -- including that time he bit off a bat's head during a concert.



More Culture

"Trans Forming Liberty," by Amy Sherald. Kelvin Bulluck




	Amy Sherald, who rocketed to fame with her 2018 portrait of Michelle Obama, canceled her upcoming show at the Smithsonian after learning that the museum might remove her painting of a transgender Statue of Liberty to avoid provoking Trump.


	New York City's medical examiner ruled that the Food Network star Anne Burrell's death last month was a suicide.


	A museum in Brooklyn is trying to save the midcentury neon signs that once adorned local businesses on New York City's streets.


	The summer can be a slow time for new video games, but there were several major releases in recent weeks. Here are some you might have missed.


	A London auction house says there is "no documented evidence" that an intricately carved grasshopper is from King Tut's tomb. It may fetch close to $675,000 anyway.


	Former President Joe Biden is writing a memoir about his time in the White House. The book, which doesn't yet have a title or a publication date, already sold for $10 million.




Everything The Times offers. All in one subscription.
Morning readers: Save on unlimited access to The Times with this introductory offer.

CULTURE CALENDAR

Jason Momoa Nicola Dove/Apple TV+



By Alexis Soloski



? "Chief of War" (Friday): Have you longed for a show portraying the unification of the Hawaiian islands through the medium of Jason Momoa's torso? Then say mahalo to AppleTV+ for this new series. "Chief of War," created by Momoa and his longtime collaborator Thomas Pa'a Sibbett, depicts the battles, internecine and otherwise, that marked late-18th-century Hawaii. Momoa, who was born on Oahu, plays Ka'iana, a well-traveled noble known for his good looks and stature. Meticulously researched and brazenly dramatic, the show is a celebration of Hawaiian history and culture -- alongside set pieces involving sharks, lava and weapons studded with human teeth.

RECIPE OF THE WEEK

 David Malosh for The New York Times


One-Pan Shrimp Enchiladas Verde


By Melissa Clark



Tomato season is here in all its glory, and with the tomato comes its nightshade cousin, the tomatillo. These husk-wrapped green orbs are ripe and ready to be turned into salsas and soups, braises and pickles. Sarah Copeland's ready, too, blending them with jalapenos and onions to make a tart, cilantro-flecked sauce for her deeply spicy, cheesy one-pan shrimp enchiladas verde. And you can save the recipe to make when tomatillos aren't in season; a jar of store-bought salsa, fortified with extra cilantro for freshness, will work almost as well.

REAL ESTATE

Cynthia Ferrer and David Lotton Matthew Avignone for The New York Times


The Hunt: A couple from Colorado dreamed for years of moving to France. They finally took the plunge, setting off for Normandy with a $450,000 budget. Which home did they choose? Play our game.

What you get for $1.2 million in Australia: A three-bedroom Queenslander house with a pool; a villa with a natural pool and studio; or a California-bungalow style home with a guesthouse.

LIVING

The White Salmon River Valley of Washington. Bailey Made


Rural getaways: Tired of summer beach vacations? Try these spots in the countryside.

Solo travel: Tracee Ellis Ross told us how joyful and lonely it can be.

Party animal: Celebrate your birthday like the chef Jacques Pepin, who turns 90 this year.

Best gear: At the beach, what you pack matters. We tested umbrellas, towels, totes and coolers and share the winners here.

ADVICE FROM WIRECUTTER

Not all sun hats are created equal

Sorry, but your baseball cap probably isn't cutting it when it comes to sun protection. It can leave your ears, neck and the sides of your face vulnerable. Instead, look for a hat with a brim that fully wraps around the head, and that is about the length of a credit card. The best sun hats also have a UPF rating of 30 or above. If a UPF rating isn't available, opt for densely woven fabrics, like denim or canvas, in dark colors. All of that said, a hat can provide sun protection only if you wear it, so make sure to pick one you'll actually enjoy. -- Maria Adelmann

GAME OF THE WEEK

Tadej Pogacar, in yellow. Benoit Tessier/Reuters


The Tour de France: Cycling's premier race comes to a close this weekend, after three weeks of grueling climbs and all-out sprints through France's picturesque countryside. So far, the Slovenian superstar Tadej Pogacar has looked unstoppable; even his longtime rival, Jonas Vingegaard, has been unable to mount a meaningful challenge from second place. A victory for Pogacar on Sunday would mean his fourth title in six attempts. It would cement him as the best rider of his generation -- and reignite a debate over whether he, at just 26, deserves to be called the greatest of all time.

Today and tomorrow, starting at 8 a.m. Eastern on NBC

NOW TIME TO PLAY




Here is today's Spelling Bee. Yesterday's pangram was motivation.

Take the news quiz to see how well you followed this week's headlines.

And here are today's Mini Crossword, Wordle, Sudoku, Connections and Strands.



Thanks for spending part of your weekend with The Times. -- Melissa

Sign up here to get this newsletter in your inbox. Reach our team at themorning@nytimes.com.
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Quote of the Day: 10,000 Steps? A Nice, Round Number, but Not the Magic One.

Aug 04, 2025 at 05:01 AM

"We don't have any evidence for 10,000 steps. It's just a really big random number that people throw out there."

MELODY DING, an epidemiologist at the University of Sydney School of Public Health and the lead author of a new study that suggests that the health benefits of walking ramp up until about 7,000 steps, before leveling out.
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