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      Post Politics from The Washington Post is the source for political news headlines, in-depth politics coverage and political opinion, plus breaking news on the biden administration and White House, Congress, the Supreme Court, elections and more.


      
        Trump wants to abolish the filibuster. GOP senators aren't on board.
        Theodoric Meyer

        The president wants to end the filibuster to reopen the government and to do "so many things."

      

      
        In Johnson's district, fury over SNAP, but little blame for him or Trump
        Cleve R. Wootson Jr., Lydia Sidhom

        People who use SNAP in Mike Johnson's congressional district wonder why his power hasn't protected them, but many lay the blame on Washington's dysfunction.

      

      
        Labor Department social media campaign depicts a White male workforce
        Meryl Kornfield

        The campaign has drawn scrutiny, with critics saying it is not realistically portraying the country's diversity and is sending messages that feel exclusionary.

      

      
        Trump deportations, high prices propel Democratic gains with Latinos
        Sabrina Rodriguez, Teo Armus, Hannah Knowles

        Changes in who turned out to vote also factored in, adding to questions about whether Republicans can reprise Trump's 2024 inroads in the midterms.

      

      
        Travelers brace for turmoil as flight cuts kick in at major U.S. airports
        Lori Aratani, Ian Duncan

        Airlines have canceled hundreds of flights to comply with a shutdown-related FAA directive to reduce traffic at 40 airports, including Atlanta, Chicago and Dallas.

      

      
        Trump pardons former Tennessee House speaker, top aide awaiting prison
        Natalie Allison

        Trump has granted clemency in the opening year of his term to several former elected officials convicted on corruption-related charges.

      

      
        Trump ally Elise Stefanik to announce run for New York governor Friday
        Alec Dent, Kadia  Goba

        Elected to the House as a moderate, Elise Stefanik evolved into a fierce Trump defender, and her announcement could set up a faceoff with New York Gov. Kathy Hochul (D).

      

      
        Flight reductions to begin at the nation's busiest airports on Friday
        Lori Aratani, Victoria Bisset, Ian Duncan

        The Trump administration says the move, which will affect dozens of markets, is part of an effort to ease pressure on air traffic controllers.

      

      
        Trump, long fixated on 'fat drug,' announces deal to lower its price
        Dan Diamond, Daniel Gilbert, Paige Winfield Cunningham

        Some overweight and obese Medicare patients will now get access to GLP-1 drugs to help with their weight loss.

      

      
        Senate rejects bipartisan bid to prevent Trump from attacking Venezuela
        Noah Robertson

        Administration officials, hoping to reassure wary Republicans, have claimed in recent days that there is no plan for military intervention, despite the president's threats.

      

      
        Judge orders Trump administration to release full SNAP benefits by Friday
        Mariana Alfaro

        In his ruling, Judge John McConnell said USDA is causing "irreparable harm" by not releasing full funding: "The evidence shows that people will go hungry."

      

      
        Citing shutdown, military won't participate in NFL Veterans Day events
        Tara  Copp

        November is usually filled with "Salute to Service" events featuring the military -- but with no government funding, flyovers and honor guards are a no-go this year.

      

      
        Supreme Court allows Trump to end policy of self-identifying gender on passports
        Justin Jouvenal

        The Supreme Court allowed the administration to move forward for now with a policy requiring passports to show a person's sex as listed on their birth certificate.

      

      
        Ranking the 2028 Democratic presidential contenders
        Amber Phillips

        There already are a few standouts among Democrats' potential 2028 candidates, but the long road to the next presidential contest features plenty of dark horses.

      

      
        Tracking who Trump is appointing to fill key administration roles
        Chris Alcantara, Eric Lau, Nick Mourtoupalas

        Follow President Trump's progress filling over 800 positions, among about 1,300 that require Senate confirmation, in this tracker from The Washington Post and the Partnership for Public Service.

      

      
        In her own words: Pelosi plans to retire after decades in charge
        Paul Kane, Melina Mara

        Before stepping back from leadership years ago, Nancy Pelosi grew reflective of her time as House speaker. Here are some notable moments she recalled from her 20 years in leadership.

      

      
        House Democrats request interview with former prince Andrew on Epstein
        Kadia  Goba, Karla Adam

        In a letter, Democrats on the House Oversight Committee asked for Andrew's help to "understand the full extent of [Epstein's] criminal operations."

      

      
        Nancy Pelosi announces her retirement from Congress
        Paul Kane

        The former speaker will leave the House at the end of next year, wrapping up an almost four-decade run in Congress without parallel.

      

      
        Elections show a path to power for Democrats, even as GOP redistricts
        Patrick Marley, Yasmeen Abutaleb, Dylan Wells, Maeve Reston

        Republicans are winning the gerrymandering arms race but Democrats can still win the House if they perform like they did in Tuesday's elections.

      

      
        Heritage staff in open revolt over leader's defense of Tucker Carlson
        Isaac Arnsdorf, Jacob Bogage

        At least five members of Heritage's antisemitism task force resigned after Roberts defended Carlson's interview with antisemitic white nationalist Nick Fuentes.

      

      
        Trump's ill-defined nuclear test threat compels a response from Putin
        Adam Taylor, Tara  Copp, Karen DeYoung

        Amid the dangerous back and forth, Moscow rejected U.S. claims it had breached a testing moratorium but said it would assess what preparations would be needed to conduct one.
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Politics
Trump wants to abolish the filibuster. GOP senators aren't on board.
The president wants to end the filibuster to reopen the government and to do "so many things."

President Donald Trump has opposed the filibuster for years. (Matt McClain/The Washington Post)


By Theodoric Meyer | 2025-11-07
Senate Republicans have largely backed President Donald Trump's agenda since he returned to office -- but many refuse to support his campaign to scrap the filibuster.
Trump asked Republican senators at a meeting at the White House on Wednesday to end the government shutdown by getting rid of the filibuster and reiterated his demand Thursday at a  news conference.
The filibuster, a long-standing Senate rule, allows a single senator to block most legislation unless 60 senators vote to cut off debate. Democrats have used the filibuster to block Republicans' government funding bill for more than a month despite Republicans' 53-seat Senate majority.
Some Senate Republicans returned from the White House saying they were open to ending the filibuster. But doing away with the rule would require the support of almost every Republican senator -- and Senate Majority Leader John Thune (R-South Dakota) and many other Republicans say they are implacably opposed to it.
"There's nothing that could move me on the filibuster," Sen. Thom Tillis (R-North Carolina) told reporters Wednesday after the White House meeting.
Senate Republicans' unwillingness to scrap the filibuster underscores the limits of Trump's influence in his second term, during which lawmakers have been reluctant to defy him.
The Senate has confirmed every member of Trump's Cabinet -- with the exception of former congressman Matt Gaetz, Trump's first choice for attorney general, who withdrew because he did not have the necessary votes. Senators passed Trump's signature tax-and-spending bill and approved $9 billion in cuts to foreign aid and public broadcasting that Congress enacted despite the misgivings of some Republicans.
But Republicans opposed to abolishing the filibuster are standing firm. Many of them describe it as a bulwark against Democrats when Republicans are out of power.
Republicans "know how fundamental [the filibuster] is to making this nation exceptional," Tillis said Thursday. "As platitude as that sounds, I believe in their heart they believe that."
Trump's disdain for the filibuster is not new. He tried to convince McConnell to do away with it during his first term without success. He has suggested in recent days that he sees it as an impediment to his agenda, telling reporters on Thursday that getting rid of it would let Republicans pass sweeping voting and immigration bills, among other GOP priorities.
"There's so many things we could put in, including tax cuts that we could get," Trump said Thursday. "And we could do it all ourselves."
But even some of Trump's staunchest allies argue that giving the Senate the ability to pass any bill strictly on party lines would backfire.
"I think it's better for the country to have that institutional check and balance, to keep [from] going from wild swings from one president to the next," Sen. Lindsey Graham (R-South Carolina) said.
Both parties have chipped away at the filibuster for years. Democrats changed the Senate's rules in 2013 to let most nominees be confirmed by a simple majority rather than 60 votes. Republicans did the same in 2017 for Supreme Court nominees.
Democrats argue that Republicans weakened the filibuster this year by changing the Senate's rules to allow confirmation of multiple nominees at once. Senate Minority  Leader Charles E. Schumer (D-New York) accused Republicans in September of undercutting the Senate "to give Donald Trump more power and to rubber-stamp whomever he wants, whenever he wants them, no questions asked."
Democrats tried to weaken the filibuster further in 2022 to pass a voting rights bill, but failed due to the opposition of Democratic Sens. Joe Manchin III and Kyrsten Sinema. Neither Manchin nor Sinema -- both of whom later left the party -- ran for reelection last year, leading some Republicans to argue that Democrats will get rid of the filibuster as soon as they recapture control of the Senate.
"It's gone, so we better beat them to the punch," Sen. Ron Johnson (R-Wisconsin) said.
Trump has echoed that argument.
"They're going to make Puerto Rico a state. They're going to make D.C. a state. They're going to pack the court," Trump told reporters Thursday, referring to a Democratic proposal to add seats to the Supreme Court. "They're going to end up with more electoral votes. They're going to end up with four [more] senators."
Republican senators have bucked Trump from time to time since he returned to office, demonstrating that they will not support the president on everything.
Sen. Chuck Grassley (R-Iowa), the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, rejected Trump's call to get rid of the "blue slip," the Senate custom that gives senators an effective veto over district court judge and U.S. attorney nominees in their home states.
Republicans have torpedoed an increasing number of Trump's nominees, including Paul Ingrassia to lead the Office of Special Counsel; E.J. Antoni to lead the Bureau of Labor Statistics and Ed Martin to be U.S. attorney for the District of Columbia. And Sens. Susan Collins (Maine), Lisa Murkowski (Alaska), Mitch McConnell (R-Kentucky) and Rand Paul (Kentucky) -- each of whom support the filibuster -- have voted with Democrats several times on resolutions to undo Trump's tariffs, allowing them to pass the Senate.
"My belief is that the filibuster encourages moderation, encourages both sides to be heard, and that legislation doesn't occur unless it has more of a consensus of support," Paul said. "It keeps the country from drifting too far to the right, too far to the left."
A few Republicans said the shutdown -- which has dragged on for more than a month, delaying flights, forcing many federal workers to labor without pay and threatening Supplemental Nutrition Association Program benefits -- has convinced them the filibuster might need to go.
"We're at a crisis point," Sen. Josh Hawley (R-Missouri) said. "If the only way out of this crisis is to change the filibuster, then I'll do it."
The filibuster's defenders argue it's always tempting for the majority party to eliminate the filibuster -- but once it's gone, it's gone.
"This is one senator that has made very clear I'm not interested in eliminating the filibuster for the particular crisis of the day," Murkowski told reporters Wednesday.
Few Republicans have defended the filibuster more ardently than Thune, who made his stance clear when Trump called for scrapping the filibuster to end the shutdown last week. Thune downplayed Trump's fresh demand after returning from the White House on Wednesday, describing Trump's dislike of the filibuster as "long-standing."
"It's not like that surprised anybody," Thune told reporters Wednesday, referring to Trump's call for killing the filibuster. "I think that was just -- it's what he honestly believes."
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White House
In Johnson's district, fury over SNAP, but little blame for him or Trump
People who use SNAP in Mike Johnson's congressional district wonder why his power hasn't protected them, but many lay the blame on Washington's dysfunction.

A night of prayer and remembrance for slain conservative activist Charlie Kirk is held Sept. 16, 2025, at Freedom Fields in Bossier City, Louisiana. (Henrietta Wildsmith/The Times / USA TODAY NETWORK via Imagn Images)


By Cleve R. Wootson Jr., Lydia Sidhom | 2025-11-07
BOSSIER CITY, La. -- Liz Hill has braced for the worst in the southern tip of House Speaker Mike Johnson's district, working to stretch her disabled older brother's food assistance benefits as the longest government shutdown in history pushes into a second month.
She drives two hours to a cheaper grocery store, armed with a fist full of coupons. She can't remember the last time she hasn't cooked meat that wasn't on sale. And she's become a regular at a nearby food pantry -- a circumstance Hill, 58, a college graduate and the director of 911 for nearby Evangeline parish, never expected for herself.
She lays the blame for the uncertainty on Washington politics, but she is more reserved when talking about two of the most influential politicians at the center of the impasse:
"Mike Johnson and Trump -- I like them. I like some of the things they're doing now. I think they have good ideas. But I just think the fighting that's going on with the government shutdown is ridiculous."

House Speaker Mike Johnson (R-Louisiana) speaks at a news conference Nov. 5, 2025, about the government shutdown. In a statement, he reiterated that Republicans have brought the issue to a vote 15 times. (Jabin Botsford/The Washington Post)


Johnson's district -- a reliably red slice of western Louisiana -- has one of the highest usage rates of the Supplemental Nutrition Aid Program in the nation, with nearly one in five households here relying on benefits. But in interviews, several people who rely on SNAP and voted for Johnson and President Donald Trump did not fault the Republican leaders, even as Trump waited until payments were set to lapse for 42 million Americans before publicly pressuring the GOP to end the shutdown.
Trump has long viewed entitlements like SNAP as a political third rail -- at points urging fellow Republicans not to cut popular initiatives such as Social Security and Medicaid. But his distrust of government has helped fuel a dismantling of agencies and programs cheered on by an equally skeptical base, even among some beneficiaries.
A federal judge has ordered the government to step in and pay benefits this month -- first in part, then in full. But it is unclear when the money will arrive or whether recipients would find themselves again facing food insecurity in December -- and equally unclear what programs the president will fight to preserve.
It was only after Democrats swept contests across the nation on Tuesday that Trump budged, blaming the GOP's bruising losses on the funding gridlock and directing Republicans at a White House meeting to "get the country open." Vice President JD Vance followed on social media, saying Republicans need to work harder to make a "decent life affordable."
Americans are divided over whom to blame for the closure of government and its cascading impacts, according to a Washington Post-ABC News-Ipsos poll released last week, but more U.S. adults blame Republicans than Democrats. More than 4 in 10 -- 45 percent -- say Trump and the GOP are mainly responsible.
In MAGA strongholds, loyalty to Trump and his GOP have helped the president elude political consequences for felony convictions and impeachments. Now many of his supporters have extended similar grace during a government shutdown that is emptying the pantries and refrigerators of the most vulnerable Americans.
"Stressful is not a strong enough word," said Mary Little, an 80-year-old retired nurse and the widow of a Vietnam veteran as she loaded cornbread mix, coffee and cereal into her car outside First United Methodist Church of Bossier City, just four miles from one of Johnson's district offices.
She said she still retained pride for Johnson and Trump but was outraged at pretty much everyone in Washington who didn't show enough empathy for the most vulnerable.
"There are people up there that have never been hungry, that have never had food stamps, that have never gone to a food bank. Your people are hungry. There's nothing worse than that. ... I personally feel vulnerable -- and I have a college education, my husband was a Vietnam vet, and God knows I paid my taxes before I was retired."
The government shutdown has hurt vulnerable people in red and blue states alike. Nationally, 53 percent of SNAP recipients reside in congressional districts represented by Democrats, while 47 percent live in districts represented by Republicans, according to a Washington Post analysis of census data.
Out of the households on SNAP in Johnson's district, nearly half have at least one child, and 46 percent of households, like Hill's, have at least one person with a disability.
In a statement to The Washington Post, Johnson reiterated points he's made through the shutdown: that Republicans have brought the issue to a vote 15 times and Democrats have refused to come to the table.
"As elected representatives, we are duty bound to ensure that our constituents are not hurt by unnecessary, pointless Democrat infighting," Johnson stated. "That's why Republicans in Congress have supported a funding bill 15 separate times to ensure nutritional assistance is fully funded, and it's why Republicans in the Louisiana Legislature stepped up to allocate emergency funds to ensure SNAP benefits continue uninterrupted to Louisiana families."
Democrats have demanded Republicans work with them to extend pandemic-era health care subsidies that would raise premiums, in some cases sharply, if they are allowed to expire at the end of the year.

Volunteers stock items at the Feeding South Florida food bank facility in Pembroke Park, Florida, on Nov. 4, 2025. (Cristobal Herrera-Ulashkevich/EPA/Shutterstock)


Faith groups and nonprofits in Johnson's district working to help fill the gaps of SNAP interruption say the shutdown has only accelerated problems facing the poor. In March, the Trump administration axed a USDA local food purchase assistance program as part of its effort to slash government spending. The now-discontinued program allowed food banks and schools to buy food from local farmers. Charities across the nation have seen their buying power diminished by the effects of post-pandemic inflation.
"We already have less resources to feed more people," said Lindsay Hendrix, chief impact officer for Second Harvest Food Bank of Greater New Orleans and Acadiana. "Our neighbors are panicked about losing SNAP. A lot of them have already run out of SNAP benefits. Our partners are running out of food." Her organization is preparing volunteers for long, tense lines full of hungry people with few places to turn.
"I worry about the desperation," she said. "Our food pantry partners are looking panicked people in the eye and saying 'I have nothing to give you.'"
Rachel Brown, a 47-year-old student and mother of three from Bossier City, was feeling that desperation Monday morning. Her benefits are scheduled to be deposited on Nov. 17, but she said there is blank space on the SNAP website where she'd normally see indications of a pending payment.
Her problems had to wait. She'd spent the morning driving around to several food banks on behalf of a neighbor who is disabled and typically gets about $300 in SNAP benefits on the first of each month. This time, she received $34.
"It's not enough. Thirty four dollars is not enough," Brown said. "She only had one meal yesterday." Her neighbor declined to be interviewed but sat in the passenger seat as Brown spoke, nodding and crying.
At the food bank where Brown ended up, Pastor Donnie Wilkinson had been thinking about the parable of loaves and fishes, where Jesus feeds a crowd of more than 5,000 from five loaves of bread and a few small fish.
Wilkinson, a pastor at First United Methodist Church, just outside of Shreveport, said he had seen a spike in need. On a typical Wednesday, one or two families stop by the pantry at the rear of the church's parking lot. This Wednesday, 14 families visited -- and all mentioned reduced benefits, he said.
The pantry can help only so much. Wilkinson said he feared a miracle would not be forthcoming.
"The people that Jesus told to feed the 5,000, all he asked them to do was see what they do have," he said. "We're trusting that God is still in the multiplication."
Little, the retired nurse, is preparing to weather a storm. She likened the SNAP disruption to a hurricane, stocked up on staples first and scrimped where she could.
After thanking the food pantry's volunteers and offering up a prayer on Monday, she ticked through the things she would bring her neighbors in greatest need, and a few she'd keep for herself: toilet paper, cornbread mix, coffee, cereal, a pack of Ramen noodles.
"I know she put me some meat in here," she said, holding up a seasoned pork roast destined for her freezer.
"That's a serious piece of meat for someone who lives alone. I looked at the price of turkeys. And if you don't have $25, well you just can't do it," she said. "[The food bank] even gave me cake mix. So between this pork and that cake, that's what I'm going to make for Thanksgiving."
Sidhom reported from Washington.
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Politics
Labor Department social media campaign depicts a White male workforce
The campaign has drawn scrutiny, with critics saying it is not realistically portraying the country's diversity and is sending messages that feel exclusionary.

The Labor Department has launched a social media campaign featuring imagery of mostly White men. The Washington Post has not been able to determine whether these were AI-generated images, though experts said they exhibit similar characteristics. (Department of Labor)


By Meryl Kornfield | 2025-11-07
A year ago, the Labor Department's social media messaging focused heavily on portraying a diverse assortment of employees and laborers, both in gender and race.
But the agency has made a dramatic shift during the Trump administration, launching a social media campaign with illustrations that appear to be AI-generated and that almost exclusively feature White men -- part of an effort to promote the hiring of American citizens over foreign workers.
Art experts and historians say the images mimic the styles of artist Norman Rockwell or historical government propaganda, including posters from New Deal-era America and fascist Europe. The campaign has drawn scrutiny, with critics saying it is not realistically portraying the diversity of the country's workforce and is sending messages that feel exclusionary, given that White men make up a minority of the workforce.
A vast majority of the about two dozen poster-style images posted in recent months feature a White man; most are blond, and a significant number are blue-eyed. They have sharp jawlines, broad shoulders and blue-collar uniforms, and they are placed against backgrounds that show construction equipment and factory stacks. Only one of the posts features a non-White man, who is flanked by a White woman and a White man.
Renee Hobbs, a University of Rhode Island professor who teaches media literacy, said the Labor Department's social media campaign checks off all the boxes of what she teaches as the four features of propaganda: It activates strong emotions, simplifies information and ideas, attacks opponents, and appeals to people's deepest hopes, fears and dreams.
"It was so surprising to see these images in part because we're so used to seeing multicultural representation in everything," she said, "so this definitely sends a message."
Many of the illustrations appear to be generated by artificial intelligence, and several are from American artists and advertisements, according to experts and a Washington Post analysis of posts on the Labor Department's official accounts on X, Facebook, Instagram and Bluesky.
Several postings show Christian imagery, including a painting of a White family of four attending a church service. Another illustration depicts a White family of four and a montage featuring scenes of a house, church, school and factory.
Labor Department spokeswoman Courtney Parella did not directly respond to questions about the campaign, including whether many of the images were AI-generated.
"The Washington Post is manufacturing outrage that doesn't exist," she said in a statement. "Twisting social media posts celebrating American workers and the American Dream into a race story is absurd."
Most of the posts advertise the administration's efforts to expand apprenticeship programs and limit foreign labor, including a new agency push called Operation Firewall to rein in misuse of the H-1B visa program, which allows companies to temporarily hire nonimmigrant foreign workers for certain roles. The posters feature bold-faced, all-caps text slogans such as "Build Your Homeland's Future!" and "Restoring the American Dream!"
Some of the art is pure Americana. The agency used Michigan-based artist William Brody's painting of a rural farmhouse with an American flag basking in sunlight that he had named "An American Dream."
But Brody said he was not asked for permission by the Labor Department. He especially didn't approve of seeing his painting included as part of a messaging campaign that he views as a far cry from the diverse country the American Dream has come to represent.
"I feel like they hijacked it," he said.

Artist William Brody's painting of a rural farmhouse. Brody said the Labor Department did not seek his permission before using his work in its campaign. (William Brody/William Brody )


Seth Harris, who served as President Joe Biden's top labor adviser, said that the Trump administration has offered little evidence that its efforts have led to increased hiring of American workers and that the images disregard America's increasingly diverse workforce.
"By purveying this image of an all-White workforce, they are choosing racism over economic growth," Harris said. "That white supremacism is more important than the economic future."
Mark Krikorian, executive director of the Center for Immigration Studies, which favors greater restrictions on immigration, praised the campaign. He said it was attempting to improve the H-1B visa program and projecting a sense of patriotism in its messaging.
"The point of this is to recapture a sense of social and national solidarity that's been lost over the past generation," Krikorian said.
Judy Conti, director of government affairs at the National Employment Law Project, said she was shocked to see images that don't reflect the identities of many American workers. White non-Hispanic men make up about one-third of the American workforce, and White non-Hispanic women are about one-quarter, according to federal labor data. About 20 percent of American workers are Hispanic or Latino, according to 2024 federal labor data, and about 13 percent are Black or African American. About 47 percent of workers are women. Conti noted that the ads also don't reflect Labor Secretary Lori Chavez-DeRemer, who is Latina.
"This isn't a dog whistle," Conti said. "This is a loud trumpet blaring that White men who are supporting their wives and children are worthy of good jobs."
The campaign is part of an effort by the administration to push for more manufacturing in the United States, which has been in decline for decades and is entering an even deeper slump. The administration has also embraced using a broad array of tariffs and has encouraged younger Americans to pursue high-skilled jobs. About 400,000 manufacturing jobs are open in the U.S., according to federal data, but experts warn a surge in factory jobs is unlikely anytime soon.
Many of the posts in the Labor Department's campaign idealize the country's past industrial booms. The drawing of a White family of four was part of a Fortune magazine ad in the 1940s for Philadelphia-based Lee Tire and Rubber Co. that advertised "fundamentals," including "homes and families; practical, efficient schools; church leadership that makes devotion to religion a spiritual inspiration; elimination of class hatred and resumption of confidence and mutual interest in each other; employment for all who want it and independence for everyone who will work for it." The company announced the closure of its last tire plant in 1964.

The Department of Labor headquarters. (Salwan Georges/The Washington Post)


The Trump White House has said it plans to crack down on H-1B visas, amid other efforts to constrain legal immigration. Roughly half a million people in the U.S. work through H-1B visas, a program that is especially popular among tech companies, according to federal data. Opponents of the H-1B program say it incentivizes companies to hire lower-cost foreign workers, displacing American employees in the process.
Ron Hira, a professor of political science at Howard University and an expert on H-1B visas, said he is cautiously optimistic about the agency's promises to better enforce the legal requirements of the H-1B program, though he said it still needs bigger reforms to stop companies that have abused it.
"They've made some very strong statements at least, that they are really going to do something," he said. "So I got to take them at their word at least at this point until we see what happens."
The Labor Department is not the only example of a shifting social media tone under the Trump administration. The Department of Homeland Security also has posted paintings of scenes depicting idealized images of American life; the White House has taken a more forceful approach to sell President Donald Trump's expansion of executive power; and Trump officials have taken to new platforms to troll opponents.
The Labor Department's Office of Public Affairs, which is behind the social media campaign, doubled down on the postings after White House officials expressed approval of an early post, according to an agency employee who spoke on the condition of anonymity out of fear of retribution.
The administration has also increasingly used AI images in its messaging war, though the technology has a tendency to promote stereotypes. While experts caution that there is no definitive way to determine whether the images were generated by AI, they said the illustrations in the Labor Department's campaign have features indicative of AI, such as a slightly warped outline of the continental United States, a mangled lattice of a crane and squashed stars on an American flag.
Experts in political propaganda said the agency's postings remind them of similar efforts to promote nationalism with the use of idealized images of strong men and symbols of patriotism.
Duke University art history professor Paul Jaskot said he would compare the images to a range of historic propaganda, including Nazi and Soviet art in the 1930s, as well as the campaign led by the Works Progress Administration during the New Deal era in the U.S.
"These images participate in a longer history of images of heroic white masculinity that extends well beyond the Nazi period," Jaskot wrote in an email.
Azi Paybarah, Lauren Kaori Gurley and Todd Wallack contributed to this report.
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Politics
Trump deportations, high prices propel Democratic gains with Latinos 
Changes in who turned out to vote also factored in, adding to questions about whether Republicans can reprise Trump's 2024 inroads in the midterms.

An audience members holds a Latinos for Spanberger sign at an Alexandria campaign event for Virginia Democratic gubernatorial candidate Abigail Spanberger in October. (Win McNamee/Getty Images)


By Sabrina Rodriguez, Teo Armus, Hannah Knowles | 2025-11-07
In New Jersey, the two counties with the highest concentration of Latino voters shifted toward Democrats more sharply than any others.
In Virginia, the heavily immigrant city of Manassas Park backed the Democratic nominee for governor by a 42-point margin -- roughly double the advantage Democrats posted there in last year's presidential race or the governor's race three years before that.
And across this week's elections, exit polls showed Democrats regaining strength with Latinos, sending a warning sign to Republicans who hoped to build on President Donald Trump's inroads last year.
"I don't think they voted in favor of the Democratic Party -- they voted against what they dislike in the Republican Party," said Jose Arango, the longtime chair of the GOP in New Jersey's heavily Latino Hudson County, which swung 22 percentage points to the left compared with 2024.
Like other Hispanic strategists, activists and voters in both parties, he pointed to the Trump administration's immigration crackdown as an explanation for the shift. Others also attributed it to the high cost of living that Trump vowed to rein in and a feeling that the president is focusing too much on expanding his power in Washington and not enough on improving their lives.
"Latino voters are pro-business, pro-school-choice, and pro-home-ownership and lower taxes -- everything that we're talking about as Republicans," Arango said. But, he added, "when you start to touch the grandmother that is here for 20 years or the guy that is maybe married to an American family ... you're creating an American problem."
Tuesday's election results gave Democrats the strongest indicators yet that they are improving their standing with Latino voters. Last year, some surveys found Trump winning nearly half of Latino voters nationwide, while Democrat Kamala Harris won them by 19 points in Virginia and just six points in New Jersey.
This year, most Democratic statewide candidates won Latino voters by at least 30 points in exit polls, re-creating the margins their party held before 2024. In New Jersey, 18 percent of Latino voters who backed Trump last year cast their ballot for the Democratic gubernatorial candidate, exit poll data showed.
Pollsters, community leaders and strategists in both parties attributed the shift to a backlash to Trump's policies, but they also noted that turnout tends to favor Democrats in off-year elections. While some Latino Trump voters switched to Democrats, others probably stayed home, they said.
White House spokesperson Abigail Jackson defended Trump's record, noting that inflation was higher under President Joe Biden and saying the administration is "removing dangerous criminal illegal aliens from American communities, just as promised."
Democrats argued that Tuesday's results bode well for the midterms but also cautioned that winning back Latino voters in New Jersey and Virginia does not necessarily translate to other parts of the country that have shifted away from Democrats, such as South Texas and South Florida. Republicans also suggested that democratic socialist Zohran Mamdani's win in the New York mayoral race could hurt Democrats in parts of the country where a large share of immigrants fled Cuba, Venezuela and other left-wing regimes.
In New Jersey, Democrats' biggest gains came in Hudson County and Passaic County, which are both more than 40 percent Hispanic. Trump narrowly won Passaic last year in a shock to Democrats. On Tuesday it swung 18 points to the left compared with 2024.
Alex Mendez, a council member in Paterson -- a majority-Hispanic city in Passaic County -- said he heard a lot of fear about U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement as he knocked on doors for Democratic gubernatorial nominee Mikie Sherrill and other candidates. That fear extended beyond undocumented immigrants to Latino U.S. citizens, he said.
"People are afraid to have a Donald Trump ally in New Jersey," he said.

Rep. Mikie Sherrill, right, poses for a selfie at a Latinos for Mikie event at the Rancho Mateo restaurant in Elizabeth, New Jersey, in May. (Aristide Economopoulos/for The Washington Post)


Last year, Trump capitalized on broad dissatisfaction with the economy and Democratic leadership in Washington, as he promised to lower costs. Republicans also sought to convince Latino voters that they were more aligned on social issues. Now, polling shows Latinos souring on Trump's second term. A quarter of Hispanic adults had a "somewhat" or "very" favorable view of Trump in an October Associated Press-NORC poll, down from 44 percent in an AP-NORC poll before Trump took office.
Other polls have found that a strong majority of Latinos -- and a majority of U.S. registered voters -- feel Trump's enforcement actions have gone too far.
The Trump administration has pushed aggressively to ramp up deportations with ICE agents fanning out across the country to apprehend undocumented immigrants. Videos and news reports have shown dramatic scenes of agents chasing down immigrants in their communities. At times, they have detained U.S. citizens.
In Manassas Park, more than 2 in 5 residents are Latino -- the highest proportion of any county or city in Virginia -- with particularly large concentrations of people from Central America and Andean countries such as Bolivia and Peru.
While more than one third of the city's residents were born outside the U.S., they have built growing multigenerational families -- with U.S. citizens who are increasingly becoming politically engaged, said Yesy Amaya, a Salvadoran immigrant and Democratic city council member who followed her family there from a closer-in D.C. suburb in 2001. Amaya, who immigrated from El Salvador to Virginia as a girl, said massive door-knocking efforts helped turn out low-propensity Latino voters who might have stayed home otherwise.
Sonia Hernandez, 25, and her brother Daniel, 22, both of whom voted for Harris in 2024, laughed as they recalled how they texted relatives on Tuesday to ensure they went to vote for Spanberger.
"We were like, 'Did you go? You better be on it,' said Sonia, who recently graduated from George Mason University.
"We needed to show Trump that you can't just do whatever you want," Daniel said, sitting at the counter of a Peruvian coffee shop in Manassas Park. "The people are gonna respond. And oh man, I feel like the people definitely showed that in Virginia."
Reyna Corretjer, 19, who knocked doors in Manassas Park, said frustration with the Trump administration's immigration agenda pushed her to volunteer for Spanberger's campaign this fall. The college sophomore, who is Puerto Rican, said she has seen firsthand the fear among her family -- even if they are U.S. citizens as Puerto Ricans -- and friends with the heightened ICE presence in the community.
"It's really sad seeing and hearing my family be scared to even leave the house because we hear ICE is in town at Walmart, and just like not being able to do everyday stuff that any American should be able to do," she said.
Some of her family members backed Trump in the 2024 election, she said, but have gone from supporting him to "taking a step back and realizing that he isn't what's best for the country." Most of those family members, she said, voted for Spanberger.

Spanberger speaks during an election night event at the Greater Richmond Convention Center on Tuesday. (Matt McClain/The Washington Post)


Both parties viewed Latino voters as up for grabs in this year's elections. In New Jersey, both nominees for governor participated in Univision town halls and marched in Hispanic cultural parades. In Virginia, more than 100 people packed into a Tex-Mex restaurant in Alexandria days before the election for a "Latinos for Spanberger" event. There, Spanberger spoke fluent Spanish, and she and Sen. Ruben Gallego (D-Arizona) urged Latino supporters to get their families and friends out to vote.
She grew emotional as she criticized Trump's deportations. "That should offend everyone," Spanberger said, drawing loud applause.
Victor Escobar, a 55-year-old independent voter in the crowd, said he voted for Harris last year but had many family members who voted for Trump because they believed his promises to create jobs and improve the economy. Many now feel those promises are going unfulfilled -- and some planned to vote for Spanberger, he said.
"It has been a wake-up call," Escobar said.
Last year's rightward shift by Latino voters across the country prompted CASA in Action, a group affiliated with the immigrant rights' organization CASA, to launch a months-long voter engagement effort targeting 12,000 Latino households -- especially in Manassas Park and surrounding parts of Prince William County.
William Renderos, the group's electoral programs director, said Trump managed to pull some of those voters in his direction by highlighting grocery costs -- an effort the group tried to counter through a multistep effort that started with a door-knocking campaign in the spring.
Carla Bustillos, the president of the Democratic Latino Organization of Virginia who co-led the Latinos with Spanberger coalition, said the group hosted listening sessions in January to hear from Latinos about their priorities and how they felt about the Democratic Party. What organizers found, she said, was that Latinos didn't feel the Democratic Party spoke to their priorities -- namely, tackling affordability -- or offered solutions.
That created an opening, Bustillos said, for Spanberger's pitch on affordability as the White House talked about its immigration crackdown, federal worker layoffs and budget cuts in subsequent months.
"It created the perfect storm," Bustillos said.
Clara Ence Morse, Scott Clement and Eric Lau contributed to this report.
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Transportation
Travelers brace for turmoil as flight cuts kick in at major U.S. airports
Airlines have canceled hundreds of flights to comply with a shutdown-related FAA directive to reduce traffic at 40 airports, including Atlanta, Chicago and Dallas.

Airlines will reduce traffic at 40 of the nation's busiest airports, including Reagan National Airport near D.C. (Sarah L. Voisin/The Washington Post)


By Lori Aratani, Ian Duncan | 2025-11-07
Airlines canceled hundreds of flights Friday -- the highest number since the government shutdown began -- as they scrambled to comply with a Trump administration order to reduce air traffic amid growing concerns about potential staffing shortages.
The administration announced Wednesday that it would direct U.S. carriers to trim their schedules by 10 percent at 40 U.S. airports -- including major hubs in Atlanta, New York, Chicago and Dallas.
"This isn't about politics -- it's about assessing the data and alleviating building risk in the system as controllers continue to work without pay," Transportation Secretary Sean P. Duffy said in a statement Thursday as officials released more details about how the cuts would be implemented. "It's safe to fly today, and it will continue to be safe to fly next week because of the proactive actions we are taking."
According to the emergency order released Thursday evening, the cutbacks will be phased, with the number of flights expected to drop 4 percent on Friday. The plan is to reach 6 percent by Tuesday; 8 percent by Thursday; and 10 percent by Nov. 14.
The move, which comes just weeks before the busy Thanksgiving travel season, is already having an impact. According to the flight-tracking website FlightAware, airlines canceled more than 800 flights within, into and out of the United States scheduled Friday by 3:30 a.m. Eastern time --  up from 201 for the whole of Thursday.
And those disruptions are likely to grow as airlines continue to pare down their schedules.

As the nation's busiest airports face a cut in flights, air travelers worry whether this is enough to address the pressure on air traffic control.


Bryan Bedford, who heads the Federal Aviation Administration, said the agency will be closely monitoring operations.
"We will not hesitate to take further action to make sure air travel remains safe," he said in a statement.
Under the order, airlines will be required to issue full refunds for cancellations but will not be required to cover secondary costs, such as hotel stays for people who get stuck. Commercial space launches and re-entries have been limited to between 10 p.m. and 6 a.m. local time, while airlines face penalties of up to $75,000 for every flight they operate above the limit.
Though airlines were given only 48 hours to revise their schedules, they voiced support for the plan, emphasizing the need for safety. At the same time, they called on lawmakers to end the government shutdown, which is stretching into its second month and leaving air traffic controllers and other key frontline workers preparing to miss a second paycheck.
"The FAA's goal is to relieve pressure on the aviation system so that we can all continue to operate safely," United Airlines CEO Scott Kirby said in a message to employees sent Thursday. "That is the FAA's highest priority, and ours as well. No matter what environment we're operating in, we will not compromise on safety."
Carriers said the cuts will largely affect smaller regional flights. United, Delta and American airlines said that international travel would not be affected. However, Alaska Airlines, the only carrier that serves many remote destinations in Alaska, said it will continue serving many of those communities and instead trim service on busier routes.
While the changes to regional routes will ease disruptions overall, the traffic reduction will reverberate beyond the 40 major airports targeted.
American Airlines said it expected to cut 4 percent, or about 220 flights, from its schedule beginning Friday, but it would still operate roughly 6,000 daily flights. United said it will continue to offer about 4,000 flights a day. Because of the early-November timing, the carrier noted, it will have more seats available than before the summer.
Bedford warned Wednesday that a review of data, including confidential voluntary safety disclosure reports submitted by airline pilots, raised concerns about air traffic controllers. "We are starting to see some evidence that fatigue is building in the system in ways that we feel we need to work toward relieving some of that pressure," he said.
But aviation analyst Henry Harteveldt said no matter how they spin it, airlines cannot be pleased with the pullback.
"A 10 percent cut to airlines is a major cut to airline capacity," he said. "In a shutdown full of unprecedented actions, this is one of the most unprecedented actions we have seen thus far."
The move also weighed on carriers' stock prices. American shares closed down 2 percent on Thursday, while United shed nearly 1 percent. Delta Air Lines dropped nearly 1.3 percent, and Southwest Airlines dipped nearly 0.4 percent.
Reaction to the cutbacks largely fell along party lines.
Rep. Rick Larsen (Washington), the top Democrat on the House Transportation Committee, said in a statement that the FAA's decision is a "dramatic and unprecedented step that demands more transparency."
He also said the safety risk assessments and related data used to make the decision should be shared with Congress. "If we want to resolve issues in the [National Airspace System] let us fix health care, open government and pay air traffic controllers," he said.
Sen. Ted Cruz (R-Texas), who chairs the Senate Commerce, Science and Transportation Committee, blamed Democrats for taking "the government and the air traffic control system hostage."
"The safety data the FAA relies on to keep the system safe was blinking red," he said Thursday. "There's too many key staffers calling out because they're not getting paid and having to save every penny and find ways to make ends meet."
On social media, Sen. Jerry Moran (R-Kansas), chairman of Senate Commerce subcommittee on aviation, called the flight cuts a "harsh but necessary consequence of this useless shutdown."
Even if the government shutdown is resolved and the flight reduction order lifted, it could take time for the system to reset itself. According to a person briefed on the process but who was not authorized to talk about the planning, the FAA is likely to revisit its analysis before authorizing the aviation system to turn to full capacity.
"Absolutely, the FAA and DOT have safety in mind, but this is safety-washing -- an effort by the administration to force the two sides back to the negotiating table, and the American public is being caught in the middle."
Since the shutdown began Oct. 1, Duffy has been highly visible on television and social media, warning of the potential effects on the national aviation system and the people responsible for ensuring the safety of the millions of passengers who fly each day. The FAA has long struggled to recruit and retain air traffic controllers, but remains about 3,000 short of what the system needs.
Kadia Goba, Riley Beggin and Victoria Bisset contributed to this report.
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White House
Trump pardons former Tennessee House speaker, top aide awaiting prison
Trump has granted clemency in the opening year of his term to several former elected officials convicted on corruption-related charges.

Then-House Speaker Glen Casada, R-Franklin, center, talks with people before a meeting of the House Republican Caucus at a hotel Monday, May 20, 2019, in Nashville (AP Photo/Mark Humphrey)


By Natalie Allison | 2025-11-07
President Donald Trump has pardoned the former Tennessee House speaker and his former top aide in the state legislature just weeks after they were sentenced to prison on public corruption charges.
Glen Casada, who was ousted from his position as the Republican speaker of the Tennessee House just months into the job in 2019, received a phone call from Trump on Thursday informing him of the decision, said his attorney, Ed Yarbrough.
Casada, 66, was sentenced in September to three years in federal prison on charges related to a kickback and bribery arrangement involving the legislature's state-funded constituent mailer program. Cade Cothren, 38, previously Casada's chief of staff, was also convicted of fraud and related federal charges and sentenced to two and a half years in prison. They were due to report to prison later this month.
Cothren, who resigned amid allegations of making sexual advances to a state legislative intern, drug use in the state Capitol complex and sending racist text messages, also received a call from Trump informing him of the pardon, Yarbrough said. Both men had pleaded not guilty to federal charges.
A White House official confirmed that Trump had approved the pardons, but the men were awaiting their paperwork as of Thursday evening, Yarbrough said.
Cothren did not immediately respond to a request for comment.
Their pardons are among a series of at times controversial clemencies Trump has granted in recent months for former elected officials convicted on corruption charges. Trump last month commuted the sentence of disgraced former Republican congressman George Santos, calling the ousted New York representative "somewhat of a 'rogue.'" This spring, Trump also pardoned a former Tennessee GOP state senator, Brian Kelsey, who had just begun serving his nearly two-year sentence in a campaign finance fraud scheme.
Cothren in particular had taken to social media since Trump's reelection to claim that he was among the Republicans who have been unfairly targeted by Democrats, and to post messages of support for Trump.
The White House official, who spoke on the condition of anonymity because they were not authorized to speak publicly, said the "Biden Department of Justice significantly over-prosecuted" the two men, and that the net financial loss to the state because of their crimes was low. "The Biden DOJ responded with an armed raid, perp walk, and suggested sentences exceeding 10 years -- penalties normally reserved for multimillion dollar fraudsters," the official said.
Trump's Department of Justice initially prosecuted the men, whose homes were raided by the FBI in January 2021, in the final days of Trump's first term.
Casada, who plotted for years to take the reins as House speaker in Tennessee's Republican supermajority legislature, was removed from his short-lived tenure in August 2019 after a bid of no confidence by his fellow House Republicans over conduct unrelated to his prosecution.
The Republican governor and lieutenant governor were among those pressing him to resign over allegations he engaged in misogynistic banter with Cothren. In one text exchange between the two men, published by the Tennessean shortly before they were ousted from their roles, the House speaker cheered on Cothren for having a sexual encounter with a woman in the bathroom of a Nashville hot chicken restaurant.
After losing their primary source of income, Casada and Cothren worked together to form a new political consulting firm, Phoenix Solutions, to provide constituent mailer services to Tennessee Republican House members. Cothren assumed the false identity of "Matthew Phoenix" so state legislators would not know he was part of the business, according to their co-defendant, former GOP state Rep. Robin Smith.
In total, Phoenix Solutions received approximately $159,496.48 in revenue from caucus and campaign work, according to the Middle Tennessee U.S. attorney's office.
"In a betrayal of their duty to Tennesseans, Mr. Casada and Mr. Cothren violated the integrity of our government," Special Agent in Charge Joe Carrico of the FBI Nashville Field Office said in a September release announcing their prison terms. "The sentences imposed today should serve as a wake-up call to other public officials who believe there are no consequences for betraying the public trust."
Trump has repeatedly moved to bring relief to those he says were subject to "witch hunts" by Democrats, who he considers ultimately responsible for his own conviction last year of 34 felony counts of falsifying business records in a hush money trial. Among his first actions in office was to pardon virtually all of the nearly 1,600 defendants convicted in the Jan. 6, 2021, attack on the U.S. Capitol by a mob of his supporters and to commute the sentences of the remaining 14.
His wide-reaching campaign to recalibrate a justice system he calls corrupt has led him to relieve reality TV stars Todd and Julie Chrisley, a gang leader who built a powerful criminal enterprise, an ex-congressman from New York who underreported earnings from his Manhattan restaurant and a Connecticut governor toppled in a corruption scandal, among others.
Last month, he drew scrutiny after pardoning Changpeng Zhao, the billionaire executive of Binance, the world's largest crypto exchange. He told CBS News that he did not know who Zhao was, but took action because he "heard it was a Biden witch hunt." In May, Trump's crypto company, World Liberty Financial, announced a deal in which one of its crypto coins would be used in a $2 billion transaction between Binance and MGX, the state-backed Emirati investment firm.
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Politics
Trump ally Elise Stefanik to announce run for New York governor Friday
Elected to the House as a moderate, Elise Stefanik evolved into a fierce Trump defender, and her announcement could set up a faceoff with New York Gov. Kathy Hochul (D).

President Donald Trump called Rep. Elise Stefanik (R-New York) a "new Republican star" just years after she opposed his 2016 presidential candidacy. (Jose Luis Magana/AP)


By Alec Dent, Kadia  Goba | 2025-11-07
Rep. Elise Stefanik, a staunch ally of President Donald Trump and a member of House GOP leadership, will announce Friday that she will run for New York governor in 2026, according to people familiar with the matter who spoke on the condition of anonymity to describe plans that haven't been made public.
The House Republican wasn't always so closely aligned with the leader of the MAGA movement. During Trump's 2016 campaign, Stefanik said that his behavior toward women was "offensive" and "just wrong," and that she would "absolutely oppose" some of his foreign policy. Her view changed after Democrats sought to impeach Trump over his efforts to pressure Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky to investigate Joe Biden, Trump's rival.
Stefanik, who was elected to the House in 2014 as a moderate, evolved into a fierce defender of Trump, who, in turn, called her a "new Republican star" in 2020. She was the fourth-ranking Republican in the House from 2021 until this year as the chair of the House Republican Conference, a position she left when Trump nominated her to serve as U.S. ambassador to the United Nations.
In March, Trump pulled Stefanik's nomination, citing the slim Republican majority in the House and concerns that a special election could see Stefanik's seat flipped by a Democrat.
After her nomination was withdrawn, Stefanik was appointed chairwoman of House Republican Leadership, a new position focused on strategy and communications.
There has been speculation for months that Stefanik will run for governor, with the congresswoman saying over the summer that she would make a decision after the November elections. Her announcement could set up a faceoff with New York Gov. Kathy Hochul (D), a Trump critic who ascended to the governor's mansion when Andrew M. Cuomo resigned in 2021. Hochul was elected to a full term the next year.
The New York Republican will become the latest lawmaker to set their sights on becoming a governor next year: Several senators and House members have announced gubernatorial bids, and others are reportedly considering it.
Stefanik has become a central figure in the Trump era of the Republican Party, known for her advancement of Trump's baseless claims that he won the 2020 election and her aggressive criticism of elite universities. (Stefanik is a graduate of Harvard University.)
During a December 2023 House Education Committee hearing, Stefanik went viral for her strident questioning of the presidents of Harvard, the University of Pennsylvania and MIT. The presidents of Harvard and Penn resigned after their testimony was criticized by some alumni and donors.
The last Republican to serve as New York governor was George E. Pataki, who won three successive terms and served from 1995 to 2006. Since then, Republicans have had little electoral success in the deep-blue state. Stefanik's campaign announcement will come just days after Zohran Mamdani, a democratic socialist, was elected to be the next New York City mayor in a race that included Cuomo running as an independent.
Stefanik has increased her attacks on Hochul as of late, calling the incumbent the "worst governor in America" and trying to tie Hochul to Mamdani, whom Stefanik accused of being a "pro-Hamas, Defund the Police, Tax Hiking, Antisemite Jihadist Communist" in a statement after his win Tuesday.
Hochul has a primary challenger already, with Lt. Gov. Antonio Delgado, her running mate in the 2022 election, publicly breaking with her to launch his own campaign.
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Transportation
Flight reductions to begin at the nation's busiest airports on Friday
The Trump administration says the move, which will affect dozens of markets, is part of an effort to ease pressure on air traffic controllers.

Transportation Secretary Sean P. Duffy speaks at a news conference outside the White House on Thursday. (Demetrius Freeman/The Washington Post) 


By Lori Aratani, Victoria Bisset, Ian Duncan | 2025-11-07
Airlines will begin gradually reducing flights at some of the country's busiest airports, including those serving Atlanta, Chicago, Dallas, Los Angeles and D.C., beginning on Friday -- a move Trump administration officials say is necessary to eliminate potential safety risks as the government shutdown, the longest in history, enters its second month.
"This isn't about politics -- it's about assessing the data and alleviating building risk in the system as controllers continue to work without pay," Transportation Secretary Sean P. Duffy said in a statement. "It's safe to fly today, and it will continue to be safe to fly next week because of the proactive actions we are taking."
According to the flight tracking website FlightAware, as of Thursday evening, more than 700 flights scheduled within, into and out of the United States had been canceled. That number is the highest since the government shutdown began.
On Wednesday, Bryan Bedford, the head of the Federal Aviation Administration, announced that the agency was directing U.S. airlines to reduce the number of flights they operate by 10 percent at 40 airports across the country.
According to details of the order released Thursday evening, the reductions will be phased. Airlines are expected to reduce departures by 4 percent on Friday, 6 percent by Tuesday, 8 percent by Nov. 13 and 10 percent by Nov. 14.
The plan also will temporarily restrict commercial space launches to nonpeak hours.
"The FAA will continue to closely monitor operations, and we will not hesitate to take further action to make sure air travel remains safe," Bedford said.
The decision to reduce flights is unprecedented and could affect cargo operations as well as commercial travelers. It also has the potential to scramble travel plans in the run-up to the busy Thanksgiving travel period, when record numbers of Americans are expected to be on the move.
"I'm not aware in my 35-year history in the aviation market where we've had a situation where we're taking these kinds of measures," Bedford said at a news conference Wednesday. "Then again, we're in new territory in terms of government shutdowns."
"There'll be frustration," Duffy said. "But in the end, our sole role is to make sure that we keep this airspace as safe as possible."

As the nation's busiest airports face a cut in flights, air travelers worry whether this is enough to address the pressure on air traffic control.


Airlines for America, which represents major U.S. carriers, said in a statement: "We are working with the federal government to understand all details of the new reduction mandate and will strive to mitigate impacts to passengers and shippers."
Bedford emphasized that the aviation system continues to be safe and is running as efficiently as it was before the shutdown. But, he said, an examination of data, including voluntary safety disclosure reports from pilots, highlighted concerns about fatigue among air traffic controllers.
"We are starting to see some evidence that fatigue is building in the system in ways that we feel we need to work towards relieving some of that pressure," Bedford said.
Air traffic controllers and Transportation Security Administration officers are among the estimated 700,000 federal employees working without pay. Though there have been sporadic spikes in flight disruptions tied to staffing shortages, the system has been relatively stable. Still, Duffy has warned of the potential for "chaos" for travelers to reinforce the need to end the shutdown.
Republicans and Democrats have continued to exchange blame for the shutdown, which began Oct. 1 and is now the longest in U.S. history.
Lawmakers from both sides also sought to blame their rivals for the flight reductions. "Democrats are flirting with disaster," Sen. Ted Cruz (R-Texas), who is the chairman of the Senate Committee on Commerce, Science and Transportation, wrote on X in response to Wednesday's announcement.
Rep. Sydney Kamlager-Dove (D-California) said the move was "spiteful and unnecessary," while Rep. Ritchie Torres (D-New York) described President Donald Trump as "a monster whose modus operandi is not negotiation but extortion."
Rep. Rick Larsen (Washington), the top Democrat on the House Transportation Committee, said in a statement that the decision to shut down "parts of our National Airspace System (NAS) is a dramatic and unprecedented step that demands more transparency."
"The FAA must immediately share any safety risk assessment and related data that this decision is predicated on with Congress," Larsen continued. "If we want to resolve issues in the NAS, let us fix health care, open government and pay air traffic controllers."
Duffy denied that the decision to reduce air traffic was political. "Let me be clear: this isn't about 'leverage' -- it's about the safety of the flying public," he posted on social media Wednesday.
Jennifer Homendy, the chair of the National Transportation Safety Board, also supported his position, writing on X early Thursday that her agency "has repeatedly stated low air traffic control staffing levels, mandatory overtime, and six-day work weeks have a direct impact on #safety," and that the flight reductions were "the right thing to do."
Major airlines and industry unions have called on Congress to end the shutdown.
United Airlines CEO Scott Kirby told staff that the airline would focus on reducing services on regional and domestic mainline flights to avoid affecting international and hub-to-hub services. "That's important to maintain the integrity of our network, give impacted customers as many options as possible to resume their trip, and sustain our crew pairing systems," he said.
He said that all customers traveling during the period of disruption -- including those with nonrefundable or basic economy tickets -- can request a refund if they choose not to fly, even if their flight is not impacted.
American Airlines said in a statement that it was "awaiting additional information from the FAA to determine which flights will be impacted," but added that it expects that travel for most of its passengers will not be affected. "As schedule changes are made, we will proactively reach out to customers who are impacted," the company added.
Southwest does not anticipate any impact on either international flights or the "vast majority" of its customers, but plans to offer flexibility to any passengers who are affected, the company said in a statement. "We continue to urge Congress to immediately resolve its impasse and restore the National Airspace System to its full capacity," it continued.
Frontier Airlines CEO Barry Biffle advised travelers departing within the next 10 days not to book nonrefundable basic tickets.
"If your flight is cancelled your chances of being stranded are high so I would simply have a backup ticket on another airline," he wrote on social media late Wednesday. "I'm sorry this is happening. Hopefully the shutdown is over soon."
In a statement, Sara Nelson, the president of the Association of Flight Attendants-CWA -- which represents 55,000 flight attendants across 20 airlines -- referred to the shutdown as "the latest cruel attack on federal workers in a never-ending effort to demoralize dedicated civil servants and veterans in order to privatize all functions of government -- in service to the greed of a few at the expense of the many."
Kadia Goba contributed to this report.
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Health
Trump, long fixated on 'fat drug,' announces deal to lower its price 
Some overweight and obese Medicare patients will now get access to GLP-1 drugs to help with their weight loss.




By Dan Diamond, Daniel Gilbert, Paige Winfield Cunningham | 2025-11-07

President Trump announced Nov. 6 a deal with pharma giants to slash weight-loss drug prices.


President Donald Trump has long pushed to cut the price of GLP-1 medications, frequently invoking his frustration about the high cost of what he has dubbed the "fat drug" in the United States. On Thursday the president got his way, announcing concessions from Eli Lilly and Novo Nordisk that will lower the price of the companies' weight-loss drugs for some patients who are covered by Medicare and Medicaid.
"It's a triumph for American patients that will save lives and improve the health of millions and millions of Americans," Trump said in the Oval Office, flanked by pharmaceutical executives and senior officials.
Under the deals, Eli Lilly and Novo Nordisk would sell their medications -- the injectables and pill versions pending regulatory approval -- to Medicare for $149 per month for the lowest dose and $245 per month for larger doses, administration officials said Thursday. The changes are expected to take effect in mid-2026.
The drugs also will be offered at discounted rates through the administration's TrumpRx.gov website, which is expected to go live next year. Consumers would be able to purchase the drugs directly in cash for an average of $350 or less per month, which would come down to $245 per month over two years, they said. That represents a major discount from the price Novo Nordisk and Eli Lilly currently offer directly to consumers, which for the most part is $500 per month.
In exchange, the companies will receive expedited reviews from the Food and Drug Administration that would speed up the process of bringing new drugs to market. They also get access to Medicare, the government program that currently provides health coverage to about 70 million older Americans -- a large patient population they have previously been unable to tap for weight-loss drugs. Medicare can cover Novo Nordisk's Wegovy and Eli Lilly's Zepbound for other conditions, such as reducing cardiovascular risk and treating sleep apnea.
Administration officials on Thursday said that about 10 percent of Medicare beneficiaries would be eligible for coverage under the new plan, based on criteria related to their BMI and preexisting conditions such as prediabetes and cardiovascular disease. Patients' co-pay would be $50 a month and take effect around the middle of next year.
Some Americans on Medicaid, the safety-net program for lower-income Americans, could also have access to the lower prices beginning in 2027 by opting into an upcoming pilot program overseen by the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services, officials said.
A senior administration official said the same prices and patient criteria that apply for Medicare patients will apply for Medicaid patients. Thirteen state Medicaid programs already cover GLP-1 drugs for obesity treatment, according to KFF, a nonpartisan health policy organization.
The coverage expansions could have a significant effect on Americans' struggles with weight gain. Patients covered by Medicare and Medicaid have higher rates of obesity than patients covered by private insurance plans.
Health Secretary Robert F. Kennedy Jr. and his deputies said Thursday that expanding access to the drugs would reduce diabetes, heart disease and other chronic conditions.
"We cannot reach our full potential as a nation if we do not reach our full potential as individuals, and we cannot reach our full potential as individuals if we are not healthy," said Chris Klomp, who runs the Medicare program and helped negotiate the deals.
Mehmet Oz, who leads the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services, said that his team had estimated that Americans would collectively lose "135 billion pounds by the midterms."
Eli Lilly and Novo Nordisk executives, meanwhile, characterized the deals as a "turning point" in the fight against obesity.
"We're changing the course of chronic disease," Eli Lilly CEO Dave Ricks said, praising the Trump administration for expediting FDA review of his company's new GLP-1 drug, Orforglipron.
Officials halted the announcement for nearly an hour after an attendee behind Trump's desk collapsed as Ricks spoke. The White House and Eli Lilly declined to identify the man, who was a patient using one of Eli Lilly's GLP-1 drugs, according to three people who spoke on the condition of anonymity to describe a sensitive situation. Ricks later said that the man was a guest of the company and had recovered.
Trump had fixated on the GLP-1 drugs in public appearances and media interviews as a key element of his "Most Favored Nation" pricing campaign with pharmaceutical manufacturers, pressing to link U.S. drug prices to their lower costs abroad.
Privately, he had insisted that any savings on GLP-1 drugs should be one of the first announcements made as part of that campaign, according to two people involved in negotiations who spoke on the condition of anonymity because they were not authorized to speak publicly.
"The so-called fat drug or fat shot, whatever it's called, Ozempic or Mounjaro, in London you get it for $88. In New York you get it for $1,200. You can't even buy it," Trump said on Fox News in February, previewing his drug-price plans. "It's very unfair. ... I'm going to solve it one way or the other."
Trump has previously announced similar price-cut deals with Pfizer, AstraZeneca and EMD Serono.
Some Democrats on Thursday hailed Trump's latest drug-price deals but argued that their party deserved more credit for laying the groundwork. Biden officials proposed expanding Medicare and Medicaid coverage for GLP-1 drugs last year, but later, Trump officials nixed the idea. Democrats in 2022 also passed the Inflation Reduction Act, which empowered Medicare to negotiate the prices of drugs directly with pharmaceutical companies.
"It's classic Donald Trump: take credit for the hard work of others. If the president liked this idea, he should give us a call," Rep. Frank Pallone Jr. (New Jersey), the top Democrat on the House Energy and Commerce Committee, said in a statement.
Public health experts and health care groups praised the effort, citing the demand for the drugs and their ability to reduce obesity and other chronic conditions, but they called for more specifics on the arrangement.
"We applaud any effort that materially lowers the cost of a drug that can help so many, and look forward to reviewing further details," Jeff Van Ness, a spokesman for the Association for Community Affiliated Plans, a trade association for Medicaid-focused health plans, said in a statement.
Wall Street analysts had questioned the deal as its outline emerged, noting that the companies already offer some discounts on GLP-1 drugs that carry list prices of $1,000 or more. Eli Lilly currently offers the starting dose of its Zepbound in vials for $349 a month directly to consumers and other doses for $500 a month. Novo Nordisk offers a direct-to-consumer price of $500 for Wegovy.
The Trump administration has also used Medicare and Medicaid's innovation center, which designs payment pilots and can implement them without congressional approval, to pressure the drug industry into voluntarily lowering prices. Ahead of Thursday's announcement, the innovation center has been working on a new pilot program, tentatively dubbed "BALANCE," that would cap the cost of the GLP-1 drugs for some beneficiaries, according to two people who spoke on the condition of anonymity to discuss the in-progress initiative.
Despite his focus on GLP-1 drugs, Trump has repeatedly questioned their effectiveness. He has frequently invoked a friend -- "a highly neurotic brilliant businessman, seriously overweight," he said at the White House in May -- who he maintains has not benefited from the drug.
"His big problem is he's seriously overweight, but I don't think the drug worked, okay?" Trump told Fox News host Sean Hannity in May.
Klomp, the Medicare official, also warned Wednesday that increasing access to obesity drugs should not be the solution to America's public health challenges.
"We should not become a nation addicted to GLP-1s," he said.
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National Security
Senate rejects bipartisan bid to prevent Trump from attacking Venezuela
Administration officials, hoping to reassure wary Republicans, have claimed in recent days that there is no plan for military intervention, despite the president's threats.

President Donald Trump and Defense Secretary Pete Hegseth meet with top U.S. military commanders in Virginia in September. (Evan Vucci/AP)


By Noah Robertson | 2025-11-06
Republican senators on Thursday voted down a bipartisan measure that sought to block President Donald Trump from attacking Venezuelan territory, the GOP's latest show of deference to his expansive use of military force in Latin America.
The resolution failed 51-49,  with only two Republicans -- Sen. Rand Paul (Kentucky) and Sen. Lisa Murkowski (Alaska) -- supporting it.
Ahead of the vote, the administration made a concerted push to reassure potential GOP defectors, walking back Trump's repeated threats of escalation and sharing with them more details about its aggressive activities to disrupt the Latin American drug trade. Crucially, it appears, Secretary of State Marco Rubio and Defense Secretary Pete Hegseth on Wednesday provided a classified briefing for select members of Congress where they indicated that the administration is not currently preparing to target Venezuela directly and didn't have a proper legal argument for doing so, according to people familiar with the meeting.
Since early September, Trump's campaign of violence in the waters around Venezuela and Colombia has drawn fierce resistance from Democrats and legal experts. The killing to date of more than 65 people, they argue, violates the laws of war because the small boats being targeted are carrying civilians allegedly involved in the commercial sale of drugs, not armed attacks on U.S. citizens.
The Pentagon has flooded the region with warships, attack helicopters and high-end fighter jets, and Trump has said repeatedly in recent weeks that the operation against alleged drug smugglers would soon expand to encompass targets on land. Then, in a "60 Minutes" interview that aired Sunday, the president said "I doubt it; I don't think so," when asked if he intends to start a war in Venezuela.
Democrats who pushed for Thursday's vote said they were skeptical of the administration's attempts to dial back Trump's previous comments.
"If the administration truly believed that hostilities were not imminent, as it claims, then why all the firepower in the Caribbean?" Sen. Adam Schiff (D-California), one of the resolution's sponsors, told reporters Thursday.
The measure called on the administration to refrain from conducting any military operations against Venezuela without approval from Congress, which has the sole authority under the Constitution to declare war.
"The executive branch does not have the authority to kill at will anyone, anywhere, at any time, for any reason," Paul, the Kentucky Republican who also sponsored the bill, said in a speech ahead of the vote.
Paul joined another effort in October that sought to block the administration from attacking alleged drug trafficking boats in the Caribbean Sea, though that vote failed 51-48  after attracting the support of only one other Republican: Murkowski. Since then, the administration has expanded the campaign, attacking vessels in the eastern Pacific Ocean suspected of hauling narcotics from Colombia or Ecuador.
Other GOP senators had said they were more open to supporting a narrower resolution, such as the one that failed Thursday. Sens. Susan Collins (R-Maine) and Todd Young (R-Indiana) have in the past both supported efforts to restrict military force without the approval of lawmakers. They voted against the October bill, arguing it would have risked the administration's ability to target terrorist groups in other parts of the world, including the Houthis in Yemen.
The new measure sought to allay such concerns by stating that nothing in the bill should be "construed to prevent the United States from defending itself from an armed attack or threat of an imminent armed attack."
Young, in a statement issued after his no vote, defended his decision by arguing that the resolution was not "necessary or appropriate at this time," but he also warned of a "creeping expansion of executive war-making" undermining Congress' authority.
"I am troubled," his statement says, "by many aspects and assumptions of this operation and believe it is at odds with the majority of Americans who want the U.S. military less entangled in international conflicts."
Another of the Republicans who was on the fence ahead of Thursday's vote -- Sen. Mike Rounds (South Dakota) -- told reporters afterward that he was unsure whether the law in question could apply to a country with which the U.S. was not currently at war.
"There is no war in Venezuela," Rounds said. He declined to say whether he would seek to block hostilities against Caracas were Trump to start a war there.
Upon his return to the presidency, Trump declared an assortment of Latin American drug cartels and other groups to be "foreign terrorist organizations." His administration has since provided Capitol Hill with a list of cartel groups it considers to be in an "armed conflict" with the United States.
Trump has been particularly fixated on Venezuela and its leader, Nicolas Maduro, accusing him of sending violent criminals and drugs to the U.S. -- and fueling speculation that he intends to forcibly remove Maduro from power. Trump has said publicly that Maduro's days as president are "numbered."
In the past week, as more Republicans registered their discontent, the administration took steps to share more information with Congress, though it has resisted calls to speak with the full Senate. After Wednesday's briefing from Rubio and Hegseth, some high-ranking Democrats -- while continuing to vocalize their objections -- appeared to take a gentler tone and urged the administration to share the information they received more widely.
Rep. Gregory W. Meeks (New York), the House Foreign Affairs Committee's top Democrat, said he and others remained unconvinced by the administration's legal arguments to support the ongoing maritime strikes. Other Democrats who attended the briefing also cast doubt on Trump's claims to be protecting America from the spread of fentanyl, noting that the boats targeted are mostly carrying cocaine.
In private, the White House has told Congress that its campaign in Latin America is not bound by the War Powers Resolution, a Vietnam War-era law that seeks to restrict the use of military force without lawmakers' approval. Under that law, the Trump administration would have needed to cease its strikes after 60 days, a deadline that came and went Monday.
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Politics
Judge orders Trump administration to release full SNAP benefits by Friday
In his ruling, Judge John McConnell said USDA is causing "irreparable harm" by not releasing full funding: "The evidence shows that people will go hungry."

Workers and volunteers help distribute food boxes Wednesday to those in need in City of Industry, California. (Mario Tama/Getty Images)


By Mariana Alfaro | 2025-11-07
A federal judge in Rhode Island ordered the Trump administration to release full funding for November's food assistance benefits by Friday. It comes after the partial funding disbursed by the Agriculture Department earlier this week had yet to reach those who qualify for the benefits.
"The court was clear that the administration had to either make the full payment by this past Monday, or it must 'expeditiously resolve the administrative and clerical burdens it described in its papers,' but under no circumstances shall the partial payments be made later than Wednesday, November 5th, 2025," Judge John J. McConnell Jr. said in his oral ruling Thursday. "The record is clear that the administration did neither."
McConnell said USDA "cannot now cry that it cannot get timely payments to beneficiary for weeks or months because states are not prepared to make partial payments. USDA arbitrarily and capriciously created this problem."
The Justice Department is appealing the decision to the court of appeals, according to court filings.
USDA said Monday that it would release enough funds to pay for a half-month's worth of Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program benefits for November, days after McConnell and a federal judge in Massachusetts ordered the department to release the money to avoid forcing almost 42 million Americans into food insecurity. Payments for SNAP lapsed on Saturday because of the government shutdown. The program regularly costs the federal government about $9 billion a month, but only about $4 billion was made available Monday to make partial payments.
States warned that they could not quickly disburse the federal payments because of administrative and clerical issues in calculating how much each beneficiary would receive as a partial payment. States and experts said the benefits could have been sent to beneficiaries more quickly had the government issued full payment for the benefits.
In a previous court filing, USDA said it would not tap a $23 billion fund for school lunch and child nutrition programs known as Section 32 funding. Democrats in Congress and anti-hunger advocates have called for the Trump administration to tap those funds to fill in the SNAP shortfall and let lawmakers patch the hole in child nutrition funding later. In the brief, USDA said that program was separate from SNAP in legal authority, appropriations accounts and operations.
Instead, USDA tapped into only a $5.5 billion contingency fund to partially pay for the benefits. In his initial order, McConnell said the administration should consider tapping into as many backup funds as possible to ensure that Americans did not go without their benefits. On Thursday, McConnell ordered the administration to tap into those Section 32 funds -- in combination with the $5.5 billion contingency fund -- to pay for the full month's worth of benefits.
McConnell told USDA that its argument that using Section 32 funds would hurt school lunch and child nutrition programs is "contrary to the evidence and implausible." The judge argued that states need only about $4 billion from that fund to fully pay for November SNAP benefits -- leaving about $19 billion in the Section 32 fund to fully cover child nutrition programs through at least May. McConnell added that it is "implausible that such a transfer would be a permanent loss," given that Congress, with bipartisan support, has always funded the child nutrition programs.
"More importantly, without SNAP funding for the month of November, 16 million children are immediately at risk of going hungry," McConnell said. "This should never happen in America."
The ruling "compromises not only SNAP, but farm programs, food inspection, animal and plant disease protection, rural development, and protecting federal lands," a USDA spokesperson said in a statement.
Representatives for the Office of Management and Budget did not immediately respond to a request for comment.
"This immoral and unlawful decision by the administration has shamefully delayed SNAP payments, taking food off the table of hungry families," Skye Perryman, chief executive of the legal group working with the plaintiffs in the case, said in a statement, adding that Thursday's ruling was a "major victory for 42 million people in America."
"We shouldn't have to force the President to care for his citizens, but we will do whatever is necessary to protect people and communities," she said.
Before the judge issued his ruling, USDA lawyer Tyler Becker argued that the administration had done its part by releasing partial funds to the states. While SNAP benefits are fully paid by the federal government, states administer the program to their residents.
McConnell made the ruling during a virtual hearing with lawyers for both USDA and the coalition of cities, nonprofits, unions and small businesses that brought the lawsuit against the federal government. McConnell noted in the ruling that President Donald Trump, in a post shared on Truth Social, "stated his intent to defy the court order." In that post, Trump said SNAP payments "will be given only when the government opens."
The administration, McConnell said, "then filed the notice with this court saying that it chose partial payment, but it did not do anything to resolve the administrative and clerical burdens that it had described in its paper, and that the order, directly referred to."
McConnell said USDA is causing "irreparable harm" by not releasing full funding.
"The evidence shows that people will go hungry," he said. "Food pantries will be overburdened, and needless suffering will occur. ... This is a problem that could have and should have been avoided. Therefore, the court ... orders the administration to make the full SNAP payment to the states by tomorrow."




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/2025/11/06/snap-judge-full-payment-ruling/



	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next





	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next



Military
Citing shutdown, military won't participate in NFL Veterans Day events
November is usually filled with "Salute to Service" events featuring the military -- but with no government funding, flyovers and honor guards are a no-go this year.

Former president George W. Bush and former first lady Laura Bush are shown as local Junior ROTC members unfurl a flag before Monday's game between the Arizona Cardinals and Dallas Cowboys in Arlington, Texas. Because of the government shutdown, active-duty service members cannot participate in NFL Salute to Service events in their official capacity this year. (Julio Cortez/AP)


By Tara  Copp | 2025-11-06
November NFL games are usually filled with gestures of military appreciation, with helicopter or fighter jet flyovers and hundreds of service members unfurling giant American flags as part of the league's annual Veterans Day "Salute to Service" celebrations.
Not this year.
This week the Pentagon issued official guidance to the military that none of those activities can take place because of a lack of funding as a result of the government shutdown.
Service members and other Defense Department personnel are "prohibited from participating in official outreach activities," according to the Pentagon's press office -- which, in a departure from the department's historical abstention from partisan politics, has also recently begun to blame Democrats for the shutdown and other issues. Republicans control both chambers of Congress and the White House, and members of each party have sought to portray the other as responsible for what has become the longest disruption of government funding in U.S. history.
"Service members are permitted to wear military uniforms at Veterans Day events, in a personal capacity, as long as it follows their service specific guidelines, and no official endorsement or involvement is implied by the Department," the Pentagon said in a statement to The Washington Post on Thursday.
The ban includes any military outreach appearances that would be paid from appropriated funds -- the Pentagon's annual budget -- to include "jet and jump demonstration teams, bands and ceremonial unit appearances, port visits, service weeks and nonprofit and corporate leader outreach," according to a document viewed by The Post.
Last year there were about a dozen such events at National Football League games throughout November, including the flyover of UH-60 Black Hawks and AH-64 Apache helicopters from the 10th Mountain Division at the Buffalo Bills vs. Kansas City Chiefs game in Western New York, one U.S. official told The Post.

Military aircraft perform a flyover ahead of the Super Bowl in Tampa in 2021. (Chris O'Meara/AP)


In some cases, other organizations have stepped in for the canceled military appearances.
Last Sunday the Tri-State Warbird Museum in Ohio joined the Cincinnati Bengals vs. Chicago Bears game to conduct a flyover with one of its restored B-25 Mitchell bomber aircraft -- the warplane that was used in the historic Doolittle Raid over Tokyo in World War II -- to honor military service members at the Bengals' Salute to Service game because the active-duty military was not funded to fly.
The Bengals approached the museum a few weeks before the game "when it became clear they might be scrambling to have something for last weekend's game," said the museum's president, David O'Maley. The organization jumped at the opportunity.
"One of the principal missions for the organization is to support veterans of all conflicts," O'Maley said. "They had a different flyover scheduled, and we stepped in for the Salute to Service."
Earlier in the month, the organization was similarly asked to step in during the funeral for a World War II veteran because of the shutdown, O'Maley said.
In a statement to The Post, the NFL did not address the canceled appearances but said its Salute to Service is a year-long effort.
"While Salute to Service comes to life on-field each November -- as it will again this year, starting this weekend -- our long-standing efforts to support the military community continue throughout the year," said Anna Isaacson, the NFL's senior vice president of social responsibility.
Mark Maske contributed to this report.
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Courts & Law
Supreme Court allows Trump to end policy of self-identifying gender on passports
The Supreme Court allowed the administration to move forward for now with a policy requiring passports to show a person's sex as listed on their birth certificate.

(Jenny Kane/AP)


By Justin Jouvenal | 2025-11-06
The Supreme Court on Thursday allowed the Trump administration to end for now a policy under which people can self-identify their gender on passports, the latest in a string of decisions by the high court rolling back gay and transgender rights.
The justices' decision revives an executive order by President Donald Trump that required passports to reflect a person's sex as listed on their birth certificate. A lower court had blocked Trump's policy. The high court's order will remain in effect while the legal fight over the Trump policy plays out in the lower courts.
"Displaying passport holders' sex at birth no more offends equal protection principles than displaying their country of birth -- in both cases, the Government is merely attesting to a historical fact without subjecting anyone to differential treatment," the majority wrote.
The unsigned order did not reveal which justices voted to allow Trump's policy to go forward, but the court's three liberals dissented. Justice Ketanji Brown Jackson objected that the majority had not properly weighed the harms in the case.
"The Government seeks to enforce a questionably legal new policy immediately, but it offers no evidence that it will suffer any harm if it is temporarily enjoined from doing so, while the plaintiffs will be subject to imminent, concrete injury if the policy goes into effect," Jackson wrote.
The Biden administration had allowed passport holders to self-identify their gender with an M, F or X designation. The last indicates a person is nonbinary, intersex or gender-nonconforming.
Trump's order, signed on Inauguration Day, reversed that policy, which "has no basis in law or logic," Solicitor General D. John Sauer wrote in a filing with the high court.
"Private citizens cannot force the government to use inaccurate sex designations on identification documents that fail to reflect the person's biological sex -- especially not on identification documents that are government property and an exercise of the President's constitutional and statutory power to communicate with foreign governments," Sauer wrote.
In a major decision over the summer, the high court upheld Tennessee's ban on gender transition treatment for minors. That ruling bolstered the government's position in the passport case, Sauer argued.
The Tennessee ruling found that a policy does not discriminate based on sex if it applies equally without treating any member of one gender worse than a similarly situated member of the other. Sauer wrote that Trump's order meets that test because it applies equally, "defining sex for everyone in terms of biology rather than self-identification."
Trump's order declared that U.S. policy is "to recognize two sexes, male and female." After his order, the State Department required that passports be issued only with a gender identity of M or F that corresponded to the holder's "biological sex at birth."
A dozen transgender, nonbinary and intersex people filed a class-action lawsuit seeking to block the Trump initiative, saying it discriminated on the basis of sex.
"I've lived virtually my entire adult life as a man," plaintiff Reid Solomon-Lane said in a statement at the time the lawsuit was filed. "If my passport were to reflect a sex designation that is inconsistent with who I am, I would be forcibly outed every time I used my passport for travel or identification, causing potential risk to my safety and my family's safety."
A federal judge in Massachusetts issued a preliminary injunction finding that the policy displayed "unconstitutional animus" toward transgender people and violated equal-protection guarantees in the Constitution.
That ruling was upheld by an appeals court before the Trump administration filed its emergency appeal with the Supreme Court.
The Supreme Court has steadily rolled back protections for gay and transgender people in recent rulings. Earlier this year, the justices allowed the Trump administration to ban transgender soldiers from the military while litigation over the policy proceeds.
The justices also ruled that religious parents can opt their children out of school lessons featuring books with LGBTQ+ themes that conflict with the parents' religious beliefs.
The justices are weighing two major cases this term that deal with gay and transgender issues. In one, they will rule on the constitutionality of state bans on transgender people playing on girls' and women's sports teams in schools and universities.
In the other, the court will decide whether Colorado violated the free-speech rights of a Christian therapist by banning conversion therapy for minors, which aims to change the sexual or gender identity of gay and transgender young people.
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Elections
Ranking the 2028 Democratic presidential contenders
There already are a few standouts among Democrats' potential 2028 candidates, but the long road to the next presidential contest features plenty of dark horses.

(Illustration by Lucy Naland/The Washington Post; Melina Mara/The Washington Post; Ilana Panich-Linsman/For The Washington Post; Michelle Gustafson/For The Washington Post; Kylie Cooper/Reuters; iStock)


By Amber Phillips | 2025-11-06

The Democratic 2028 field is wide, and there's plenty of room for surprises. (Illustration by Lucy Naland/The Washington Post; Melina Mara/The Washington Post; Ilana Panich-Linsman/For The Washington Post; Michelle Gustafson/For The Washington Post; Kylie Cooper/Reuters; iStock)


No one has declared their candidacy yet, but the unofficial 2028 Democratic presidential field is taking shape -- and it's sprawling. The possibilities include former presidential candidates, governors, senators, House members and people who don't hold elected office.
Here's how the field is shaping up. We'll revisit these rankings in the coming months; let us know what you think.

Gov. Gavin Newsom (D) campaigned hard -- and successfully -- to pass a proposition letting California Democrats redraw congressional lines in Democrats' favor, in response to President Donald Trump's efforts to do the same in red states. (Ethan Swope/AP)


Fifty-eight percent of Democrats said in a recent YouGov poll that it's more important to nominate someone who can win rather than someone who agrees with their positions. With that in mind, here's who is rising to the top of the list among Democratic insiders.
Gavin Newsom: In a September YouGov survey, Democratic-leaning voters said they're most likely to consider voting for the California governor. California is often the foil when there's a Republican in the White House, and Newsom hasn't shied away from that role. He has sued President Donald Trump for sending the National Guard to Los Angeles and led a successful push to redraw California's congressional map to counter redistricting in red states. He also has a popular podcast and is gaining attention for giving Trump some of his own medicine on social media by mocking him.
Josh Shapiro: The popular Pennsylvania governor was a top contender to be Kamala Harris's vice-presidential pick. He comes from a swing state -- maybe the most important one -- and although he champions many liberal causes, Shapiro has been unafraid to criticize the most liberal wing of the party, especially on issues relating to Israel (he's Jewish). That's an asset for some national Democrats who see the center as their path back to relevancy.
Gretchen Whitmer: The two-term governor of Michigan, another swing state, is traveling the country ahead of next year's congressional elections. "There are areas in my state that are very red on a political map that many Democrats wouldn't bother showing up at. I do," she told the Miami Herald about why she's spending time campaigning in Florida, a state that voted for Trump three times.

Kentucky Gov. Andy Beshear (D) could be someone more voters hear about in the coming year. (Stephen Cohen/Getty Images)


There are plenty of Democratic candidates who could run for president and have a real chance at winning. These are mostly governors who don't have a national profile (yet), but it also includes one of the biggest names in Democratic politics.
Kamala Harris: "I am not done," she said recently. Harris isn't far behind Newsom as a candidate voters would consider in 2028, YouGov found. But her recent book about her shot-out-of-a-cannon presidential campaign last year, after President Joe Biden dropped out of the race, irked some in the party for appearing to blame many others for letting Biden decide if, at age 80, he should run again.
Pete Buttigieg: Biden's transportation secretary -- who ran for president in 2020 -- is also a candidate whom Democratic-leaning voters say they'd consider, according to YouGov. One senior Democratic strategist who has worked on presidential campaigns and spoke on the condition of anonymity to be candid said Buttigieg is the best messenger in the party but questioned whether voters are ready to elect a gay president.
Andy Beshear: Kentucky's Democratic governor talks often about how he has won in a state that voted for Trump three times. "For some of the right reasons, advocacy speak has snuck into our language," he has said, "and it snuck in in a way to where it sounds like we're talking down to people, that we're talking at people and not to them."
JB Pritzker: The Illinois governor, like Newsom in California, appears eager for a fight with Trump, calling the president's attempted National Guard deployment to Chicago an "invasion." Pritzker is a billionaire, and his wealth could prove to be a boon and a challenge in a presidential campaign; his gambling made national news when he reported winning more than $1 million in Las Vegas.
Wes Moore: The first-term Maryland governor, the only Black governor of a U.S. state, preaches a brand of optimism with realism to fight Trumpism: "It's easy to rail against a country when you're unwilling to be a part of its betterment," he has said.

Rahm Emanuel served as Chicago mayor and President Barack Obama's chief of staff. (Taro Karibe/For The Washington Post)


The early Democratic field is so wide open that it's hard to count many people out.
Rahm Emanuel: The former Chicago mayor is getting buzz among insiders as someone who has experienced a successful presidential campaign (he was President Barack Obama's chief of staff) and knows how to speak directly to voters. "I don't just fight for the sport of fight," he recently told the Atlantic.
Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez: The 36-year-old member of Congress is one of the best-known liberal leaders of the party. It's orthodoxy in Democratic circles that she has her sights set on higher office, and running for the Senate in New York is a possibility. If she ran for president, she'd have to win over voters wary of their party being cast as too "woke," but her star power could instantly change the race.
Chris Murphy: The senator from Connecticut has taken it upon himself to call out what he and many legal experts say is creeping authoritarianism under Trump. "I'm gonna be everywhere that there are ears and eyes because I worry that we are sleepwalking into autocracy," he told The Washington Post last month.
Cory Booker: In April, as most Democrats were still reeling from Trump's return to the White House, the senator from New Jersey (and 2020 presidential candidate) broke the record for the longest Senate floor speech in the modern era, at 25 hours, jolting some in the Democratic base back into action. "The threats to American people and American democracy are grave and urgent, and we all must do more," he said.
Also keep an eye on: Rep. Ro Khanna (D-California) is a House member who is trying to get his party to talk almost exclusively about how to improve life for the working class. "I call it 'economic patriotism,'" he has said. There aren't many celebrities getting political buzz yet, except for ESPN commentator Stephen A. Smith. He's no fan of Trump, but he pitches himself as straight down the middle, saying on his popular podcast: "I hit everyone. I don't pull punches for liberals or conservatives."
And Democrats I've talked to say to leave room for surprise candidates. "There may be someone running we've never thought of," the senior national Democratic strategist said.
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In her own words: Pelosi plans to retire after decades in charge
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Politics
House Democrats request interview with former prince Andrew on Epstein
In a letter, Democrats on the House Oversight Committee asked for Andrew's help to "understand the full extent of [Epstein's] criminal operations."

Andrew Mountbatten Windsor, the former Duke of York, formerly known as Prince Andrew. (Petr David Josek/AP)


By Kadia  Goba, Karla Adam | 2025-11-06
The top Democrat on the House Oversight Committee, Rep. Robert Garcia (D-California), has requested that Andrew Mountbatten Windsor, King Charles III's younger brother, appear before Congress for a transcribed interview about convicted sex offender Jeffrey Epstein.
The request comes amid the House Oversight Committee's ongoing bipartisan investigation into Epstein. Andrew's name appears in a number of documents the committee has subpoenaed, and subsequently released publicly, including flight logs. He was accused by one of Epstein's victims of assault and was recently relieved of his titles, include "prince." Andrew, who did not respond to a request for comment, denies any wrongdoing.
"The Committee is seeking to uncover the identities of Mr. Epstein's co-conspirators and enablers and to understand the full extent of his criminal operations," Garcia wrote in a letter to Andrew, sent Thursday. Thirteen other Democrats on the committee signed on to the letter, which requested Andrew respond by Nov. 20.
As the letter came only from the committee's Democrats, Republican members, including Oversight Chairman James Comer (R-Kentucky), were not among the initial signatories. Garcia does not possess subpoena authority as the committee's top Democrat. While Congress has strong subpoena powers, it cannot compel testimony from foreign nationals like Andrew, meaning the former prince could ignore the summons.
"Rather than assisting in the Oversight Committee's legitimate investigation by joining the majority to enforce subpoenas issued to former President Bill Clinton and former Secretary of State Hillary Clinton, Democrat Ranking Member Garcia continues to chase headlines and material for his next TikTok video," a spokesperson for the committee's Republican majority said in a statement to The Washington Post. "Ranking Member Garcia does not speak for the Committee, and his letters carry no Committee authority."
Democrats on the committee have taken unilateral action in the Epstein investigation before, including by releasing documents, like a drawing of a woman's body signed "Donald" that was included in a book of greetings compiled for Epstein's 50th birthday. President Donald Trump has denied that he wrote the message or that the signature on it is his.
Epstein and Trump were once friends, but Trump has said he ended the relationship. After Epstein was arrested again in 2019, Trump, then in his first term as president, said: "I had a falling-out with him a long time ago. I don't think I've spoken to him for 15 years. I wasn't a fan."
"Rich and powerful men have evaded justice for far too long. Now, former Prince Andrew has the opportunity to come clean and provide justice for the survivors. Oversight Democrats will not stop fighting for accountability and transparency for survivors of Epstein and his gang of co-conspirators," Garcia said in a statement.

After years of damaging headlines over his ties to Jeffrey Epstein, Buckingham Palace finally acted. The Post's Karla Adam explains what this means for Andrew.


Andrew, who is now a civilian, has faced years of damaging headlines over his ties to Epstein. Outrage boiled over following the recent publication of "Nobody's Girl," a posthumous memoir by Virginia Giuffre, who said she was trafficked by Epstein as teenager and forced to have sex with Andrew. Giuffre died by suicide earlier this year.
Within days of the memoir's release, Charles stripped his younger brother Andrew of his "prince" title and evicted him from Royal Lodge, a sprawling royal residence near Windsor Castle where he had lived rent-free for two decades.
In her memoir, Giuffre writes that she and Andrew had sex on three occasions: at Ghislaine Maxwell's house in London, where she said the infamous photograph was taken of Andrew with his arm around her bare waist; at Epstein's townhouse in New York; and on Little Saint James, a private island in the Virgin Islands formerly owned by Epstein. In one passage, Giuffre quotes from a sworn declaration she gave in 2015 about their alleged encounter on the island.
"Epstein, Andy, and approximately eight other young girls, and I had sex together," she said. "The other girls all seemed and appeared to be under the age of eighteen and didn't really speak English. Epstein laughed about how they couldn't really communicate, saying they are the easiest girls to get along with."
In 2022, Andrew settled a civil lawsuit with Giuffre -- for an undisclosed sum -- but made no admission of liability. In a disastrous 2019 interview with BBC's "Newsnight," Andrew said that he had no recollection of meeting Giuffre and that "under the right circumstances" he would testify under oath.
"If push came to shove and the legal advice was to do so, then I would be duty bound to do so," he said.
In that same interview, he spoke about his friendship with Epstein and the occasions they met in person, both before and after Epstein's conviction for sex offenses. Andrew confirmed he had traveled to Epstein's island and had flown on his private plane. He also acknowledged that Epstein and his girlfriend, Maxwell, had visited Andrew in the U.K. as guests at Windsor Castle and Sandringham. Andrew said he ended the friendship in December 2010, when he flew to New York and stayed at Epstein's townhouse for several days.
Andrew told the BBC that he hadn't had any contact with Epstein since then -- an account that appeared to be contradicted by the Mail on Sunday, which recently published an email, reportedly from Andrew to Epstein in February 2011. Andrew allegedly wrote: " ... keep in close touch and we'll play some more soon!!!!"
Andrew is expected to move soon to Sandringham, a royal residence owned privately by the British monarch. The fallout in the U.K. may not be finished. The London Metropolitan Police are investigating new claims that Andrew asked his police bodyguard to dig up dirt on Giuffre.
In the U.S., lawmakers remain under pressure to facilitate the release of documents that might provide more information on Epstein's death and crimes. The Oversight Committee has subpoenaed the Justice Department for documents related to its investigation against Epstein; it has also subpoenaed documents from Epstein's estate, and conducted interviews with people believed to be familiar with the sex offender.
Many of the documents received from the estate have been released in redacted form, including the birthday book, a version of Epstein's last will and testament; the Sept. 24, 2007, non-prosecution agreement with the U.S. attorney's office for the Southern District of Florida; and entries from Epstein's address books and diary. Transcripts of interviews, including with Alexander Acosta, the former U.S. labor secretary who served as the top federal prosecutor in South Florida when Epstein received a widely criticized plea deal, and former U.S. attorney general William P. Barr have been released as well.
The Justice Department's files have not yet been released, however, despite pressure from Democratic and Republican voters. In the House, a second bipartisan effort is underway to force the release of the federal government's files.
Reps. Thomas Massie (R-Kentucky) and Ro Khanna (D-California) are attempting to trigger that release through a discharge petition process. If their petition reaches 218 signatures, that would force House Speaker Mike Johnson (R-Louisiana) to hold a floor vote on whether to compel a second vote mandating that the Justice Department release its Epstein-related files.
Johnson has come under criticism for refusing to swear in Rep.-elect Adelita Grijalva (D-Arizona) while the House remains out of session during the government shutdown. Grijalva won a special election to succeed her father, the late Raul Grijalva, on Sept. 23. She has promised to provide the petition's 218th signature. Democrats have protested the delay.
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Politics
Nancy Pelosi announces her retirement from Congress
The former speaker will leave the House at the end of next year, wrapping up an almost four-decade run in Congress without parallel.

House Speaker Nancy Pelosi (D-California) adjourns the 117th Congress on Jan. 3, 2023. (Jabin Botsford/The Washington Post)


By Paul Kane | 2025-11-06
Rep. Nancy Pelosi (D-California) announced Thursday that she will not run for reelection next year, ending a nearly four-decade congressional career that saw her become the first woman speaker of the House and wield more power on Capitol Hill than almost any man has before or -- so far -- after her.
"I will not be seeking reelection to Congress. With a grateful heart, I look forward to my final year of service as your representative," Pelosi, 85, said in a video released to her constituents in San Francisco that featured highlights of her career.
The Democrat announced her decision following the success of a redistricting ballot initiative launched by California Democrats. On Tuesday, voters gave the state license to redraw California's 52 House districts in Democrats' favor. Pelosi supported the effort, and its victory caps her quarter-century effort to make California the bedrock of Democratic politics on Capitol Hill.

Rep. Nancy Pelosi (D-California) announced on Nov. 6 that she will not run for reelection in 2026, ending a nearly 40-year career in Congress.


The first speaker to serve multiple terms since the 1950s, Pelosi was known for bending the chamber to her will through brute strength and keeping her often narrow majority in line through a combination of persuasion and fear of punishment. Her legacy will include the passage of sweeping laws like the 2010 Affordable Care Act and the 2022 Inflation Reduction Act, which was intended to battle climate change, an issue she often called her landmark agenda item.
Pelosi, who grew up the youngest of seven children in a family led by Baltimore Mayor Thomas D'Alesandro, relocated to San Francisco after marrying Paul Pelosi, an investor whom she met during her college years in Washington.

Pelosi, then a congressional candidate, at campaign headquarters in San Francisco in 1987. (Paul Sakuma/AP)



Pelosi, newly elected speaker, celebrates the start of the 110th Congress on Jan. 4, 2007, surrounded by lawmakers' children and grandchildren, including some of her own. (Rich Lipski/The Washington Post)


After raising five children of her own, she won a special election to the House in 1987 and charted a steady course into party leadership. She became Democratic minority leader in late 2002 and was elevated to House speaker after the decisive 2006 midterm elections. She enjoyed large majorities in her first stint as speaker, which led to massive legislation like the ACA health law. But it was her second stint -- when she commanded incredibly narrow majorities in 2021 and 2022 -- and still managed to secure sweeping agenda victories for the Biden administration that solidified her image as a major political talent, even in the eyes of her political enemies.
"You could argue she's been the strongest speaker in history," Newt Gingrich (R-Georgia), who clashed with her in the 1990s when he was speaker and she was a rank-and-file Democrat, said in an interview in 2021.
Flicking through historical figures like Sam Rayburn, the longest-serving speaker ever, Gingrich said other speakers had massive majorities that led to their accomplishments, something Pelosi lacked in her final stint as speaker. "She has shown more capacity to organize and muscle, with really narrow margins, which I would've thought impossible," Gingrich said then.
In her final decade in politics, Pelosi embraced her role as her party's opposition leader against President Donald Trump, who, during his first term, frequently clashed with Pelosi in public settings and often came out the lesser for it.
When Democrats reclaimed the House majority in the 2018 midterms and many new Democratic lawmakers were clamoring for Trump's impeachment, Pelosi famously told The Washington Post "he's just not worth it." She reversed course in 2019, when Trump withheld military funds from Ukraine over demands for political dirt on the Biden family's overseas dealings.
A second impeachment followed the Jan. 6, 2021, attack on the Capitol, after Trump urged his followers to deny the congressional certification of Biden's 2020 victory. Pelosi then took an unusual step of creating a select investigative committee to probe Trump's ties to the insurrection, and handpicked members from both parties to serve on the panel.
That investigation's revelations helped spur a Justice Department investigation that led to an indictment against Trump, but not before Democrats sustained a critical number of losses in the 2022 midterm elections and lost the majority. When Trump returned to power, he dismissed criminal investigations into his own role in the insurrection and granted pardons or clemency to everyone who was prosecuted for crimes related to the 2021 Capitol attack.
Trump called Pelosi "terrible" on Thursday and said he was "glad she's retired."
"I think she's an evil woman," Trump said at an Oval Office news conference. "I think she did the country a great service by retiring. I think she was a tremendous liability for the country. I thought she was an evil woman who did a poor job, who cost the country a lot in damages, and in reputation."

Pelosi meets with fellow Democratic lawmakers on Dec. 18, 2019, after presiding over two articles of impeachment against President Donald Trump. (Melina Mara/The Washington Post)



Pelosi tears up her copy of Trump's State of the Union speech on Feb. 4, 2020. (Toni L. Sandys/The Washington Post)


After Democrats narrowly lost the majority in the 2022 midterms, Pelosi stepped away from leadership after two decades atop the caucus, suggesting it was time for the next generation of leaders to take over. Rather than resign almost immediately, as most former speakers have done in the House, Pelosi has spent the past three years in a strange existence among rank-and-file lawmakers, with no committee assignments.
In her Thursday video, Pelosi never mentioned Trump by name but spoke in indirect ways about how important she considered the mission to oppose his brand of politics, and to promote principles of inclusion, conservation, and democracy.
"I have always honored the song of Saint Francis: 'Lord, make me an instrument of thy peace,' the anthem of our city," she said.
She has used her time to serve as "speaker emeritus" to advise the next generation of leadership, trying to help Democrats win the 2024 elections and weighing in on major party debates -- including discussions on generational change.
Pelosi, 85, will retire at a time when Democrats nationally are gnashing their political teeth about whether their leaders ought to be younger. Internal arguments over the issue have been bubbling up slowly for the past decade. But they burst fully out into the open last year, when Democrats demanded President Joe Biden, then 81, abandon his reelection effort over concerns about his age and fitness after a faltering debate performance.
Despite longtime ties to Biden, and having shepherded his agenda into law in 2021 and 2022, Pelosi led a largely behind-the-scenes effort to force her fellow octogenarian off the ticket.
In the year since Trump's victory over Kamala Harris, Democratic activists have been agitating for other longtime lawmakers to stand down and let the next generation of leaders emerge. With at least two potential challengers already announced in her district, Pelosi's decision to let go of the political torch -- almost three years to the day when she announced her retirement from a party leadership position -- removes her from that internal party debate.
Out of official party leadership for three years now, Pelosi continues to play a key role in raising money. Aides suggest she helped raise "tens of millions of dollars" for Proposition 50, the redistricting initiative, which was launched after Texas Republicans redrew their lines to try to flip five seats to their House majority.

Pelosi speaks with President Joe Biden at the White House in March 2023. (Demetrius Freeman/The Washington Post)



Pelosi sits with California delegates at the Democratic National Convention in Chicago in August 2024 before Vice President Kamala Harris accepted the party's nomination for president. (Melina Mara/The Washington Post)


Democrats view California's redistricting as critical to their effort to win the majority next November; the party could gain up to five safe Democratic seats because of the effort, which has become Pelosi's final passion project as a representative.
She spent Tuesday night in the Castro district of San Francisco with supporters as they watched the returns come in for Proposition 50, which won so overwhelmingly that the Associated Press was able to declare the result almost immediately after polls closed.
Pelosi has faced questions about her retirement often, perhaps most intensely last December, before Biden left office, when she suffered a fall while joining a congressional delegation trip to Europe meant to reassure allies of American support against Russian advances, leading to hip replacement surgery.
She did not retire. Instead, she seemed to make a point of once again taking a strong stance against the Trump administration.
In an early March interview with The Washington Post, ahead of Trump's first address to a joint session of Congress since his 2020 State of the Union address, Pelosi outlined her own strategy to drag Trump down politically. Slowly but surely, she argued that Democrats needed to pull Trump's approval ratings down during his first year in office, because that would help encourage challengers to jump into races against Republicans and also scare GOP incumbents into retirement.
She recounted how that strategy worked in 2006, when she was minority leader and George W. Bush's approval ratings sank amid the Iraq War and his bid to privatize Social Security, as well as in 2018, when she led Democrats back to the majority a second time in Trump's first midterms.
The key, she said at the time, was landing repeated political blows one year ahead of the midterms.
"When people ask me, 'Are you going to win the election,' I say, 'I'll tell you a year before the election,'" Pelosi said.
On Tuesday, 364 days ahead of the midterms, Democrats delivered a string of blows to Republicans, decisively winning races from California to Virginia to New Jersey.
And two days later Pelosi has announced her retirement.
"San Francisco, know your power," Pelosi said in Thursday's video. "Thank you, San Francisco, for letting me be your voice in Congress."
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Democracy in America
Elections show a path to power for Democrats, even as GOP redistricts
Republicans are winning the gerrymandering arms race but Democrats can still win the House if they perform like they did in Tuesday's elections.

Voters walk into a polling place still decorated for Day of the Dead (Dia de los Muertos) festivities on Tuesday in Los Angeles. (Mario Tama/Getty Images)


By Patrick Marley, Yasmeen Abutaleb, Dylan Wells, Maeve Reston | 2025-11-06
For four months, Democrats have fretted that Republican plans to redraw congressional maps could doom their chances of winning control of the House next year. But Tuesday's off-year election results reinvigorated their belief that they can take the majority, even if Republicans can gerrymander more districts than they can.
On Tuesday, California voters overwhelmingly approved a new map that will give Democrats up to five more seats. Virginia voters strengthened Democrats' control of the legislature, setting the stage to seek voter approval for a map that will give them as many as three more seats.
And in a sign Democrats could do well in next year's House races, voters across the country Tuesday shifted sharply to the left.
Republicans still have many advantages. GOP leaders are redrawing congressional maps in states they control at the behest of President Donald Trump, and they have the upper hand in an all-out redistricting war. And the Supreme Court is considering a case that could eviscerate a key part of the Voting Rights Act and give Republicans a chance to even more aggressively carve up states.
But Dave Wasserman, senior elections analyst with the nonpartisan Cook Political Report, said "the results [Tuesday] night were consistent with Democrats being slight favorites to win the House majority, even considering a net Republican gain from redistricting."
Republicans control the House 219-213, and Trump has been pushing them to bolster their slim majority by taking the unusual step of redrawing their congressional maps in the middle of the decade. Ordinarily, states draw new maps at the beginning of each decade, after the release of the census.
Republicans have drawn new maps in Texas, Missouri, North Carolina and Ohio that could give them as many as nine more seats. Democrats have responded by approving new maps in California and kicking off a months-long process to do the same in Virginia. They're also trying to schedule a referendum to block the new GOP map in Missouri.
If the redistricting frenzy continues, Republicans have the edge because they control the process in more states and could net as many as eight seats. The situation remains fluid, with some Republicans resisting efforts to redraw maps in Indiana and Kansas, and some Democrats fighting attempts to do the same in Illinois and Maryland.
"We have a very favorable election map on the Republican side, and it will be even more favorable once all the redistricting stuff has settled down," House Speaker Mike Johnson (R-Louisiana) said Wednesday in a news conference.
Rep. Nancy Pelosi (D-California), who long led Democrats as House speaker and minority leader, said she was certain Democrats would gain control of the House next year, even if Republicans capture some of the seats they redraw.
"We have every confidence that [Trump's] not going to win this on a redistricting thing, but we are going to win it on a kitchen-table message," she said in an interview.
Democrats were buoyed by the level of support they received across the country in Tuesday's elections. They held onto three Pennsylvania Supreme Court seats, won races for governor in New Jersey and Virginia by double digits and picked up state legislative seats across the nation.
"Democrats have all of the momentum in the world," House Minority Leader Hakeem Jeffries (D-New York) said Wednesday in a news conference. "Republicans woke up this morning and realized that they are no longer in a 2024 electoral environment."
In Virginia, Democrats' victories included every legislative seat on the ballot where Trump had won by 4.5 percentage points or less, Wasserman of the Cook Political Report noted. That's a good sign for Democrats, he said, because they'll need to win some House districts that Trump won by three to five percentage points to take control of the chamber.
The National Democratic Redistricting Committee will spend the next several months fighting for what they say are fair maps -- which includes offsetting Republican gains -- and challenging GOP maps, said the group's president, John Bisognano. The results in California show Democrats are eager to fight back, he said.
"I certainly still see a path to a very representative House map but it remains terribly unresolved," he added.
Republicans believe they have the edge in holding onto the House, said a GOP operative who spoke on the condition of anonymity because they were not authorized to speak publicly. Republicans plan to compete in California even with the redrawn map, and they know they can draw more maps in their favor, the GOP operative said.
"In the redistricting war, we'll absolutely have the advantage. Democrats are running out of options and we just have more options on the table," the GOP operative said. The redistricting push "makes our odds even better to hold onto the House and potentially grow the majority."
While the Republicans can draw better maps for themselves, they may not be able to add enough seats to keep the majority. The president's party has lost House seats in 18 of the 20 midterm elections since World War II.
"If this midterm looks anything like midterms have looked historically for the past 100 years, redistricting will not prevent Democrats from winning back the majority," said Jacob Rubashkin, deputy editor of the nonpartisan Inside Elections. "It will play on the margins."
Both parties are trying to draw maps in their favor, but they have no guarantees they will win all of them. In Texas, Republicans are hoping to capitalize on the inroads Trump made with Hispanic voters by picking up two districts along the border with Mexico. But Tuesday's results in other states showed Democrats doing well with Latinos, signaling challenges for Republicans.
The courts will play a role in what maps are in effect next year. Republicans sued over California's new map on Wednesday, just as Democrats have sued over the GOP redistricting plans in other states. And Democrats are closely watching a lawsuit in New York that argues that the state's map dilutes Black and Latino votes in one district that could net them one more seat. The cases could play out over months.
One wild card is the Supreme Court, whose majority signaled in arguments last month that it is prepared to limit a pillar of the Voting Rights Act, which could clear the way for Southern states to redraw Black-majority districts held by Democrats. It's unclear precisely how the court will rule, and its decision may not come until the spring or summer, when it would be too late for most states to draw new districts ahead of the midterm elections.
Election experts said it's too early to tell whether one party has a structural advantage next year, especially as Trump seeks to change voting rules and pledges to find a way to end mail voting.
"No particular party or state is going to know what the rest of the board looks like until the board is set," said Kareem Crayton, a vice president at the Brennan Center for Justice. "The rules are changing under our feet."
"What's lost in all of this," he added," is the voice of the voter."
Marianna Sotomayor contributed to this report.
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Politics
Heritage staff in open revolt over leader's defense of Tucker Carlson
At least five members of Heritage's antisemitism task force resigned after Roberts defended Carlson's interview with antisemitic white nationalist Nick Fuentes. 

Heritage Foundation President Kevin Roberts speaks at the National Conservatism Conference in D.C. on Sept. 2. (Dominic Gwinn/Middle East Images/AFP/Getty Images) 


By Isaac Arnsdorf, Jacob Bogage | 2025-11-06
The Heritage Foundation is erupting in open revolt against its president, Kevin Roberts, as the right-wing think tank struggles to deal with internal and external anger over his defense of former Fox News host Tucker Carlson.
The furor began after Carlson invited Nick Fuentes, a white nationalist who routinely espouses antisemitic views, onto his popular podcast. Roberts then posted a video that castigated a "venomous coalition" and "the globalist class" for attacking Carlson, whom Roberts called "a close friend of the Heritage Foundation." Numerous Heritage staffers and conservative figures said the comments played on antisemitic tropes.
A staff meeting Wednesday -- Roberts's latest attempt to quell a week of resignations and condemnations over his defense of Carlson -- was marked with calls for him to resign and squabbles over whether Christian employees would be forced to participate in Jewish rituals.
At least five members of Heritage's antisemitism task force have now resigned in protest, and distinguished fellow Chris DeMuth left the organization. On Thursday afternoon, senior visiting fellow Stephen Moore also announced he was resigning his position with Heritage.
The turmoil has implications for more than Roberts's job. Founded in 1973, the Heritage Foundation has been a pillar of the conservative movement and was the ideological and policy engine behind the Reagan administration. But as Ronald Reagan's party transformed into Donald Trump's, younger think tanks have gained traction with the donors and advisers closest to the president; this year, Heritage officials were mostly frozen out of senior roles. The issues at Heritage echo other battles at right-wing institutions and in the conservative movement that have been aggravated by Trump's embrace of people and views once relegated to the fringes of Republican politics.
At the meeting Wednesday, Roberts said Heritage was "wordsmithing and workshopping" language over how to distance itself from Carlson, though Roberts said he would remain a personal friend. He called Fuentes an "evil person" but one who "has an audience of several million people, and at least some of that audience might be open to be converted" to mainstream conservatism. Fuentes did not respond to a request for comment.
Legal fellow Amy Swearer during the meeting called Roberts's handling of the controversy "a master class in cowardice that ran cover for the most unhinged dregs of the far right" and described a loss of confidence in his leadership. Asked later in the meeting about his use of the term "globalists" -- a common dog whistle for a conspiratorial view of world "Jewry" -- Roberts said he didn't mean to imply criticism of anyone of any particular faith.
Some staffers defended Roberts and pushed back against his critics. One wanted to know what would happen to those who agreed with Roberts and Carlson, and another likened employees talking to reporters to "Judas." Roberts's speechwriter, Evan Myers, suggested that Heritage's attempts to address accusations of antisemitism would eventually mean he would be required to attend a Shabbat dinner, which he said would conflict with his faith.
Another Heritage executive shot back, "I'm deeply sorry that you could not see that as a generous offer but rather a personal attack on you."
Wednesday's revolt reflected longer-running tensions with Roberts' four-year-old tenure atop the $335 million foundation. During the 2024 campaign, he antagonized Trump's team by initially favoring his top primary rival, Florida Gov. Ron DeSantis, and then by promoting Heritage's "Project 2025" as a Trump-aligned initiative, fueling Democratic attacks. Roberts stunned traditional conservatives with policy positions that spurned long-standing orthodoxies, such as his opposing aid to Ukraine in its defense against Russian incursion. And he is facing complaints from female staffers that they face demeaning treatment.
"This was the final straw for me. It's just the last one, but there are many that have come before it," researcher Rachel Greszler told Roberts at the staff meeting Wednesday. "... You have always been kind to me, but I do not believe that you are the right person to lead the Heritage Foundation."
This report is based on interviews with 22 current and former Heritage employees and senior figures in the Republican Party, many of whom spoke on the condition of anonymity for fear of retribution. It's also based on recordings of Heritage meetings and phone calls obtained by The Washington Post, drafts of policy papers and organization chat logs.
In a statement, Heritage Chief Advancement Officer Andy Olivastro said Wednesday's meeting included "our usual spirit of candor."
"Our work at Heritage is difficult -- but necessary -- and requires open dialogue like the one we had today," he added.
Roberts said in a statement that employees who spoke up will not be punished. "That's not how we operate at Heritage," he said. "We value all of our people, appreciate their service, and stand unequivocally with those denouncing antisemitism."
There is little sign that Roberts's standing has been weakened with the foundation's 14-member board. One trustee, Princeton professor Robert George, posted on social media disagreeing with Roberts's tolerance for Carlson and Fuentes but not calling for his resignation. George and other board members did not respond to requests for comment.
"The white supremacists, the antisemites, the eugenicists, the bigots, must not be welcomed into our movement or treated as normal or acceptable," George wrote. "Defending their rights [to free speech] does not mean allying with them, welcoming them into our movement, or treating them as representing legitimate forms of conservatism."
Roberts became Heritage's president in 2021, after leading the Texas Public Policy Foundation, a well-funded right-wing think tank. With Republicans then out of power in the White House, Heritage embarked on its quadrennial exercise of producing a policy blueprint for the next conservative administration, known since 1981 as the "Mandate for Leadership."
This time, Heritage convened a coalition of other think tanks and policy shops -- eventually more than 100 in all -- to produce an agency-by-agency plan presented as a movement-wide consensus, known as Project 2025. A notable exception was the America First Policy Institute (AFPI), which housed many alumni of the first Trump administration and declined to participate -- a split that would later prove consequential.
Heritage released its coalition's 900-page policy at a conference in 2023 with DeSantis as its headliner. Trump was not invited. But as Trump ran away with the GOP primary the following year, Roberts started discussing the project in more pro-Trump terms, even as his personal press secretary left to work for DeSantis.
Trump's advisers, however, would not so quickly overlook how Roberts had contributed to DeSantis's campaign. They repeatedly objected to Heritage purporting to speak for Trump's agenda without his approval.
"Project 2025 was a huge public relations misstep," said a former AFPI official, who spoke on the condition of anonymity because their job doesn't permit them to speak with reporters. "It really put the presidential campaign on the defensive."

A banner of President Donald Trump hangs on the Heritage Foundation building in D.C. on May 5. (Tom Brenner/For The Washington Post)


The conflict escalated as Democrats made Project 2025 central to their campaign messaging, highlighting (and sometimes misrepresenting) unpopular proposals and tying them to Trump. Trump aides announced that Heritage employees would be unwelcome in the next Trump administration, and Project 2025's director, Paul Dans, left Heritage in a messy dispute with Roberts.
"Kevin is a patriot," said Dans, who is now running a long-shot primary challenge to Republican Sen. Lindsey Graham in South Carolina. "I don't participate in cancel culture. Tucker Carlson is a leading light of America First, and anyone taking out after him is not America First by definition."
After the 2024 election, AFPI officials had the edge in the Trump transition, and its affiliates went on to fill eight Cabinet-level positions. Many Heritage alumni also joined the administration, but usually with more recent stints at other think tanks, such as Stephen Miller's America First Legal or Russell Vought's Center for Renewing America. Miller is now Trump's deputy chief of staff, and Vought runs the powerful Office of Management and Budget. Even with Heritage on the outs, the administration has implemented numerous ideas in Project 2025.
"Kevin was the one pushing the narrative that this was the administration in waiting," a Project 2025 participant said. "A lot of the work driving the second Trump administration was done in institutions that were not the Heritage Foundation."
The Heritage spokesman said: "The work to save America is not a competition. We're thankful for our partners in the movement and will continue our important work to bring them together and fight for conservative policies."
Roberts's handling of Project 2025 was one subject of an anonymous complaint sent to Heritage board members in February. The letter, drafted by three Heritage employees but written from a singular perspective and obtained by The Post, called the foundation's sidelining by the Trump administration a "historic failure" by Roberts.
The letter also accused Roberts of angry and profane behavior in meetings that the employee said made him or her "frightened for my physical safety." The letter alleged that Roberts favored Catholic employees and humiliated female employees by saying single women without children had "no skin in the game."
A Heritage spokesperson said the letter, which had not been previously reported, was "neither new nor noteworthy" and "no real reporter would take it seriously." The spokesperson alleged there was a "malign and coordinated effort to silence Heritage and defame Dr. Roberts for fighting against the Swamp."
One of Roberts's executive vice presidents and new chief of staff, Derrick Morgan, said in an all-staff meeting that he encouraged summer interns to "make yourselves marriageable and go out and seek marriage," according to a recording of the meeting obtained by The Post.
Weeks later, an attorney advising executives on labor law specifically warned that those kinds of remarks created significant legal liability for Heritage, according to two people present at the meeting.
In response to questions from The Post, Morgan pointed to a quotation from slain conservative activist Charlie Kirk encouraging people to get married and have children that Heritage displayed on its building.
Such views also surfaced in the think tank's research. A draft policy paper called for robust incentives to induce heterosexual married couples to have more children. Subsequent drafts suggested awarding straight married couples an additional "half vote" in federal elections for each of their children, according to people involved.
A Heritage spokesman said the group has not announced such a policy.
"Ideas and proposals are debated at Heritage every day," the spokesman said.
During a meeting with one Heritage employee who has since left, Roger Severino, the group's vice president of domestic policy, allegedly suggested that she and her husband have six children, according to people familiar with the meeting.
Severino and his wife have six children, and the people said he is enthusiastic in meetings about sharing what he feels are the virtues of a large family.
After a different meeting, a former intern raised Severino's behavior with the Heritage human resources department, saying that he allegedly suggested during a mentorship session that she consider skipping law school in favor of motherhood, the people said. Heritage declined to comment on Morgan and Severino.
"When people ask me what I'm all about, I brag about my brilliant wife and the blessings of our six wonderful children and gladly share whatever life wisdom I have to those who seek my advice," Severino told The Post in a statement. "As a Harvard Law grad I tell both men and women that on average, law school is expensive and overrated, because on average, it is, including my alma mater."
Then, last week, came Carlson's interview with Fuentes. Fuentes used the episode to criticize "organized Jewry in America" and described himself as "a fan" of Joseph Stalin, the Soviet leader who killed millions of his own people, including many Jews.
As pressure built online from conservatives to denounce Carlson, Roberts posted an online video on Oct. 30 in which he refused to "cancel" Carlson or Fuentes. The backlash was swift and widespread, including from Republican Sens. Ted Cruz (Texas) and Mitch McConnell (Kentucky), who criticized associating with antisemites.
In a speech Monday at Hillsdale College in Michigan, Roberts acknowledged making the mistake of letting his desire to defeat cancel culture "override" his intention of appealing to "disaffected young men who are looking for belonging and identity by following the wrong people."
But because Roberts also reiterated his friendship with Carlson and interest in reaching out to Fuentes's audience, the apology fell flat for at least one member of Heritage's National Task Force to Combat Antisemitism, lawyer Ian Speir, who resigned.
"When Kevin Roberts repeatedly defended Tucker Carlson after his kid-glove treatment of Nick Fuentes, I lost faith that Heritage is the right institution to lead this important fight," Speir said in an email to The Post. "We cannot let this malevolent evil make further inroads into our politics and civil discourse. It will literally destroy us."
Other task force members who resigned include Mark Goldfeder, Yaakov Menken and Malcolm Hoenlein.

Tucker Carlson speaks at a memorial for Charlie Kirk on Sept. 21. (Ross D. Franklin/AP)


Roberts apologized in private to the task force leaders and asked them for advice on how to handle the crisis. The group proposed deleting the original video, apologizing publicly, condemning Carlson's antisemitic content, hosting a conference on the debate within the conservative movement and hiring a visiting fellow dedicated to Gen Z outreach, according to an email obtained by The Post.
"If we are not able to come to an agreement soon, the relationship between the Heritage Foundation and the Task Force will be irrevocably harmed," the group's leaders said. One of the co-chairs said the group would look for a different host organization.
On Monday, Roberts reassigned his chief of staff, Ryan Neuhaus, to a lower-ranking role. By Tuesday, Neuhaus was no longer employed by Heritage. On Wednesday, Roberts called him a "good man" who "made a mistake," and said he was largely responsible for drafting Roberts's controversial remarks.
Two people close to Neuhaus said he views his departure as an attempt to appease Jewish Republicans. Neuhaus did not respond to a request for comment.
People in touch with Roberts said the notoriety around Project 2025 and the frequent protests it drew outside the foundation's headquarters have hardened his resolve to stand up to pressure.
"It's important to understand the mindset of Heritage, which has been under sustained attack since Project 2025," a Heritage employee said. "The place is not really shakable."
Emily Davies and Aaron Schaffer contributed to this report.
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Foreign Policy
Trump's ill-defined nuclear test threat compels a response from Putin
Amid the dangerous back and forth, Moscow rejected U.S. claims it had breached a testing moratorium but said it would assess what preparations would be needed to conduct one.

Russian President Vladimir Putin attends a ceremony in Moscow this week. (Maxim Shipenkov/Pool/AP)


By Adam Taylor, Tara  Copp, Karen DeYoung | 2025-11-06
President Donald Trump's vague order to resume nuclear weapons testing has prompted Russia to say it will explore doing so, too, an unsettling development that harks back to the Cold War-era arms races between the two superpowers.
President Vladimir Putin on Wednesday issued a call for proposals on how the country could restart its weapons testing for the first time in 35 years, though he did not explicitly order any preparations to begin, Kremlin spokesperson Dmitry Peskov told reporters.
The dangerous back-and-forth began a week ago, when Trump, writing on social media, said the United States would act "immediately" and "on an equal basis" with Russia and China, which he claimed have been conducting such tests secretively.
Russia and China publicly maintain that they are keeping to a global nuclear testing moratorium negotiated in the 1990s, and seismic monitoring has not recorded any large nuclear weapons tests since then.
The White House has refused to elaborate on the president's blunt order -- which appeared at first to be mistakenly made to the Pentagon rather than the Energy Department, which administers nuclear tests -- and his allegations about Russia and China.
Since then, statements from the president and other administration officials have only muddied the waters further.
Speaking Wednesday in Miami, Trump said he was "working on a plan to denuclearize the three of us," referring to the U.S., Russia and China. He offered no other details, and the White House press office did not immediately respond to a request for comment.
One official, speaking on the condition of anonymity to discuss the president's thinking, said that Trump "would like to see denuclearization" but that he "feels this action is appropriate" to maintain an effective nuclear deterrent and safeguard U.S. national security. The White House, this person said, believes that Russia and China are, in fact, "accelerating their programs."
Putin's response does not mark an immediate change in Moscow's nuclear posture, according to Pavel Podvig, an expert on Russia's nuclear forces, but it does show that he wants to be sure he could test a nuclear weapon "within days" if the U.S. were to do so first. The Russians, Podvig said, "are as confused as anyone else about the American statements."
Dmitry Medvedev, the former president of Russia who holds an influential post within its security council, wrote on social media that, "No one knows what Trump meant about 'nuclear testing,'" adding, "(he probably doesn't himself)."
It remains unclear whether Trump, in leveling his accusation against Moscow and Beijing, confused an internationally accepted test to assess the status of existing nuclear weapons with a more advanced -- and dangerous -- test that could suggest a country is restarting its nuclear weapons development.
Russia, China and the U.S. are signatories to the 1996 Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty, which prohibited "any nuclear weapon test explosion or any other nuclear explosion." The U.S. and China never ratified the agreement, and Russia rescinded its ratification in 2023, though all three nations maintain they are abiding by its terms. (North Korea, which is not a signatory to the treaty, is the only country to test nuclear weapons since it went into force.)
Under the ban, a nuclear-armed country is allowed to conduct what's known as subcritical testing to assess the reliability of their nuclear material and associated hardware. These controlled tests do not initiate a nuclear chain reaction, said Heather Williams, a nuclear weapons expert at the Center for Strategic and International Studies.
Also permissible is the testing of delivery systems -- including the rocket bodies that carry fuel, propulsion systems and tail components -- to ensure a country's missiles work as intended. The U.S. conducted such a test Wednesday with the routine launch of a Minuteman III intercontinental ballistic missile from Vandenberg Space Force Base in California. It traveled more than 4,200 miles before coming down at a U.S. test site in the Marshall Islands.

This handout image from the U.S. military shows an unarmed Minuteman III intercontinental ballistic missile launching during a developmental test in California in 2020. (Clayton Wear/U.S. Air Force/AFP/Getty Images)


Expressly banned under the treaty, Williams said, are supercritical tests -- which involve a limited amount of nuclear material but do produce a chain reaction -- and full-explosive tests.
Even if it was confusion that led to Trump's statement and the Russian response, the escalatory rhetoric is dangerous, Williams added. Russian state media has focused on the test-launch of the Minuteman III and tied the event to its own claims about U.S. nuclear testing, even though the launch in California was planned long before Trump's directive last week.
"Putin is an opportunist, and Trump gave him a really great opportunity to rattle the nuclear saber," Williams said.
So far, few of the administration's announcements have aligned. Trump's energy secretary, Chris Wright, told Fox News last weekend that he believed the president's order referred to "system tests." Wright said: "These are not nuclear explosions. These are what we call noncritical explosions. So you're testing all the other parts of a nuclear weapon."
But Trump, in an interview aired later Sunday on "60 Minutes," complicated that message, alleging Russia and China had been secretly testing and that the U.S. would follow their lead, but do so publicly.
"They test ... underground where people don't know exactly what's happening with the test. You feel a little bit of a vibration," Trump said.

President Donald Trump outside the White House on Wednesday. (John McDonnell/For The Washington Post)


Trump's message suggested "he wanted an equivalency with the concerns that had been expressed publicly about China and Russia's nuclear activities," said Anthony Ruggiero, who served on the National Security Council and focused on nonproliferation issues during Trump's first term.
For several years, public reports compiled by the State Department and the Defense Department cited intelligence that suggests Russia and China have conducted supercritical tests, prohibited under the treaty.
Sen. Tom Cotton (R-Arkansas), a staunch ally of the Trump administration, went further in a statement on social media earlier this week contending that CIA Director John Ratcliffe had informed the senator of U.S. intelligence assessments indicating Russia and China had both conducted "super-critical nuclear weapons tests."
"These tests are not historic and are part of their nuclear modernization programs," Cotton's statement said.
Ratcliffe himself wrote in brief social media post that Trump was "right" about Russia and China, pointing to past public statements from top U.S. officials and news reports that said both countries could be conducting nuclear tests beyond what is permitted by the treaty.
Cotton's office and the CIA did not respond to requests for further comment.
Some experts have said it's unclear how strong the evidence is about Russian or Chinese testing. "It's really difficult to know if somebody else is doing ultralow testing," said James Acton, co-director of the nuclear policy program at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace. Even if they were, the tests may not be of concern, he added.
"The only reason for testing at such low yields is nuclear weapons safety," Acton said. "We would prefer they weren't doing that, but it doesn't undermine U.S. security."
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The Checkup With Dr. Wen
How long does covid booster protection last? A new study offers answers.
More evidence highlighting the benefit, and limitations, of covid-19 vaccines

A nurse administers a Moderna coronavirus booster vaccine in Jackson, Mississippi, on Nov. 18, 2022. (Rogelio V. Solis/AP)


By Leana Wen | 2025-11-06
You're reading The Checkup With Dr. Wen, a newsletter on how to navigate medical and public health challenges. Click here to get the full newsletter in your inbox, including answers to reader questions and a summary of new scientific research.
After the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention shifted its coronavirus vaccine guidance from a near-universal recommendation to a more limited approach, many readers asked what has changed in the science to warrant the change. Some wondered how effective boosters really are and whether they should continue receiving them once a year.
A new study published in JAMA Internal Medicine helps answer these questions. It found that last season's updated vaccine provides significant protection against covid-19, particularly against severe illness and death. The results reaffirm the benefit of staying current with covid vaccination.
Researchers analyzed data from approximately 1.8 million Americans between August 2024 and April 2025, of whom only about 13 percent received the 2024-2025 coronavirus shot. They evaluated three clinical outcomes related to the disease: infections, emergency department visits and hospitalization or death.
The vaccine reduced the chances of infection by about 45 percent at four weeks after vaccination. That declined to roughly 36 percent at 10 weeks and about 17 percent at 20.
Protection against emergency visits followed a similar pattern, though it waned less: It was about 45 percent at four weeks, 43 percent at 10 and 39 percent at 20.
The strongest protection was against hospitalization and death. Effectiveness was about 57 percent at four weeks, 50 percent at 10, and 34 percent at 20.
Importantly, the benefits of vaccination persisted even after adjusting for differences in age, socioeconomic status, time since prior vaccination, and medical conditions including immunocompromising disorders. The vaccines were also effective across multiple subvariants that circulated during the study period.
These results are consistent with data collected in prior seasons. We've known that the most important benefit of coronavirus vaccines is reducing severe disease. This matters most for older adults, who accounted for nearly 80 percent of hospitalizations in this study and stand to benefit most from booster doses.
We've also known that effectiveness against infection wanes quickly. Even at its peak, it only cuts the chances that someone will catch the virus by half. These data should inform expectations: The goal is not to prevent every infection but to prevent serious illness and death. Breakthrough cases do not mean the vaccine isn't working; rather, they show the virus can still cause mild infections even as vaccines blunt its worst effects.
For those seeking optimal protection before a high exposure event, getting vaccinated two to four weeks in advance remains a sound strategy. It is not, however, a guarantee against infection. People who want to minimize their risk further should also consider wearing a high-quality N95 mask and limit the time they spend in crowded indoor settings.
What about safety? A separate study published in JAMA Network Open analyzed data from more than 1.5 million people in Denmark. It found no increase in adverse outcomes among those who received the 2024-2025 booster compared with those who did not. Another study in the New England Journal of Medicine supported the safety of not only coronavirus vaccines but also shots against influenza and respiratory syncytial viruses.
Together, these studies make a strong case for vaccination. There really is little reason for eligible people to skip the updated booster. As Robert Califf, former commissioner of the Food and Drug Administration, wrote in a JAMA editorial, "It is difficult to understand why the use of messenger RNA technology, which has been shown capable of teaching our immune systems to prepare to combat a virulent threat and reduce the risk of death and serious illness with relatively few detectable serious adverse outcomes, has produced such a broad-based hesitation."
If anything, this latest research raises a different question: Should those most vulnerable to severe disease continue to receive two doses a year rather than one? Judging by these results, the answer seems to be yes.
The CDC has yet to weigh in on the question of a spring booster. It should recognize the mounting evidence in favor of it and make sure anyone who wants additional protection can get it.
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Letters to the Editor
Don't downplay U.S. combat successes
Readers respond to Post articles and commentary.

(Evan Vucci/AP)


By Letters to the Editor | 2025-11-06
Though the Nov. 3 front-page article "A 'Golden Dome' could sport a heavy price tag" said the U.S. has relied on a doctrine known as "mutually assured destruction," but MAD has never been an official U.S. policy nor has it been endorsed by Russia and China, our main nuclear adversaries. U.S. policy is one of extended deterrence, which relies on a blended offensive and defensive posture that creates uncertainty in the mind of any would-be aggressor. We are in a new nuclear age with unprecedented threats from Russia, a massive nuclear breakout in China, and a host of rogue nuclear actors that threaten our doctrine of extended deterrence. U.S. systems, including THADD missile interceptors, played a major role in defending Israel against Iranian ballistic missiles. Combat success should not be downplayed.
Brian J. Morra, Sarasota
The writer is a senior nonresident fellow at the Mitchell Institute for Aerospace Studies and at the Potomac Institute for Policy Studies, and is author of "The Able Archers."
Regarding the Oct. 31 front-page article "Trump orders nuclear tests":
Should President Donald Trump proceed with his order to resume nuclear testing, indeed even preparations for a test, it might unleash a chain reaction of nuclear testing by U.S. adversaries and open the door to other nations to reconsider going down the path to acquire nuclear weapons.
I was a State Department official when India conducted a series of underground nuclear tests in May 1998, prompting Pakistan to follow suit. Indian author Arundhati Roy wrote this in response: "If you are religious, then remember that this bomb is Man's challenge to God. It's worded quite simply: we have the power to destroy everything that You have created. If you're not religious, then look at it this way. This world of ours is four billion, six hundred million years old. It could end in an afternoon."
There should be no more nuclear testing.
Karl F. Inderfurth, McLean, Virginia
The writer was assistant secretary of state for South Asian affairs between 1997 and 2001.
The Nov. 3 editorial "How to live in our nuclear 'House of Dynamite'" claimed that the elimination of nuclear weapons is a fantasy and realism demands that we maintain our nuclear arsenal as a deterrent.
Maybe that's true if we base our national security on game theory, but the world has not survived the 80 years since the advent of nuclear weapons because deterrence works, nor because we have always had wise and thoughtful leaders or perfect technology.
As former defense secretary Robert S. McNamara famously declared, "It was luck that prevented nuclear war."
A nuclear policy based on deterrence and the indefinite maintenance of nuclear weapons is nothing more than a hope that our good luck continues forever, and that is not an acceptable basis for security policy.
The U.S. should not disarm unilaterally. But our national security demands that we seek a world free of nuclear weapons. As is called for in two bills before Congress -- H. Res. 317 and S. Res. 323 -- the U.S. should enter into negotiations with the other nuclear-armed states for a verifiable, enforceable agreement to eliminate their nuclear arsenals according to a negotiated timeline.
There is no guarantee that this effort will be successful, but there is every reason to try. We know what will happen when our luck runs out.
Ira Helfand, Leeds, Massachusetts
The writer is a former president of the International Physicians for the Prevention of Nuclear War.
The delightful Nov. 2 Travel article "In bloom" beautifully captured the Catskills' charms. As regular Delaware County visitors, my family was thrilled to see The Post highlight the region.
The Catskills are a pleasant six-hour drive from D.C. -- or a tad longer if you stop at Bingham's Restaurant in Kingsley, Pennsylvania, where President Barack Obama sampled some coconut cream pie during his 2013 campaign.
The Post should return to the Catskills to explore more treasures. A Wednesday morning at the Delhi Farmers' Market provides a perfect taste of the area's agricultural abundance. Within the span of a single block, you'll encounter some of New York's best bagels at Bakers Grimm, an impeccably curated antique store at This & That, and a perfect brunch at Blue Bee Cafe.
Succurro in East Meredith offers affordable glamping accommodations, healing arts sessions and communal wood-fired bread baking.
And there is nothing like exiting a concert at the West Kortright Center into velvety darkness while serenaded by crickets and cicadas -- or watching a stellar cast of teen actors performing Shakespeare under the stars. The Catskills have much to offer Washingtonians. Thank you for wandering to this remarkable region.
Joshua Gross, Silver Spring
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Opinions
A bad sign
Michael Ramirez cartoon on Zohran Mamdani and leftism in New York. 

(Michael Ramirez/Las Vegas Review-Journal for The Washington Post)


By Michael Ramirez | 2025-11-06

(Michael Ramirez/Las Vegas Review-Journal for The Washington Post)
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The Post's View
Outside New York, democratic socialism lost
A big win for property rights on a small island, and a liberal enclave rejects tax hikes.

Detroit Mayor-elect Mary Sheffield (D) celebrates on Tuesday. (Paul Sancya/AP)


By Editorial Board | 2025-11-07
This is not Zohran Mamdani's America. Even for New York City's size, its politicians always get outsize attention because so much of the national media is headquartered there. A charismatic socialist won the mayor's race by capitalizing on a wheezing Democratic establishment typified by the skeezy Andrew Cuomo. But in practice, most Americans, Democrats included, do not want the wares Mamdani is peddling.
In addition to the victories of self-styled moderates in the Virginia and New Jersey governors' races, four solidly blue municipalities underscored this on Tuesday with their own off-year elections. While largely overlooked, these results offer a pill to fight the fever dream that if socialism can win in New York, it can win anywhere.
The people of Austin want to keep their city weird, but not at any cost. Years of providing substantial support to the homeless, but not a pathway out of homelessness, have made the university town a magnet for vagrants who sleep on the streets. To keep up with rising demand for public services, the profligate city council (which recently spent $1.1 million on a new logo) voted 10-1 to approve a 20 percent increase in property taxes. Fortunately, state law requires voters to approve such a large hike.
The Democratic Party in Travis County, which Vice President Kamala Harris carried by 39 points last year, endorsed the proposition by a two-thirds vote. But the residents of Austin voted it down Tuesday by 27 points. Progressives like to talk about more spending as "investments" because pollsters tell them that sounds more palatable. But taxpayers aren't fools. Democrats successfully coalesced around a message of "affordability" in these elections. Now, they'll have to make good on it. Austin shows how buzzwords can't pay for expensive policies. Tax hikes inevitably make life less affordable.
Meanwhile in Michigan, Detroit elected the pro-business city council president to succeed Mayor Mike Duggan. Mary Sheffield has been an ally of Duggan, who endorsed her, pledging to expand upon his policies that revived the city after it declared bankruptcy a dozen years ago. Motor City's comeback was enabled by hard choices. Duggan chose to focus on austerity measures and incentivizing business investment, rather than demonizing wealth generators. And it worked. Sheffield, who will be Detroit's first female mayor, promises to continue in that pragmatic mold.
In Minneapolis, Mayor Jacob Frey (D) fended off a challenge from state Sen. Omar Fateh, who had the endorsement of the Democratic Socialists of America. Fateh ran on a Mamdani-like platform that included rent control. Frey noted, correctly, that rent control has failed everywhere it's been tried and pointed to the expansion of the housing stock during his tenure, which is the surefire way to make housing more affordable. "We have to love our city more than our ideology," Frey said Wednesday, after besting Fateh by six points in an instant runoff. Amen to that.
And in New England, the small but famous island of Nantucket in Massachusetts voted overwhelmingly to allow homeowners to offer short-term rentals to visitors, ending a five-year battle over the issue. The NIMBY crowd wanted to drive visitors away and had the support of some of the richest residents, who would never think to, or need to, rent out their places.
But the island's voters sent those campaigners a message that property rights are still a key pillar in the land of the free. Protecting the short-term rental market on Nantucket, where mansions rent at eye-watering prices that make billionaires feel like millionaires, is not exactly the Mamdani model. Yet more than 70 percent of voters recognized that towns are not wise to bite the hand that feeds them. Off Cape Cod, that's hospitality and retail, heavily linked to tourism.
With democratic socialists feeling emboldened, any silver linings are welcome.




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/2025/11/06/election-results-austin-detroit-minneapolis-nantucket-mamdani/



	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next





	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next



Opinions
The science that extended Dick Cheney's life was a choice
The biomedical research engine will create more breakthroughs -- if we keep it up and running.

Former vice president Dick Cheney signs copies of his book "Heart: An American Medical Odyssey" in Cheyenne, Wyoming, on Dec. 13, 2013. (Miranda Grubbs/AP)


By Charles C. Hong | 2025-11-06
Charles C. Hong is a cardiologist and the chair of the department of medicine at Michigan State University's College of Human Medicine.
Former vice president Dick Cheney's death stunned me this week -- because of how extraordinarily long he lived in defiance of a failing heart. His decades-long journey through cardiovascular catastrophe mirrors the triumphant arc of modern medicine, which has turned what was once a death sentence into a chronicle of survival built on relentless scientific progress.
Cheney's first heart attack struck in 1978, when he was 37 and campaigning for Congress. The prior year marked the debut of coronary angioplasty -- a balloon-tipped catheter to clear blockages. The procedure, pioneered by Andreas Gruntzig, was considered experimental and so was unavailable to Cheney at the time.
A second attack, in 1984, came three years before the Food and Drug Administration approved the first statin drug: lovastatin. It was inspired by Akira Endo's discovery of compactin in fungi -- a breakthrough that has since prevented tens of millions of heart attacks worldwide by lowering cholesterol.
In 1988, when he was 47, Cheney underwent quadruple bypass surgery -- a technique, refined by Rene Favaloro in the 1960s, that grafts vessels to reroute blood flow to the heart.
After the 2000 election, Cheney suffered a fourth heart attack at 59. That event led to coronary stenting, which builds on Gruntzig's angioplasty work by keeping arteries open with metal scaffolds. In 2001, the threat of a fatal arrhythmia led to the placement of an implantable cardioverter-defibrillator, invented by Michel Mirowski in the 1970s to shock the heart back to rhythm.
A fifth attack, at 69 in 2010, escalated to end-stage heart failure. Though Cheney benefited from breakthrough heart failure medications like beta blockers, angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitors and aldosterone antagonists, newer heart failure therapies were still years away.
Cheney's terminally failing heart required a left ventricular assist device -- a mechanical pump pioneered by Michael DeBakey, refined at Stanford University and elsewhere. This turbine, implanted with a driveline exiting the abdomen, bought Cheney time until March 2012. That year, at 71, he received a donor heart, enabled by cyclosporine, an immunosuppressant drug -- discovered in Norwegian soil in 1972 and revolutionized by Jean Borel -- that helps prevent the rejection of new organs. Cheney's transplant built on Christiaan Barnard's 1967 landmark operation and Norman Shumway's refinements of it.

Michael DeBakey talks about the implantation of a heart assistant pump, which bears his name, after a news conference on June 8, 2000, in Houston. (David J. Phillip/AP)


A man who suffered his first of many heart attacks at 37 gained five more extraordinarily productive decades. This was nothing short of miraculous, but it wasn't lucky -- it is a testament to human ingenuity, achieved through an iterative series of unglamorous medical scientific breakthroughs.
Future "miracles" abound: Gene therapies and gene modification technologies, like CRISPR -- pioneered by Jennifer Doudna and Emmanuelle Charpentier -- are replacing faulty heart genes in trials, potentially curing inherited cardiomyopathies and premature coronary artery disease, which Cheney had. Xenotransplantation with genetically modified pig organs promises unlimited donors, potentially ending waitlists that leave tens of thousands to die yearly.
Much of these triumphs trace to the support of the National Institutes of Health, yet it faces existential threats. In 2025, the administration proposed drastic cuts to indirect cost rates that could gut research infrastructure, as well as the freezing of grants, which could halt cancer and Alzheimer's studies among many others. In response, universities paused hiring, closed labs and laid off staff. Perhaps worst of all, many universities and hospitals halted research training programs, eroding the pipeline of future innovators. Though courts blocked some cuts, uncertainty has spurred a brain drain of researchers to other countries and disciplines.
Tools exist to prevent first heart attacks: risk screening and cheap drugs to control cholesterol and blood pressure. For cardiovascular medicine, this is just the beginning. NIH-funded research has yielded targeted therapies, including GLP-1 agonists, originally for diabetes, which slash heart attacks and strokes by up to 20 percent while aiding weight loss, redefining obesity as a modifiable cardiac risk. Twice-yearly injections to lower cholesterol are now approved. Advanced biomarkers and polygenic risk scores that estimate genetic predisposition to disease will enable precision prevention -- potentially catching and preventing heart disease like Cheney's.
Biomedical science gave Cheney decades of life once unimaginable. To keep America great, every American deserves the same chance. We should protect the biomedical research engine that saved him and build a health care system that extends those extra years to all.
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The Post's View
Elizabeth Warren knows better
The senator tries to blame the president for a "Monday Night Football" blackout.

Sen. Elizabeth Warren (D-Massachusetts) at the Capitol last week. (Demetrius Freeman/The Washington Post)


By Editorial Board | 2025-11-06
Elizabeth Warren is ready for some football. When "Monday Night Football" didn't appear this week on YouTube TV, the Democratic senator from Massachusetts offered this explanation on social media: "When companies get too big, they have the power to cut off your favorite channels. That's what's happening here."
That is not, in fact, what's happening here.
Pay TV companies negotiate contracts to carry channels. Disney wants YouTube TV to pay it more to carry its channels, which include ABC and ESPN. YouTube TV says Disney is asking too much. Unable to make a deal, YouTube TV stopped carrying Disney-owned channels when the previous contract expired on Oct. 30.
YouTube TV did not "cut off" the channels because its parent company, Google, is powerful. It would prefer not to have done so. It's offering subscribers a $20 credit if the blackout drags deeper into the month. Two companies are debating the terms of a contract, and temporary blackouts due to carriage disputes have happened many times before.
This is not an area that would be improved by the involvement of the government. Yet Warren complained on social media that President Donald Trump has "let them get away with it."
Get away with what? YouTube TV is trying to keep costs down for its customers, while Disney is trying to get the most value for its products. Buyers want prices to be lower, and sellers want prices to be higher. Such is life.
In this case, Warren is effectively taking Disney's side of the argument. It was Disney that villainized Google's "$3 trillion market cap" and said it was "using its market dominance to eliminate competition." Never mind that the market for pay TV has never been more competitive, or that Disney owns Hulu, which is one of YouTube TV's competitors.
Why should the president or a senator weigh in on Disney's side, which is the side of higher prices for consumers? It certainly doesn't make life more affordable for anyone, except maybe Disney investors.
Every minor consumer inconvenience is not a problem for government to solve. Google and Disney can figure this out on their own, as can consumers who decide which TV bundles to purchase.
Warren, a former Harvard Law School professor who made big money consulting for corporations before she refashioned herself as a pitchfork populist, knows all this. Maybe she just thinks her supporters are not as smart as she is.
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Opinions
Meta's misappropriation of PG-13 threatens a trusted system
Conflating social media content and movies is thoroughly misleading. 

(Dado Ruvic/Reuters) 


By Charles Rivkin | 2025-11-06
Charles Rivkin is chairman and CEO of the Motion Picture Association.
Social media's effect on teenagers is a hot topic in the United States and abroad. Platforms such as Facebook, Instagram and TikTok serve endless scrolls of user-generated content -- some of which is considered inappropriate and abhorrent, especially for young people. Policymakers have taken notice. There's a wide range of legislative and legal remedies on the table, both in Washington and in state capitals. Social networks have also introduced technology to address their content moderation problems, with mixed results.
Meta recently announced its latest attempt to protect teens on Instagram, saying its new guardrails will be "guided by PG-13 movie ratings." As the home of those long-trusted movie ratings, we at the Motion Picture Association immediately refuted that announcement -- and are demanding that Meta stop citing our trademarked "PG-13" as the basis of its "13+" setting or claiming that its own content restrictions "align" with movie ratings.
Why? Because while we welcome efforts to protect children and teens online, there's no connection between the MPA's ratings and Meta's filters and AI tools. We at the MPA are confident that American parents find our Classification and Ratings Administration's film ratings familiar and trustworthy, which probably explains why Meta wants to capitalize on the rating system's credibility. But we reject Meta's implication to the public that Instagram's tools for teens will be as safe and reliable as the MPA's system.
Meta's misappropriation of PG-13 poses a threat to the integrity of CARA's film ratings and the trust built over generations. Indeed, when others have attempted to use our system to rate non-movie content unmoored from CARA's process, we have objected. For example, in 2022 we were prepared to sue to stop Oklahoma legislation that, if it had been enacted, would have compelled school libraries to apply film ratings to the books on their shelves. And, when approached by a well-known Meta rival about licensing our rating system for its content moderation tools, we declined precisely because of our concern with losing parents' trust in the system's integrity.
Meta might claim it's just using PG-13 as shorthand for conveying what their new tool aims to achieve. But that assertion ignores a fundamental reality: There's a fundamental difference between what viewers watch in movie theaters and what algorithms deliver to users on social media. There's a simple matter of scale. In a typical year, a group of American parents reviews and rates roughly 500 films for the MPA before they hit the big screen, empowering other parents to decide which movies are appropriate for their kids.
By contrast, Instagram users post more than 95 million photos and videos each day. It obviously would be impossible for actual parents to curate or rate so much content, much less include the opportunity for an independent body to resolve any pre-release appeal by the content owner/producer, as occurs in the CARA process. For Meta to suggest to its teenage users, their parents or the public that the content reflects what would be approved in a PG-13 movie is totally misleading.
What happens when inappropriate content slips through Instagram's purportedly PG-13-inspired filter? Would parents conclude that the problem is an Instagram-specific defect? Or, would they start to question the PG-13 rating itself -- online, in theaters, in trailers -- and lose faith in a standard they have relied on for over half a century?
A Meta spokesperson recently said on CNN that "we want parents to have the same mental model, so when their teen is in a cinema watching a PG-13 movie, when your teen is on Instagram, we just want parents to have a sense of what kind of content their teen will be seeing." But that observation is precisely the problem.
Parents should not use "the same mental model" for movies and social media. They are entirely different contexts with different risk profiles. Claiming PG-13 and its trusted brand as a shield for Instagram's content offers social media users a false sense of security and risks eroding moviegoers' trust in film ratings.
Meta, leave the PG-13 rating to the big screen.
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Opinions
A century-old law could cost these fishermen their livelihoods
The Antiquities Act is not a superpower. 

A fisherman carries cod caught in the nets of a trawler off the coast of New Hampshire in 2016. (Robert F. Bukaty/AP)


By Frank Garrison, Paige Gilliard | 2025-11-06
Frank Garrison and Paige Gilliard, attorneys at the Pacific Legal Foundation, are representing Bob Conrad and Frank Green in their lawsuit against the fishing ban.
For more than four decades, Bob Conrad has made his living fishing the waters of the North Atlantic. He's a Vermonter who knows the rhythms of the ocean as well as most people know their morning commute: the best tides for squid, the subtle signs that butterfish are nearby. Frank Green, a New Yorker with nearly 50 years experience at sea, studies similar patterns to find great northern tilefish. The two commercial fishermen have spent much of their lives working the Georges Bank region, a famously fertile fishing ground just off the coast of New England.
But in 2021, a presidential proclamation by Joe Biden -- applying a law more than a century old that had nothing to do with fishing when it was passed -- banned commercial fishing across more than 3 million acres of Georges Bank. The livelihoods of Conrad and Green, whom we represent in a lawsuit against the ban, and countless others were harmed by the proclamation.
Biden's move revived a ban originally instituted in 2016 by President Barack Obama, who used the Antiquities Act, a 1906 law written to protect Native American archaeological landmarks from looting, to designate the Northeast Canyons and Seamounts Marine National Monument. President Donald Trump lifted the ban on commercial fishing in 2020; Biden brought it back during his first year in office.
The ban's proponents champion it as a bold environmental measure, but fishermen who work these waters must already comply with strict environmental regulations designed to prevent overfishing, including the Endangered Species Act and the Marine Sanctuaries Act.
Over the years, presidents from both parties have used the Antiquities Act as a sort of superpower, declaring huge tracts of land and ocean as "national monuments" with the stroke of a pen. Once that happens, the consequences can be severe -- vital resources are often locked away from communities that depend on them.
The Atlantic Ocean should not be considered "land" under the Antiquities Act. Congress enacted the statute 119 years ago, and the text of the law does not reference the ocean's seabed or floor.
If Conrad or Green tried to fish those waters today, they'd face criminal fines and up to 90 days in jail. A 2024 National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration rule imposes additional penalties: up to $100,000 in civil fines per day, liens on violators' boats and the loss of commercial fishing permits.
There is an easy fix: Trump should simply rescind the Obama-Biden ban again. But the problem goes beyond a single unwisely designated "monument." If the president can declare millions of acres of ocean floor a national monument, where does that power end? What resources will be roped off next?
For years, courts have largely deferred to the president when these monument designations are challenged. But some justices have raised their eyebrows.  Chief Justice John G. Roberts Jr., in a concurrence denying review in one Antiquities Act case, noted that what began as a narrow authority to protect specific landmarks has morphed into a power "without any discernible limit" to cordon off "vast and amorphous expanses of terrain above and below the sea."
It's easy to talk about these issues in sweeping political or legal terms -- executive power, legal precedent, environmental protection. But behind the legal language are real people whose livelihoods are affected. Conrad and Green don't see the ocean as a topic for political debate; they see it as a resource that puts food on their tables and takes care of their families.
If monument designations are to be made, the text and intent of the Antiquities Act should be honored by applying it in a limited way to discrete areas, not entire ecosystems and landscapes. The ocean may be vast, but the room left for many fishermen seems to be shrinking by the day.
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Opinions
Putin's nuclear threats require a careful response
To avoid descending into war, each side has to fear the other equally.

(Dvn/AP)


By Serhii Plokhy | 2025-11-06

Beverly Wysocki, top, and Marie Graskamp, right, emerge from a bomb shelter on display in Milwaukee on Sept. 12, 1958. (AP)


Serhii Plokhy is the author of "The Nuclear Age: An Epic Race for Arms, Power, and Survival."
In Moscow last week, Russian President Vladimir Putin declared a successful test of "Burevestnik," a nuclear-powered cruise missile. He also announced the equally successful testing of the nuclear-powered drone "Poseidon." President Donald Trump responded by announcing the resumption of U.S. nuclear testing. There is considerable uncertainty about whether Putin's nuclear-powered weapons actually work -- and about what Trump's announcement truly means. One thing, however, is quite clear: The nuclear arms race, nuclear blackmail and nuclear brinkmanship are all back in a way not seen since the end of the Cold War -- or, more precisely, since the late 1950s and early 1960s.
Those years are defined by the Cuban missile crisis of 1962. But even before that crisis, the world had seen plenty of menacing behavior. Nikita Khrushchev's threats to use nuclear weapons during the 1956 Suez Crisis -- accompanied by his words to Western ambassadors in Moscow, "We will bury you," and his boast that the U.S.S.R. was producing intercontinental ballistic missiles "like sausages" -- make today's nuclear bragging by Putin look mild, if not amateurish.
Unchecked by two successive American administrations, Khrushchev's threats and bluffs eventually led to his decision to move nuclear weapons -- and the missiles capable of delivering them -- to Cuba. Before that, President Dwight D. Eisenhower had refused to state publicly that there was no "missile gap" favoring the U.S.S.R., in order not to reveal secret U-2 reconnaissance flights over Soviet territory. President John F. Kennedy, in turn, did not conceal from Khrushchev his deep concern about the possibility of nuclear war -- a stance the Soviet leader interpreted as weakness to be exploited. As a result, the world faced the most dangerous nuclear crisis of the entire Cold War.
Kennedy ended Khrushchev's Cuban adventure and broader nuclear blackmail by standing firm -- while also taking less confrontational steps to resolve the crisis: the naval "quarantine" of the island, and his eventual agreement to remove American missiles from Turkey. Once Kennedy demonstrated his resolve to stand up to Khrushchev and remove the Soviet missiles from Cuba, the nuclear threats and blackmail emanating from Moscow stopped. In 1963, Khrushchev and Kennedy signed the Limited Test Ban Treaty, which paved the way for future arms control and reduction agreements, most of which are gone today.
The world survived the Cold War and the first nuclear arms race not only by building up nuclear arsenals and thus maintaining what Winston Churchill called "the balance of terror," but also by establishing a balance of fear -- a precarious psychological equilibrium sustained by mutual deterrence. To avoid descending into nuclear war, each side had to fear the other equally. Threats, counterthreats and weapons testing became essential tools for maintaining this balance until reliable arms control treaties could be signed in the 1970s, and until arms reduction treaties entered the scene under Ronald Reagan and Mikhail Gorbachev in the 1980s.
The Cold War era is often referred to as the "Nuclear Age," which supposedly ended with the Cold War itself. In reality, the nuclear age never ended. A new nuclear arms race has been underway for more than two decades. In 2001, the George W. Bush administration withdrew from the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty, opening the door for the development of U.S. missile defenses, and eventually the building of "Golden Dome," the construction of which Trump ordered in January.
Despite Russia's claims that Burevestnik will make those U.S. defenses obsolete, the most dynamic participant in this arms race is China. Although China is an economic superpower, it remains a middling nuclear power. Its arsenal of roughly 600 warheads is a small fraction of that of the U.S. and Russia, each of which has more than 5,000. Beijing is pursuing an ambitious expansion of its nuclear forces and is working to integrate artificial intelligence into its nuclear command, control and communications architecture.
With last week's pronouncements, the nuclear arms race has reached a new, dangerous level. It is more important today than at any point in the previous 30 plus years to relearn the lessons of the first nuclear age. One of those lessons is that nuclear weapons have always possessed more diplomatic and psychological power than military power. As weapons, they were used only twice: in Hiroshima and Nagasaki. But as instruments of diplomacy, blackmail and psychological pressure, they have been used dozens, if not hundreds, of times.
In absence of the arms reduction treaties of the 1970s, the world needs a balance of fear as a disbalance leads to nuclear adventurism. Nuclear threats must be answered. In that sense, Trump's pronouncement was the step in the right direction. The problem is that counterthreats must be carefully considered, so as not to misfire and cause more confusion among adversaries and allies. Putin's nuclear threats require a response -- but one that prudently weighs both the risks and the potential benefits on the path of avoiding nuclear confrontation.
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Opinions
The great GOP migration has begun
The midterms promise a reality check -- and growing defections from disastrous MAGA orthodoxy.  

The U.S. flag on the South Lawn of the White House on Wednesday. (Allison Robbert/For The Washington Post) 


By Jeff Flake | 2025-11-06
Jeff Flake, a Republican from Arizona, is a former U.S. senator and representative. He served as U.S. ambassador to Turkey from 2022 to 2024.
In politics, migrations rarely happen all at once. They start quietly -- one or two members of a herd moving toward safer ground while the rest pretend not to notice. But once the wind really changes, the movement becomes unmistakable. I believe that a migration has begun within the Republican Party.
The first signs are visible. A few Republican members of Congress -- some of them proud standard-bearers of the MAGA movement -- have begun to distance themselves from President Donald Trump. Senators are resisting his dangerous push to end the filibuster. Kentucky Sen. Rand Paul has taken a stand against the president's tariffs. Outspoken Georgia Rep. Marjorie Taylor Greene's recent break with President Trump on several issues may not last, but even a temporary defection signals to others that it can be done. It gives cover to those who have privately questioned the direction of the party but have been unwilling to say so aloud.
The political climate that once rewarded absolute loyalty to the president is shifting. The Democratic landslide in Tuesday's off-year elections will only add momentum to that. The midterms, now less than a year away, clearly favor the Democrats -- particularly in the House, where they are poised to take the majority. And if that happens, it will not be because Democrats have suddenly found the perfect message. It will be because the president's economic policies are fundamentally misaligned with both conservative principles and economic reality.
Take tariffs. There is no mystery here: Tariffs are taxes. They are inflationary by definition, raising costs for consumers and businesses alike. This should not be controversial for a party that once prided itself on understanding basic market economics. Yet the GOP has embraced protectionism and industrial policy with a fervor that would make 1970s Democrats blush.
The predictable result: Reciprocal tariffs are imposed. Prices rise. Supply chains adjust in ways that hurt American workers in the long run. None of this is theoretical; it's the same cycle we saw a century ago when protectionism deepened the Great Depression. Economies built on resentment rather than competition always find themselves poorer.
So Republicans running in midterm races are going to face a choice. They can cling, as many Democrats did in 2024, to an economic message that ignores reality. Or they can begin the slow, necessary work of reclaiming the party of free markets and global engagement.
The Republicans most likely to lead this migration are those senators not on the ballot in 2026. They have time, insulation and perhaps a touch of perspective. Having survived the whiplash of past election cycles, they know that public opinion is cyclic, but reputations endure. Most of them entered politics believing that fiscal discipline and internationalism were Republican virtues, not heresies. They want to return the Senate to the deliberative body it once was.
There will, of course, be holdouts. But Trump's imitators have not fared well. Mimicry is not a strategy. My home state of Arizona, with a Democratic governor and two Democratic senators, should be instructive. Even with the president on the ballot and with his base fully engaged, his acolytes have come up short in this historically red state.
Without the president on the ballot, candidates who rely on grievance and spectacle will find it even harder to win statewide races. What we're witnessing, then, is not merely a tactical adjustment but the early stages of a re-realignment. Politics abhors a vacuum, and as the president's hold weakens, space will open for traditional conservatives -- those who still believe in limited government, open markets and an America that leads through example rather than intimidation.
Some will frame this as betrayal. It's not. It's survival. The GOP cannot sustain itself indefinitely as a movement defined by isolationism abroad and populism at home. Those instincts may thrill a rally crowd, but they're corrosive to governing. Eventually, voters tire of performative anger and want competence.
That's why the coming migration matters. It represents not a rebellion, but a return to the idea that leadership is about persuasion, not punishment; that conservatism is about stewardship, not suspicion; that our prosperity and security are tied to the prosperity and security of others.
The path back won't be easy. The base that rewards purity tests still wields real power in primaries. But vulnerable Republicans will come to see that silence is more costly than dissent. Each small act of independence, each senator or representative who refuses to parrot the latest talking point, nudges the herd toward new ground.
The migration won't be a stampede. It will unfold vote by vote, district by district. Some will move out of conviction, others out of political necessity. Motives will vary, but the movement is happening.
And in the end, after enough of the herd has made the journey, the GOP will look up and find itself in a new, old place -- one rooted in optimism, free trade and the conviction that America leads best when it engages rather than retreats.
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How Tucker Carlson instigated an inevitable war within MAGA
Finally, the battle lines are being drawn as conservatives grapple over a bigotry in their midst.

Donald Trump and Tucker Carlson speak at a Turning Point Action Rally in Duluth, Georgia on Oct. 23, 2024. (Jabin Botsford/The Washington Post)


By James Kirchick | 2025-11-06
James Kirchick is author of "Secret City: The Hidden History of Gay Washington" and "The End of Europe: Dictators, Demagogues, and the Coming Dark Age."
The inevitable fracturing of President Donald Trump's MAGA movement is in sight, the instigator of its rupture that most narcissistic and destructive of media personalities: Tucker Carlson.
Since his firing from Fox News two years ago, Carlson has turned his podcast into a weekly circus featuring guests such as rancid conspiracy theorist Alex Jones, Russian despot Vladimir Putin and Darryl Cooper, a Holocaust denier who claims Winston Churchill was the villain of World War II and whom Carlson praises as "the most important historian in the United States." Carlson's approach with his guests is not that of a skeptical interlocutor, prodding their arguments for weaknesses, but rather that of a reputation-launderer making reprehensible ideas respectable for mainstream conservative consumption. Even Trump calls Carlson "kooky."
Carlson's fascination with conspiracy theories has ineluctably drawn him toward the most ancient of them all: the perfidious power of the Jews. Among countless other examples of his unhealthy obsession, Carlson has described Ukraine's Jewish President Volodymyr Zelensky as "rat-like," "shifty" and a "persecutor of Christians"; denounced "the farce of Nuremberg"; and attacked Jewish conservatives for having dual loyalties. His career is an exemplar of the sinister leading the credulous.
It was only a matter of time, then, that Carlson would invite Nick Fuentes up to his Maine cabin home studio for a chummy colloquy last week in which the self-professed Hitler and Stalin admirer ranted about "neocon Jewish types behind the Iraq War," "organized Jewry," "Zionist Jews ... controlling the media apparatus," and "the historic animosity between the Jewish people and the Europeans." The furthest Carlson went in rebuking Fuentes was to offer the friendly advice that he refrain from condemning "the Jews" per se, because "going on about the Jews helps the neocons." Otherwise, the two were simpatico, particularly on the subject of Christian Zionists, who, Carlson said, have been "seized by this brain virus."
Carlson's jovial exchange with Fuentes naturally stirred controversy, particularly within the conservative movement, which many pro-Israel Christians call home. So intense was the anger that the Heritage Foundation removed Carlson's name from a donation page on its website. The scrubbing must have been unauthorized, however, because the following day Heritage President Kevin Roberts released a defiant video reaffirming the organization's relationship with Carlson. "Christians can critique the state of Israel without being antisemitic," Roberts began, fending off an unmade accusation. Pummeling another straw man, Roberts allowed that while supporting Israel is fine when done in the American interest, "conservatives should feel no obligation to reflexively support any foreign government, no matter how loud the pressure becomes from the globalist class or from their mouthpieces in Washington."
If there's anyone conservatives should reflexively support, according to Roberts, it's Tucker Carlson. "We will always defend our friends against the slander of bad actors who serve someone else's agenda," Roberts said, a group that includes the podcaster, who "remains, and as I have said before, always will be a close friend of the Heritage Foundation." Roberts attacked Carlson's critics as a "venomous coalition" whose "attempt to cancel him will fail," and while acknowledging that he "abhor[s]" much of what Fuentes says, insisted that "canceling him is not the answer either."
In a speech at Hillsdale College on Monday night, Roberts apologized for the video as "a mistake made with the best of intentions," without condemning Carlson outright. Roberts delivered the same, equivocating message on Wednesday at a town hall with Heritage staff. Yet Roberts still seems not to understand the elementary distinction between "canceling" and ostracizing. Stalinists and Holocaust deniers like Fuentes are perfectly entitled to spew their nonsense on street corners, through self-published manifestos or in online livestreams. What they are not entitled to is the imprimatur of purportedly respectable institutions whose reputations hinge upon the voices they choose to amplify.
Carlson's promotion of Fuentes was a signal moment in the former Fox News star's moral atrophy. It also has forced an overdue reckoning on the American right. For far too long, the problem of antisemitism has been allowed to fester there because too many conservatives have been reluctant to speak out against its chief propagator. Finally, the battle lines are being drawn, with Sen. Ted Cruz of Texas, the Wall Street Journal editorial board and the editors of National Review lambasting Carlson as a reckless hatemonger, while former Trump adviser Steve Bannon, former congressman Matt Gaetz and the executive director of the American Conservative disingenuously defend him as a good-faith, just-asking-questions skeptic of the U.S.-Israel relationship.
Earlier this week, Carlson said the controversy over his parley with Fuentes is really "a fight over what happens after Donald Trump." He's right. Carlson and his fellow paleoconservatives have been explicit in their desire to avenge the honor of Patrick Buchanan, the former pundit and aide to presidents Richard Nixon and Ronald Reagan. Buchanan was exiled from the conservative movement over three decades ago when William F. Buckley Jr. accused him of antisemitism and Republican voters rejected his 1992 bid for their party's presidential nomination. Roberts is backing a campaign to persuade Trump to give Buchanan the Presidential Medal of Freedom. Trump has largely embraced Buchanan's trade protectionism and immigration restrictionism, but he has taken a noticeably different approach on Buchanan's third signature issue: foreign policy isolationism.
Though Trump campaigned as an isolationist, he has certainly not governed as one. He has recently pulled a U-turn on Ukraine, imposing fresh sanctions on Moscow and calling off a proposed summit with Putin in Budapest. Trump is also ramping up action against Venezuela, citing dubious legal pretext to launch airstrikes against alleged drug boats in the Caribbean Sea and amassing military assets off the country's coast for a possible attack on the mainland. And with Operation Midnight Hammer, he joined the Israeli assault on Iran's nuclear program. Even in symbolic ways, like changing the Defense Department's name to the War Department, Trump has taken American foreign policy in a more interventionist, even bellicose direction.
These decisions collectively constitute a repudiation of Tucker, Fuentes and their Buchananite paleoconservative followers. If this crew had had its way, Russia would have seized Kyiv years ago. Instead of aiding Venezuelan opposition leader and Nobel Peace Prize laureate Maria Corina Machado, whom Carlson assails as the puppet of a "globohomo" conspiracy, Washington would back strongman Nicolas Maduro, whom Carlson credits for banning gay marriage and sex-change operations. Israel, it almost goes without saying, would not only be cut off entirely from U.S. military aid but probably sanctioned as well.
Republican post-Trump foreign policy is of course a legitimate issue to debate. For years, there has been a spirited argument between hawks and self-described "restrainers," those who advocate a less ambitious interpretation of America's global responsibilities and a more parsimonious use of military force. The problem that many isolationists like Carlson and his acolytes have, however, is that when engaging in these debates they can't help but sink into the antisemitic gutter. For example, on Tuesday, Carlson said Republicans with a "neoconservative posture ... don't care about domestic policy because they don't care about the United States. But they do care about the U.S. Treasury and the Pentagon, the projection of force on behalf of Israel."
Ironically, the politician Carlson is harming most with his antics is the person he wants to succeed Trump: Vice President JD Vance. Carlson, who praised Vance in his discussion with Fuentes as one of the very few people on the right who shares his foreign policy views, reportedly played a decisive role in convincing Trump to name Vance as his running mate. Vance, who has since employed Carlson's son as his deputy press secretary, invited Carlson to the White House when he guest-hosted the "Charlie Kirk Show" following the assassination of its eponymous host. Having benefited from Carlson's scorched-earth campaign against "the neoconservatives," Vance now appears stuck with Carlson's antisemitic, conspiratorial, anti-American baggage whether he likes it or not.
Thus far, Vance has done nothing to distance himself from this kind of politics. When Politico exposed racist and antisemitic text messages sent by members of Young Republican clubs last month, the vice president forgivingly characterized the appalling behavior of these 20- and 30-somethings as "what kids do." A more disturbing incident occurred last week, when Vance responded to a question from a student at the University of Mississippi. Sounding very much like one of Fuentes' "groyper" followers, the young man in a MAGA hat asked Vance why the U.S. supports Israel "considering the fact that not only does their religion not agree with ours, but also openly supports the prosecution [sic] of ours." Instead of correcting the student and the disturbing number of people who applauded this morally inverted query by explaining that it is Christians who have a long history of persecuting Jews, Vance bypassed the accusation of Jewish religious oppression and legitimized the crowd's fears of Jewish political oppression, declaring, "When people say that Israel is somehow manipulating or controlling the president of the United States, they're not manipulating or controlling this president of the United States."
The MAGA civil war is about more than Republican foreign policy, the U.S. relationship with Israel or antisemitism. It's about competing visions of America. Six decades ago, William F. Buckley Jr. performed the conservative movement and the country a service when he condemned the paranoiac John Birch Society. He performed a similarly salutary act with Buchanan 30 years later. Buckley isn't with us anymore, and so it will be up to a new generation of conservative leaders to exercise moral hygiene and cleanse the movement of the bigots in their midst.
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The filibuster is a wall against a Mamdani-inspired socialist dystopia
Imagine what today's Democratic Party would do if it gained unchecked power? 

President Donald Trump speaks with Senate Republicans at a White House breakfast on Wednesday. (Andrew Harnik/Getty Images) 


By Marc Thiessen | 2025-11-06
In a meeting with Senate Republicans on Wednesday, President Donald Trump called on them to get rid of the filibuster so they can reopen the government with a simple majority vote. "It's time for Republicans to do what they have to do and that's terminate the filibuster," he declared, adding, "If you don't ... you'll be in bad shape."
Trump is right much of the time, but he is dead wrong here. Terminating the filibuster would pave the way for Democrats to transform America into a Zohran Mamdani-inspired socialist dystopia.
Think I'm exaggerating? Consider what Democrats could do if they ever got unified control of government with a filibuster-free Senate, in which the Republican minority's ability to delay or block legislation would be eliminated.
First, they could use their newfound power to cement their control -- by packing the Senate, packing the House, packing the electoral college and packing the courts.
Democrats would certainly make the District of Columbia a state, creating two more safe Democratic Senate seats. They could also admit Puerto Rico, adding two more seats that probably would lean Democratic. Those seats would tilt the delicately balanced chamber decisively in the Democrats' direction.
They could also pack the House by expanding the size of the lower chamber. Because House seats are apportioned by population, generally more populous blue states would gain the most seats. Since the number of competitive House seats has steadily declined, this would allow Democrats to employ aggressive gerrymandering to create a virtually unbreakable House majority.
This would also allow them to shift the electoral college. Because the size of the electoral college is determined by the size of each state's Senate and House delegations, they would be able to increase the number of blue-state electors as well. The electoral-college weight of Senate seats -- equal among all states under our federal system -- would be diminished, while the weight of House seats would rise. And if D.C. and Puerto Rico were added as states, the Democrats would add to their strength in the House (with new members from both places) and electoral college (six or seven new votes for Puerto Rico) even further. At the very moment Republicans are set to gain both congressional seats and electoral votes after the 2030 Census, ending the filibuster would allow Democrats to thwart these changes, and make it harder for the GOP to win the White House again.
Then, to lock in their political control, Democrats would surely pass the sweeping federal takeover of U.S. elections they tried to enact under President Joe Biden -- which was stopped only thanks to a GOP filibuster. With that obstacle eliminated by Republicans, Democrats would have the power to force all states to permit automatic and same-day voter registration; count mail-in votes that arrive up to 10 days after Election Day; allow third-party ballot harvesting; allow felons to vote; and count votes cast in the wrong precincts -- all while making it harder for election officials to review and remove ineligible voters from the rolls.
Republicans might try to challenge these moves in court. Good luck with that. Democrats would almost certainly use a filibuster-free Senate to pack the Supreme Court -- passing their legislation to add as many as six justices, installing an activist liberal majority to protect their constitutional overreach.
Once they consolidated their lock on political power, they could then enact every piece of socialist legislation that GOP filibusters help to block. Green New Deal? Check. Medicare-for-all? Check. Tuition-free college? Check. Restrictions on Second Amendment rights? Check. Taxpayer-funded abortion up until birth? Check. Fracking ban? Decriminalizing border crossings? Free health care for illegal migrants? Check, check, check. Without the filibuster, they would have the ability to pass anything they wanted without compromise or concessions.
Trump says getting rid of the filibuster would allow Republicans to enact their agenda. With a filibuster-free Senate, Democrats could reverse virtually every Trump achievement, and then take nationwide Mamdani's radical agenda for New York.
And if Republicans ever did find a way around these obstacles to regain power, don't assume they could easily reverse the changes Democrats make. Statehood has never been revoked in U.S. history. No Supreme Court justice has ever been removed from office. And big government is a one-way ratchet. Once Democrats pass new entitlements, they will never be repealed.
Why on earth would Republicans give Democrats the power to do all this? And for what? To pass a continuing resolution that keeps the government funded at Biden-era spending levels?
Trump is rightly frustrated that Democrats refuse to pass almost anything on a bipartisan basis. That is precisely the reason to keep the filibuster. Giving a party that has lurched so far to the left the power to enact its agenda, and lock Republicans out of power, would be suicidal for the GOP and the republic.
The filibuster is one of our democracy's last and most important institutional guardrails -- one that has kept our country centrist and stable. It protects us from tyranny of the majority that James Madison warned against by requiring some modicum of compromise and bipartisanship. Eliminating that guardrail would be a license for extremism. It would allow Democrats to radically transform our country on party-line votes -- while making it difficult for Republicans to win control of Congress or the White House ever again.
So, no, Republicans should not terminate the filibuster. If they do, America might never recover.
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Capital Weather Gang
CWG Live updates: Gusty but mild by afternoon, a warm weekend, then wintry early week
Much chillier early next week with snow showers possible.

(angela n.)


By A. Camden Walker | 2025-11-07
Welcome to cwg.live, updated around-the-clock by Capital Weather Gang meteorologists.
Happening now: Frost advisory ends at 8 a.m. Then we head for milder highs near 60 to mid-60s as winds gust and clouds increase.
What's next? Showers tonight. Warmer Saturday and similar on Sunday despite some showers arriving, then a strong cold front Sunday night. Highs only in the 40s early next week!
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Local Crime & Public Safety
Virginia teacher shot by student wins suit against former assistant principal
Abby Zwerner, formerly a teacher at Richneck Elementary School, was shot by her 6-year-old first-grade student in 2023.

Abby Zwerner with her mother, Julie Zwerner, after a verdict was reached Thursday. (Kendall Warner/The Virginian-Pilot/AP)


By Jim Morrison | 2025-11-06
Abby Zwerner, the teacher who was shot by her 6-year-old student at a Virginia elementary school, was awarded $10 million Thursday in her civil suit against the school's former assistant principal.
The jury deliberated 51/2 hours over two days after a six-day trial.
The $40 million suit hinged on whether Ebony Parker, the former assistant principal at Richneck Elementary School in Newport News, Virginia, was grossly negligent because she failed during several opportunities to thwart the threat in the hours before Zwerner was shot in 2023. Parker resigned after the shooting and faces eight felony child abuse charges in a trial set for mid-November.
Parker did not testify during the trial, which began with jury selection Oct. 27. The verdict is likely to be appealed.
Zwerner's attorneys said the verdict sends a message. After taking the case, they said, they received comments from teachers across the country concerned about their safety.
"School safety, teacher safety, children's safety, is the most important thing," said Jeffrey Breit, one of her attorneys. "This verdict reminds people that you will be held accountable if you don't make that your first concern."
Asked how Zwerner was feeling, Breit looked over at her family gathered on the sidewalk nearby and said, "She's smiling, her mother's smiling, and her sister's crying. That's all you need to know."
Parker and her defense team left the courtroom through a side door and did not address the media.
Zwerner was shot around 2 p.m. on Jan. 6, 2023, when her first-grade student pulled a 9mm handgun from his jacket pocket and shot her through her left hand. The bullet sliced through and narrowly missed her heart. It lodged by her spine and close to her aorta, so it could not be safely removed.
"I thought I had died. I thought I was either on my way to heaven or in heaven," Zwerner testified in court, her voice breaking. "Then it all got black, and so I then thought I wasn't going there.
"And then my next memory is I see two co-workers around me, and I process that I'm hurt and they're putting pressure on where I'm hurt."
Zwerner said she has undergone six surgeries and has been diagnosed with post-traumatic stress disorder. An expert forensic psychiatrist who testified on her behalf said she suffers from nightmares, anxiety and intrusive memories of that day.
Zwerner, who no longer teaches at Richneck, completed cosmetology school, something Parker's attorneys mentioned in questioning the ongoing severity of her hand injury, which one of Zwerner's physician witnesses described as the kind he saw on the battlefield.
In closing arguments Wednesday afternoon, one of Zwerner's lawyers argued that Parker had several chances to intervene once she was told the student may have had a gun.

Former Richneck Elementary School assistant principal Ebony Parker in court on Oct. 28 in Newport News, Virginia. (Stephen M. Katz/The Virginian-Pilot/Pool/AP)


"A gun changes everything," lawyer Kevin Biniazan said. "You stop and investigate. That's not what happened. ... It was Dr. Parker's job to investigate."
He noted that teachers and staff members told Parker about their concerns that Zwerner's student had a gun. "Each of them sounded the alarm, and they waited for the cavalry. No one came," he said.
Sandra Douglas, one of Parker's lawyers, argued that the idea of a 6-year-old bringing a gun to school and shooting a teacher was inconceivable except in hindsight.
"It was unforeseeable. It was unthinkable," she said about the shooting. "And it was unprecedented."
She argued that Zwerner and other teachers and staff members had opportunities to intervene and did not, noting a defense expert on Monday testified that Parker had not been negligent or indifferent in her actions that day.
Zwerner and the others did not remove the boy's backpack, Douglas said. They did not remove the boy. They did not further investigate claims by students, including two girls, that the boy had a firearm.
But Biniazan argued that the teachers and staff worked as a team to report to Parker, following school procedures. "One person had all the puzzle pieces, and that person was Dr. Parker," he added.
A 24-page special grand jury report filed last year found Parker was warned three times on the day of the shooting that the boy had a weapon but did not act.
A reading specialist, a music teacher, a guidance counselor and another first-grade teacher testified that, beginning midmorning, they warned Parker of concerns that the boy had a gun.
Amy Kovac, the reading specialist, was in Parker's office late that morning when Zwerner told her the boy had threatened to beat up a kindergartner during lunchtime and had been aggressive with a security officer. Parker, she testified, didn't look up.
After Zwerner left, Parker told Kovac that Zwerner could call the boy's mother to pick him up. Before the holidays, the boy had been on a modified schedule requiring a parent or guardian to be with him in school. Two days before the shooting, he had smashed Zwerner's phone, breaking the screen protector, and had been suspended for a day.
Later, Kovac said, two unidentified girls told her the boy had a gun. Kovac went to Zwerner's classroom, sat with him and asked him to check his bag. He refused. After noon, as Zwerner's class readied for recess, the boy appeared to put something in his pocket. Zwerner texted Kovac, who told Parker and searched the boy's backpack during recess. She did not find a gun.
When Kovac relayed Zwerner's observation to Parker, she was rebuffed. "She did say, 'Well, he has little pockets,'" Kovac testified. "And I said he put it in his jacket pocket, and I was kind of mad, you know, and I walked away."
During recess that day, Jennifer West, another first-grade teacher, testified that she watched the boy and another after being alerted by Zwerner. That second boy later nervously told her the student had shown him the gun and threatened him if he told anyone. "He said that he would hurt us," West testified. "He would blow us up."
West called the school office, and a music teacher relayed the finding to Parker. Eventually, Rolonzo Rawles, a guidance counselor, also learned about the concerns. He spoke to the student who reported the gun and then went to Parker, who told him the backpack had been searched.
He asked to search the boy. Parker said his mother would be coming soon to pick him up and that maybe they could wait until then.
The defense presented an expert witness Monday who said Rawles, Kovac, West and Zwerner should have intervened.
Amy Klinger, a former professor and director of the educational leadership program at Ashland University in Ohio, testified for the defense on Monday that the staff and teachers at Richneck, including Zwerner, had a responsibility to take more action than they did to stop a first-grader who may have had a gun.
Klinger is also the co-founder of the Educator's School Safety Network and the author of a 2009 book, "In Search of Safer Schools." She has testified in about 25 other cases. Asked by Douglas if she had an opinion about whether Parker breached professional standards that day, she replied, "She did not." Was she indifferent to Zwerner? "She was not," Klinger replied.
Parker, she said, needed to "establish the credibility of the threat" with better information from the others.
Lawyers for the Newport News School Board have argued that Zwerner can claim worker's compensation only because she was a school employee when shot. Judge Matthew W. Hoffman, who presided over the trial and will hold a hearing on additional motions, rejected that claim, ruling that being shot by a student isn't an expected risk of elementary school teachers. The school board lawyers have said they expect that ruling to be overturned on appeal following the trial.
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Higher Education
House Republicans say a Virginia college president lied to Congress over DEI
The House Judiciary committee is likely to send a criminal referral to the Justice Department of George Mason President Gregory Washington, according to two people familiar with the matter. 

House Republicans have lodged allegations against George Mason President Gregory Washington. (Maxine Wallace/The Washington Post)


By Dan Rosenzweig-Ziff | 2025-11-06
A Republican-led House committee is accusing George Mason University's president of lying to the panel when he testified in September about diversity policies the Trump administration say amount to racial discrimination.
An interim staff report from the House Judiciary committee released Thursday says GMU President Gregory Washington violated the law by making "materially false" statements to Congress about his involvement in implementing certain hiring policies at the Virginia university -- which appears to be the first time the committee has made such an accusation of a sitting university president.
The committee is likely to send a criminal referral about its allegations against Washington to the Justice Department, according to two people with direct knowledge of the matter, who spoke on the condition of anonymity because they were not authorized to speak publicly. They added all options are on the table. A criminal referral does not compel the Justice Department to take up a case.
Douglas F. Gansler, a lawyer for Washington who was present during the testimony, said his client did not say "one syllable of untruth during his testimony."
"The political lynching that they are attempting to commit here is 100 percent contrary to the actual facts that have been put forth," he said.
The George Mason Board of Visitors said in a statement it was consulting with university counsel and Washington's lawyer about how to proceed but said little else.
George Mason, the largest public four-year university in Virginia, has faced immense criticism from the Trump administration and many conservatives over diversity, equity and inclusion initiatives at the school, part of the president's broader effort to reshape American higher education and curb DEI policies nationally.
Ted Mitchell, president of the American Council on Education, called the Judiciary committee's involvement and finding of wrongdoing by Washington "absurd." He sees it as the continuation of the federal government's efforts to change higher education and believes it's another attempt to force Washington's removal.
"This is extraordinary if not unprecedented," Mitchell said. "They are way out of their lane."
Washington met with the House committee, chaired by Rep. Jim Jordan (R-Ohio), in a closed-door meeting on Sept. 3, weeks after it sent a letter alleging he had overseen a "pervasive culture of intolerance" at George Mason. In that letter, Jordan also said the institution had discriminated in its hiring and promotion of staff as part of steps to "advance systemic and cultural anti-racism."
Washington, who has led George Mason since 2020 and is its first Black president, has maintained that the school's policies comply with civil rights law, as well as Virginia law. He has said he believes programs that make the school more welcoming to different types of people better prepare all students for a diverse world.
The House committee said Washington testified that there was no formal review process for plans from departments or colleges at George Mason to make the university's faculty better reflect the diversity of its student body.
The report said Washington also said he did not punish units that did not go along with a plan from an anti-racism task force he formed in July 2020 amid a national reckoning on race. The committee alleges that Washington told schools they must institute policies to create a more diverse faculty and threatened to withhold funding from colleges that failed to do so, citing school documents it obtained and testimony from three school officials.
On Thursday, Gansler contended that any recommendations from the task force were considered guidelines for best practices, not requirements. There were no punishments levied, he said.
The House staff report alleged the policies at George Mason prioritized increasing the representation for Black and Hispanic candidates over those from other backgrounds, including Asian and White candidates.
The Trump administration has effectively flipped the historical interpretation of civil rights law, especially in higher education, prioritizing cases that allege transgender students and students of color are getting unfair advantages.
The report -- which also said Washington's policies probably were racially discriminatory -- mirrors criticisms raised in recent months by the Education and Justice departments. In August, the Education Department said Washington should apologize as part of a proposal to resolve a finding that George Mason illegally considered race in hiring and promotions. He has refused that proposal.

Washington, who has led George Mason since 2020 and is its first Black president, has maintained that the school's policies comply with civil rights law, as well as Virginia law. (Matt McClain/The Washington Post)


It has been a tense few months at the Northern Virginia campus, as critics and supporters of Washington alike wondered if he would be forced out at George Mason because of the federal scrutiny, as happened to another Virginia university leader. James E. Ryan resigned in June as president of the University of Virginia amid pressure from the Justice Department over that school's DEI policies.
Days after Ryan's ouster, the administration launched the first of several investigations into George Mason. Washington soon became one of few public university presidents to openly defend himself and push back against the administration, writing notes to the community explaining why he believed his policies were lawful and offering interviews to reporters.
Meanwhile, a growing chorus of Republicans at the university -- which boasts both a high-profile and conservative law school and economics department -- and at influential think tanks, called for George Mason's governing board to fire Washington.
The board, exclusively governed by appointees of Gov. Glenn Youngkin (R), has thus far resisted such calls.
In a previous interview with The Washington Post, Washington said he would not go quietly and would not quit.
"I don't run from the hard issues," Washington said at the time. "I run to them. I don't ask people to agree with me, just to enter a dialogue with me."
The Judiciary staff report said it was based on university documents, messages and committee interview with Washington and at least three other officials: an anonymous senior official, the associate dean of research at the public policy school and the dean of the conservative law school, Ken Randall.
The report said Randall testified that he felt pressure from Washington and his administration to hire more diverse faculty or risk consequences. Randall, who did not immediately respond to a request for comment from The Post, alleged that included Washington sabotaging an American Bar Association accreditation. At least one law professor previously told The Post he felt Washington helped save the law school from accreditation issue.
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Virginia Politics
Campaign jabs give way to 'lovely' lunch between Youngkin and Spanberger
Virginia Gov.-elect Abigail Spanberger (D) met for a traditional lunch Tuesday with outgoing Gov. Glenn Youngkin (R) as she begins assembling her transition team.

Abigail Spanberger (D) and her husband, Adam, meet outgoing Gov. Glenn Youngkin (R) and his wife, Suzanne, at the Executive Mansion in Richmond on Thursday. (Gregory Schneider/TWP)


By Gregory S. Schneider | 2025-11-06
RICHMOND -- Sure, it's true that in the heat of a high-stakes political campaign, Virginia Gov. Glenn Youngkin (R) posted on X that Democrat Abigail Spanberger "does not have the courage or morality to be the governor." But on Thursday all that rhetoric was behind them as Youngkin and Spanberger -- who is now governor-elect -- sat down at the Executive Mansion for a friendly lunch of crab cakes.
Virginia crab cakes, of course.
"We had a lovely lunch," Youngkin told reporters after emerging from the mansion with his wife, Suzanne, and Spanberger and her husband, Adam. Though he routinely questioned Spanberger's character after news broke last month about violently worded text messages sent three ago by her fellow Democrat, now Attorney General-elect Jay Jones, Youngkin on Thursday was welcoming.
"Our administration is fully, fully standing by to support in any aspect necessary to make sure that the transition goes extremely smoothly and that Governor-elect Spanberger is ready on Day One to do the job of the people," Youngkin said.
Spanberger, the first woman elected governor of Virginia, thanked the Youngkins for a "wonderful, wonderful lunch" -- a longtime Virginia tradition following a gubernatorial election -- and for "a wonderful discussion of the transition process and some of the basic realities of what this is going to do for our family."
She and her husband have three school-age girls and, despite living within reach of the Capitol in nearby Henrico County, said they plan to move into the circa-1817 Executive Mansion. After all, Spanberger pointed out, it's a constitutional requirement.
Spanberger has already begun the process of building her transition team, which will be headquartered in a state office building near Capitol Square. She has chosen Bonnie Krenz-Schnurman, who was her chief of staff during three terms in Congress, to serve the same role on the transition team.
Her list of ceremonial co-chairs features Virginia House Speaker Don Scott (D-Portsmouth); Senate president pro tem L. Louise Lucas (D-Portsmouth); Del. Candi Mundon King (D-Prince William); and former Congress members Jennifer Wexton and Rick Boucher, both Democrats.
Spanberger is set to be sworn into office on Saturday, Jan. 17.
Spanberger and Youngkin took a handful of questions from reporters during Thursday's brief joint appearance. Asked about her sense of mandate from a Tuesday's landslide election in which she bested Republican nominee Winsome Earle-Sears by 14 points and Democrats gained 13 seats in the House of Delegates, Spanberger said she feels compelled to live up to campaign promises to reduce the cost of housing, energy and health care.
"Obviously there's going to be some challenges along the way with some of the impacts of some federal legislation on the state," Spanberger added.
Youngkin, who like all Virginia governors is prohibited from seeking a consecutive second term, said he was committed to assisting Spanberger with the transition. "This is part of what makes Virginia special," he said. "That we have an election, that people choose the next governor, and then we go to work to make sure the outgoing governor hands the incoming governor a state that is in [the] best possible condition that it can possibly be in."
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Local Crime & Public Safety
Jury finds D.C. 'sandwich guy' not guilty of assaulting officer
Sean C. Dunn admitted he flung the hoagie at a federal agent. His attorneys called it a "harmless gesture" of protest as Trump commandeered D.C. police.

Sean C. Dunn holding a sandwich Aug. 10. (Andrew Leyden/Getty Images)


By Salvador Rizzo | 2025-11-06
A jury on Thursday acquitted a D.C. man who was charged with assault after throwing a sandwich at a federal agent during President Donald Trump's crime crackdown in the nation's capital.
The one-sided food fight, which was captured on video and spread through social media, became a slapstick symbol of resistance to Trump's summertime takeover of local law enforcement. The defendant, Sean C. Dunn, said he was speaking out against what he characterized as fascism and anti-migrant policies from the Trump administration.
U.S. Attorney Jeanine Pirro's office said the 37-year-old Air Force veteran was not on trial for protesting but for "throwing a sandwich at a federal officer at point-blank range." Prosecutors sought to indict Dunn on a felony assault count, but a grand jury rejected that charge, and prosecutors downgraded it to a misdemeanor.
The trial jury in U.S. District Court rejected that charge as well, deliberating for seven hours over two days before returning the not-guilty verdict.
It was the highest-profile repudiation to date of Pirro's efforts to ratchet up penalties for local offenses. Grand juries have declined to indict several people accused of assaulting federal officers this year. A trial jury last month acquitted a D.C. woman, Sydney L. Reid, who had rowdily protested an immigration arrest at the doors of the city jail and was charged with the same misdemeanor as Dunn.
"I'm relieved, and I'm looking forward to moving on with my life," Dunn told reporters after the verdict was read. He added later, "I am so happy that justice prevails, in spite of everything happening."
Pirro said in a statement that she accepted the jury's verdict. "However, law enforcement should never be subjected to assault, no matter how 'minor,'" she said. "Even children know when they are angry, they are not allowed to throw objects at one another."
The prosecution called two witnesses: the Customs and Border Protection agent who was on the receiving end of the sandwich and a Metro Transit Police detective who saw the Aug. 10 incident unfold. Defense attorneys called no witnesses.
The straitlaced court proceedings seemed to crack at times as lawyers played video of Dunn bobbing up and down, hurling expletives at a group of law enforcement officers patrolling a popular nightlife area at 14th and U Streets NW, as a bystander chuckled at the scene and offered running commentary. ("No, Superman!")
Jurors also saw video of the sandwich being thrown, the short-lived foot chase that followed and Dunn's statements after the arrest: "I did it. I threw a sandwich. I did it to draw them away from where they were. I succeeded."
The meatiest factual dispute concerned whether the salami sub had "exploded" on the CBP agent's uniform. The agent, Gregory Lairmore, testified that he mostly tried to ignore Dunn's late-night tirade outside a Subway restaurant, until he felt the impact of the sandwich through his bulletproof vest.
"The sandwich kind of exploded all over my uniform," Lairmore said. "It smelled of onions and mustard."
Defense attorney Sabrina Shroff then displayed a photo of the wrapped sandwich on the ground and pressed the agent to clarify whether it had really exploded. Lairmore said a piece of the sub seemed to be visible in the photo. "I had mustard and condiments on my uniform, and an onion hanging from my radio antenna that night," the agent said.
During closing arguments Wednesday, Shroff questioned whether Lairmore really felt threatened, noting that his co-workers gave him a plush toy sandwich as a gag gift, which he displayed on his office shelf, and an insignia that he affixed on his lunchbox, showing a likeness of Dunn hoisting a hoagie above the words "Felony Footlong."
"They're joking about it with each other, and they're joking about it with Agent Lairmore. Why? Because they think it's funny," she said.
Judge Carl J. Nichols instructed the jury that to convict Dunn, they would have to find he acted forcibly and generated a "reasonable apprehension of immediate bodily harm."

Artwork in the Adams Morgan neighborhood depicts Dunn, a former Justice Department employee, throwing a sandwich. It spoofs street artist Banksy's "Flower Thrower." (Tom Brenner/For The Washington Post)


Dunn's attorneys said Lairmore was "very heavily armed" and with a group of law enforcement officers, in addition to wearing the bulletproof vest. "If that vest ... is going to keep you safe from military rifle fire, it is certainly going to keep you safe from a sandwich," Shroff said.
"In this country, the last time I checked, dissent and opposition are not crimes," she said.
Prosecutors asked jurors to set aside any opinions they might have about Trump's law enforcement surge and find Dunn guilty. A Washington Post-Schar School poll of D.C. residents conducted in August found that 8 in 10 respondents opposed Trump's executive order to federalize law enforcement in the city for one month, with about 7 in 10 opposing it "strongly."
"This case is not about someone with strong opinions. It's not about immigration. It's not about the First Amendment," Assistant U.S. Attorney Michael DiLorenzo said in his closing Wednesday. "It's about someone who crossed the line."
Dunn was a paralegal for the Office of International Affairs in the Justice Department's criminal division in Washington until he was fired over the incident. He deployed to Afghanistan for several months from 2010 to 2011 as a member of the Air Force. His nighttime caper inspired several online memes and D.C. mural art. Supporters raised more than $11,000 for Dunn through a GoFundMe page, and Dunn said after the verdict that the Washington-based law firm Steptoe LLP represented him pro bono, along with Shroff.
Trump declared a crime emergency in the District on Aug. 11. The declaration expired the following month, but about 2,500 National Guard troops summoned by the president continue to patrol the city. A federal judge has indicated she may rule soon on a legal challenge brought by D.C. officials seeking to end the National Guard deployment.
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Maryland
Maryland sues Trump administration over decision to keep FBI in D.C.
The lawsuit comes after the Trump administration reversed plans, years in the making, to move the FBI's headquarters to Greenbelt, Maryland.

Outside the the Ronald Reagan Building and International Trade Center, where the Trump administration is hoping to relocate the FBI's headquarters. (Manuel Balce Ceneta/AP)


By Katie Mettler, Lateshia Beachum | 2025-11-06
The state of Maryland on Thursday filed a federal lawsuit against the Trump administration over its decision to keep the FBI's headquarters in D.C. instead of relocating the agency to Prince George's County under plans that were approved by the Biden administration.
The lawsuit -- filed in U.S. District Court in Maryland by Attorney General Anthony G. Brown (D) and the county -- alleges that President Donald Trump's administration violated federal law by disregarding explicit congressional directives related to potential sites for a new FBI complex and failing to consult with the state when it chose to move the agency to the Ronald Reagan Building and International Trade Center in Northwest Washington.
"When Congress passes a law and appropriates money for a specific purpose, the executive branch doesn't just ignore it because they don't like the outcome," Brown said at a news conference announcing the lawsuit.
Gov. Wes Moore (D) said the Trump administration's plan is "not just illegal" but also "lacks common sense."
The president's "foolishness will put our public servants in jeopardy," Moore said, referring to concerns over the security of the Reagan building compared with a new site in Greenbelt that was meant to be comparable to the CIA's headquarters in Langley, Virginia, or the National Security Agency's in Fort Meade, Maryland.

Maryland Gov. Wes Moore (D), alongside state Attorney General Anthony G. Brown (D) and other officials, announces the state's lawsuit against the Trump administration Thursday. (Lateshia Beachum/The Washington Post)


The state's legal challenge, backed by the congressional delegation's Democratic members, comes after months of battling with the White House and FBI Director Kash Patel over their decision.
The U.S. General Services Administration (GSA), which oversees federal real estate, approved a plan in 2023 to move the FBI to Greenbelt, Maryland, in what would be an economic boon to the suburb located east of the nation's capital. The decision came after a years-long review process spurred by the increasing deterioration of the agency's current headquarters inside the J. Edgar Hoover Building in D.C.
When announcing the new Reagan building plan in July, the GSA characterized the move as an efficient way to avoid $300 million in delayed maintenance costs to the decrepit Hoover building and "billions" in constructing a new campus in Greenbelt.
A spokesperson for GSA said the agency does not comment on ongoing litigation. The White House deferred to the Justice Department, which declined to comment, and the FBI, which did not immediately respond to a request for comment.
State and local officials are asking a federal judge to toss the Trump administration plan and permanently prevent a "reprogramming" of the funds Congress allocated for the Greenbelt site. The lawsuit alleges that the administration violated federal appropriations requirements by denying Maryland and Prince George's County "the opportunity to provide relevant information and otherwise influence the agencies' decisions to select the Ronald Reagan Building as the site and reprogram the funds."
The new plan has yet to be finalized. Last week, a U.S. Senate committee voted along party lines to advance the proposal to renovate the Reagan building so it meets security requirements. In a prospectus that included a "30-year, present-value cost analysis," the GSA estimated the renovation cost would be $1.6 billion while new construction could rise to $2.4 billion.
At the news conference, Maryland's leaders attacked the decision to move the headquarters to the Reagan building, saying it was neither cost-effective nor safe. They emphasized that both the state and Prince George's have already committed several hundred million dollars to infrastructure and other costs related to the Greenbelt site.
"Greenbelt is the site. Greenbelt's where it should be," said U.S. Rep. Glenn Ivey (D), whose district includes Greenbelt. "It's the safest for the people who work for the FBI."
State Sen. President Bill Ferguson (D) echoed Ivey's safety concerns, invoking the devastation of the Oklahoma City bombing 30 years ago at the Alfred P. Murrah Federal Building while making the case for a more secure site in Greenbelt. "It's not hypothetical," Ferguson said. "It's not a political game."
The lawsuit marks the latest turn in a saga over the FBI headquarters that began in the 2000s, when FBI officials warned that the Hoover building was no longer suitable and needed to be replaced.
After the agency launched a formal search in 2016, lawmakers and federal officials began working toward a plan to move the FBI into a more secure complex. Three sites, two in Maryland and one in Virginia, emerged as final candidates in a politically tense application process that pitted officials in both states against one another.
Under President Joe Biden's administration in 2023, the GSA selected Greenbelt -- a half-hour from downtown D.C. by Metro -- as the agency's next home.
That sparked frustration from both Virginia lawmakers and the FBI top brass, who favored a site in Springfield, Virginia, as a better fit and alleged that there was a conflict of interest in the selection process. A review launched by the GSA's inspector general concluded in February of this year that while the selection process was flawed, it did not represent a conflict of interest.
Less than six weeks later, in March, Trump gave a speech at the Justice Department saying he planned to keep the FBI in downtown D.C.
The Trump administration has since promoted a broader plan to shrink the bureau's footprint in the D.C. area and relocate personnel to Huntsville, Alabama. FBI Deputy Director Dan Bongino, for example, has pushed to move one of the bureau's elite training academies from Quantico, Virginia, to Alabama.
The potential loss of the Greenbelt site has been acutely felt by Prince George's County, which had been relying on a new FBI complex to boost its struggling economy. At the news conference Thursday, Prince George's County Executive Aisha Braveboy (D) said the complex would be the largest development in county history.
Northern Virginia has benefited from hosting the Pentagon and neighboring Montgomery County has been lifted by the National Institutes of Health, Braveboy said. Prince George's, Braveboy argued, deserves its own economic opportunity -- especially when the county won the contract fairly.
"Here in Prince George's County, we have an opportunity to be the leader in cybersecurity for not just the nation, but the world," she said. "We're not conceding and we're not giving up."
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Capital Weather Gang
CWG Live updates: Frosty tonight, milder into the weekend. But then a cold blast Monday.
A brief chill today before a nice warm-up Friday and Saturday.

(Philip Metlin/Flickr)


By David Streit, Ian Livingston, Dan Stillman, Jason Samenow | 2025-11-06
Welcome to cwg.live, updated around-the-clock by Capital Weather Gang meteorologists.
Happening now: Mainly clear tonight, with some increase in clouds late. It could be a frosty one in and around the Beltway, with lows ranging across the 30s in most spots.
What's next? Highs return to the 60s Friday and Saturday before a strong cold push on Sunday. Highs reach only the 40s early next week. Showers can be expected Friday night and again Sunday morning.
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Local Education
Kidnapping skit in a high school club's video draws outrage
A video from the Muslim Student Association at Thomas Jefferson High School drew criticism, with some saying it evoked the taking of Israeli hostages by Hamas.

Thomas Jefferson High School for Science and Technology in Alexandria, Virginia. (Katherine Frey/The Washington Post)


By Karina Elwood | 2025-11-06
The video skit opens with a student asking classmates whether they planned to go to a meeting of the Muslim Student Association the next day.
When the pair answer no, other students pretend to kidnap them, throwing a kaffiyeh scarf over one's head and grabbing the other before putting them in a plastic bin. When two more students appear, they quickly agree to attend.
The clip ends with an image of students from Thomas Jefferson High School for Science and Technology grinning with the text: "No one was harmed in the making of this video."
The students' parents say the video posted on the club's Instagram account, which has since been made private, was inspired by others they'd seen online from various student groups across the country trying to recruit attendees to events. But to some who saw it, it was a disturbing scene that evoked Hamas militants' mass kidnappings in Israel on Oct. 7, 2023. The attack, which killed about 1,200 people in Israel, led to the Israel-Gaza war, which has killed more than 67,000 Palestinians.
Fallout from the video has reverberated within the school and in the community, showing how heightened political tension and division over the war continue to spill into schools -- and putting administrators in the position to mediate. Within days of the video's posting last month, the Jewish Community Relations Council of Greater Washington said the students were "making light of violence."
"Acting out this type of violence is traumatizing for many of us to watch and, given world events, especially traumatizing to our Jewish students, staff, and community," TJ Principal Michael Mukai wrote in an Oct. 27 letter to parents denouncing  the video.
The students were removed from the classroom pending an investigation, according to the Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR). The organization said the students were being unfairly judged based on "racist tropes and stereotypes about Muslims and Arabs."
"When speech arouses alarm or discomfort, especially around sensitive topics like race or religion, administrators' instinct is often to act swiftly and punitively," said Aaron Terr, director of public advocacy for the Foundation for Individual Rights and Expression, which advocates for free speech.
Parents of the students who made the video said their children, who range in age from 14 to 17, were not trying to make any kind of political statement. They spoke on the condition of anonymity to protect the identity of their children.
In a letter to school officials, CAIR argued that the outrage and decision to remove the students from class arose only because of the students' backgrounds, which the organization said violates antidiscrimination free-speech laws.
But Guila Franklin Siegel, chief operating officer of the Jewish Community Relations Council of Greater Washington, said in an interview that some details in the video -- including the kaffiyeh, a garment that has become a symbol of Palestinian resistance, and the fact that one student was wearing a pro-Palestinian shirt -- make it hard to see this as anything other than a direct reference to the Israel-Gaza conflict.
"This particular video so clearly referenced and implicated events in the Middle East, it's impossible to dismiss it as just a random manifestation of some online trend," Franklin Siegel said. "And if we throw our hands up and say, 'Well, that's just something the kids are doing online,' we're failing them."
With the prevalence of social media, schools have faced questions about what responsibilities administrators or other staff have to monitor what students say and share online -- especially when that content is filmed on campus.
Terr, with the Foundation for Individual Rights and Expression, said schools have limited legal authority to punish students for what they say, especially off school grounds and outside school hours, unless they can show the speech is really disruptive to the school environment or amounts to harassment.
"The political climate and rising polarization is the backdrop for many free-speech controversies in public schools today," Terr said. "I think it makes reactions to speech more intense, generates more demands for censorship. It puts more pressure on schools to do something."
In the wake of the Hamas attack on Israel, reaction to the conflict spilled onto college campuses and seeped into K-12 public schools. It spiked incidents of antisemitism targeting people who are Jewish and accounts from Palestinian students of feeling unwelcome in their school communities.
In a statement, Fairfax County Public Schools said it was aware of the video by the Thomas Jefferson students and a similar one from the Muslim Student Association at Langley High School. The district said the videos were not approved by the schools or district.
"FCPS would never consider these videos to be appropriate or acceptable content," spokeswoman Julie Allen said in a statement. "Any students found to be violating our Student Rights and Responsibilities will be held accountable for their actions."
The school district declined to comment on the discipline status of students and would not say what violations may have been committed.
Franklin Siegel said she was happy the school district took the matter seriously. She urged the district to set clearer guidelines for when students can use a school's name on social media accounts to avoid situations like this, where accounts bearing the school's name can go unmonitored.
Some parents of the MSA club members agreed the school needs to have clearer social media rules. They said they did not condone the video yet also saw it as an opportunity to teach students how to be empathetic to peers.
But the parents emphasized that it seemed their children were being unfairly scrutinized when other students around the country had made similar videos -- including the one posted by the MSA chapter at Langley High. The video follows a similar premise, with students covering one classmate's head with a bag and carrying them to the trunk of a car. The video at Thomas Jefferson was filmed inside a classroom.
CAIR said it is only aware of discipline at Thomas Jefferson High and is representing only families at that school.
Thomas Jefferson is regularly ranked as one of the top public high schools in the country with more than 2,000 students, and its status often attracts added attention. A discrimination lawsuit over the high school's admissions process was litigated all the way up to the Supreme Court, which declined to take up the case in 2024.
At the high school, parents of the students who made the video said teachers and students have been supportive of their kids. Some students have made petitions to support the MSA students. One had more than 500 signatures by Monday afternoon.
"Allowing videos such as this to be suppressed creates 'acceptable' and 'unacceptable' behaviors for religions, races, sexes, genders; it is the beginning of restricting what a member of a certain demographic can do," the petition reads. "As for the administration's decisions, they have made it exceedingly clear that they do not value the opinions of the student community."
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The Optimist
She thought she had a kidney stone. It was a full-term baby girl.
"Never once did pregnancy cross my brain," said Rebecca Johnson, a Virginia schoolteacher. 

Carlee Evangeline was born on Sept. 9. Her mother, Rebecca Johnson, did not know she was pregnant with her until she went into labor. (Rebecca Johnson)


By Sydney Page | 2025-11-06
On a recent morning, Rebecca Johnson woke up with back pain. She tried to shrug it off.
"I thought maybe it's an old mattress or I have sciatica," said Johnson, 37. "I took a Tylenol and went to work."
By the time Johnson -- a special-education teacher in Virginia -- got to school that morning, Sept. 9, she was doubled over in pain.
"I'm telling my husband it feels like labor pains, but there's no way it's that," said Johnson, who works at Dupont Elementary in Hopewell, south of Richmond.
Before long, it hurt too much to walk. Her back throbbed, and she felt a constant urge to urinate. Given the symptoms, she figured it was a kidney stone -- something she had never previously experienced.
Johnson and her husband, Lee, rushed to TriCities Hospital. While they waited to see a doctor, the pain intensified by the minute.
"I'm telling my husband this hurts worse than any labor I've been in," said Johnson, who has two daughters, ages 9 and 1. "I'm yelling so loudly."

Clara Snow, 9, with her little sister Cecila Lyn, 1. (Rebecca Johnson)


Nurses who examined her suspected a kidney stone, too, and moved her to a small private room.
Suddenly, Johnson's lower half was drenched in fluid -- which she assumed was urine she couldn't control. She then told the nurses she needed to go to the bathroom, and as she sat on a bedside commode, she felt something moving through her.
She looked over at a nurse who appeared to be in shock.
"That's a head!" the nurse exclaimed.
Johnson was giving birth to a full-term baby girl. She had no idea she was pregnant.
"I'm going through the panic in my brain," Johnson said. Meanwhile, "my husband has gone sheet white."
They moved Johnson over to a stretcher to deliver the child.
"I was screaming so loud," she said. "I delivered within three or four pushes."
"I look at my husband, and I'm like, 'What is going on?'" Johnson said.

Lee and Rebecca Johnson in 2015. (Rebecca Johnson)


They were in disbelief. The couple married in 2011, and they spent years trying to start a family. After fertility treatments, they welcomed their first daughter, Clara Snow, in 2016.
"We were told after that we weren't going to be able to have kids without intervention," Johnson said.
Eight years later, the couple was stunned when Johnson became pregnant naturally with their second daughter, Cecilia Lyn, who was born in August 2024.

Cecilia Lyn was born in August 2024. (Rebecca Johnson)


"We just thought this was never going to happen again and it was a big fluke," Johnson said.
In February 2025, Johnson noticed that her breast milk dried up earlier than expected -- which can happen with a new pregnancy -- but the same thing had happened six months after the birth of her first daughter. She took two pregnancy tests just to be sure, and both were negative.

Clara, the eldest Johnson daughter. (Rebecca Johnson)


Then in April, she started having some pain in her lower abdominal area and assumed it was an ovarian cyst, as she has polycystic ovary syndrome.
"I took one day off work and a couple hot showers and I was fine," she said, noting that her period had not returned since giving birth to her second daughter, which can be normal.
"It can take up to a year to get your cycle back," Johnson said.
In the months that followed, nothing seemed out of the ordinary. Johnson was often tired, she said, but she attributed that to caring for a toddler while working full-time.
She also noticed she wasn't losing much of the baby weight from her previous pregnancy -- something she chalked up to her polycystic ovary syndrome.
"Never once did pregnancy cross my brain," Johnson said.

The Johnson family during a fall outing. (Rebecca Johnson)


When the baby arrived, the hospital staff was as dumbfounded as the parents. TriCities Hospital does not have a labor and delivery unit, so Johnson was transferred that evening to another hospital.
"Everyone was very kind and very loving," Johnson said. "Everyone came down to see the crazy baby who was born out of nowhere."
According to the Cleveland Clinic, only 1 in 2,500 pregnancies go unnoticed until delivery, in what is called a "cryptic pregnancy," though staff members at TriCities Hospital said cases like Johnson's happen more often than one might think.
"We see at least one every year," said Ashley Cundiff, the hospital's chief nursing officer. "It was a really fun morning."
She said Johnson had a "precipitous delivery," which is when childbirth occurs rapidly and sometimes unexpectedly.
"It unfolded so quickly," said Brittney Dillard, the nursing director of the emergency room, who was there during Johnson's delivery. "There was definitely shock among everybody."

Carlee Evangeline is a smiley, cuddly baby. (Rebecca Johnson)


Carlee Evangeline was born weighing 7 pounds and 8 ounces, and doctors believe that Johnson was between 38 and 40 weeks gestation. The story was first reported by CBS 6 News.
"She ended up perfect," Johnson said. "We were told we weren't going to have a kid naturally. The second one was a blessing, and this one was just a straight miracle."
Still, it took Johnson time to adjust to her new reality of having a newborn she wasn't expecting. Neighbors, friends and relatives immediately delivered baby clothing and food as soon as the family got home from the hospital.
"We've had a lot of support," Johnson said. "This is amazing but crazy. This is really real."
Johnson said their three girls are "doing great" and adjusting well.
"Everybody is happy and healthy," she said, adding that Carlee's personality has started to come through. She is a big cuddler, Johnson said, and she often gives side-eye.

The Johnson sisters. (Rebecca Johnson)


Johnson hopes their story offers hope to people facing fertility challenges.
"Just remember, it's not always your timing. Sometimes God steps in when you least expect it," she said.
Although Carlee's arrival was certainly a shock, Johnson said her family feels complete.
"I wouldn't want the story to go any other way," she said. "It's who I get to come home to."
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Maryland Politics
Ailing Prince George's County tries again to help fired federal workers
Money from the county's casino will go toward District 8 residents who have been affected by government layoffs and furloughs.

County Council Chair Edward P. Burroughs III, center, with members of 100 Black Men of Prince George's on Wednesday. (Lateshia Beachum/The Washington Post) 


By Lateshia Beachum | 2025-11-06
Federal workers in Prince George's County who have been fired or furloughed by the Trump administration can soon tap into a $1 million relief fund announced by County Council Chair Edward P. Burroughs III (D-District 8) and a local nonprofit on Wednesday.
There's just one catch: They have to live within a six-mile radius of the MGM National Harbor Hotel and Casino to be eligible for the aid.
That's because about $800,000 of the money that's available to residents in the county's District 8 comes from casino revenue that, under a state law, must be spent toward community programs within that radius of the casino's premises.
"It's so important that this community come together and let our federal workers know they are not alone," Burroughs said during a joint announcement of the Federal Employee Relief Fund with members of the nonprofit 100 Black Men of Prince George's. "To show up to work everyday and serve this country with such dignity and honor and to now find yourself in a food bank line is the reality that so many of our family members and neighbors find themselves in."
Prince George's County, which is home to about 70,000 federal workers, has suffered from the Trump administration's massive federal spending cuts, with thousands of county residents losing their federal government jobs. The administration also has reversed a previously approved plan to move the FBI's headquarters to Greenbelt, which would have been a major economic boon to the area.
Moreover, the Washington Commanders announced they will leave Northwest Stadium in Landover for a new stadium in D.C. And, most recently, the county lost Six Flags America, a major tax revenue generator in Bowie that closed last weekend after 50 years.
The county has been struggling to financially support affected federal government workers and others hurt by a reduction in federal spending. But an increasing budget shortfall -- in part driven by those economic impacts -- that could reach $157 million over the next seven years has stood in the way.
Last month, council leaders had to pare down an ambitious bill that sought to give $1,000 per laid-off worker to one with incentives for businesses that hire former federal employees and job prioritization at the county level. The county simply didn't have enough funds to back the effort, officials said.
At least 1,000 residents of District 8 -- which encompasses Camp Springs, Fort Washington and Temple Hills -- are estimated to be eligible for the new relief fund, Burroughs said.
But a cap in the amount of people who will qualify is in flux depending on how many actually apply by the encouraged deadline of Nov. 21, said Marquez Ball, president of 100 Black of Men of Prince George's County.
The website that potential beneficiaries can use to apply was developed in four days, he said. District 8 residents can also expect to receive mailers about the fund soon.
"This fund is a recognition that Prince George's County takes care of its own and is a statement that no one should have to choose between groceries and a car note, between medicine and keeping the lights on or between caregiving for an aging family member or gas to get to work because you're an essential employee" Ball said.
Thousands of county residents who didn't lose federal jobs are also in need in what has been a tumultuous local economy. In particular, recipients of the federal Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program have struggled to buy food and other basic necessities after the Trump administration stopped funding the program when the federal government shut down.
The administration has since agreed to pay for half of those benefits for November, in compliance with a federal court order, while the Maryland government is tapping into a reserve fund to come up with the other half.
County leaders have worked to assist those people by boosting partnerships with food banks and churches while urging those who can donate to give to locations around the county.
County Executive Aisha N. Braveboy (D) said last Friday at a news conference that of the 100,000 SNAP beneficiaries in Prince George's about 48,000 are children.
"We want to reassure the public we have their back," Braveboy said. "We're providing as much as we can for them, and we're doing it together."
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Tech
Elon Musk wins $1 trillion pay package tying him to Tesla for a decade
In an era of skyrocketing CEO pay, the award is unprecedented. The deal sets up Elon Musk to become the world's first trillionaire.

Elon Musk in 2019. (Jae C. Hong/AP)


By Faiz Siddiqui | 2025-11-07
Tesla shareholders overwhelmingly approved a $1 trillion pay package intended to keep Elon Musk in charge of the company for the next decade, as the automaker enters a new phase defined by bets on artificial intelligence.
The measure had met unusual public resistance from investors, advisers and activists who argued it was excessive or unmerited, pointing to Musk's recent track record of work outside Tesla -- including his time overseeing the U.S. DOGE Service -- some of which has hurt the brand. But Musk also presided over historic gains, turning the company into the world's most valuable automaker and becoming the world's richest person.
Now he is poised to take the company into its next phase, defined by its shift from an auto manufacturer to a firm pursuing massive software bets and a foray into robotics.

Tesla shareholders approved a pay package Nov. 6 that could make its CEO Elon Musk the world's first trillionaire.


Musk triumphantly took the stage at the company's headquarters in Austin, to steep applause and chants of his name.
"What we're about to embark upon is not merely a new chapter of the future of Tesla but a whole new book," he announced.
Musk laid out a product road map including Tesla's Optimus humanoid robot, its Cybercab autonomous vehicle and an existing fleet of Teslas that, through software updates, the company hopes to one day make autonomous. He declared the company's new mission: "to achieve sustainable abundance," a shift from its prior pursuit "to accelerate the world's transition to sustainable energy."
Musk, who has a track record of overpromising, laid out far-reaching ambitions for the robot, from industrial applications to home assistance to health care. He said the number of such robots could eventually stretch into the tens of billions. "People often talk about eliminating poverty, giving everyone amazing medical care," he said. "Well there's actually only one way to do that and that's with the Optimus robot."
The pay package is a vote of confidence from shareholders that Musk is the man to take Tesla to those new heights, heralding a new era of compensation even among CEOs with sky-high pay. Its only close comparison is Musk's prior deal with Tesla, a $56 billion pay package that is before the Delaware Supreme Court after another Delaware judge invalidated it, citing an allegedly unfair process.
Rohan Williamson, professor of finance at Georgetown University, said Musk's argument for commanding such a vast paycheck is largely unique to Tesla -- though similar deals may become more prevalent in an age of founder-led start-ups.
"No matter how you slice it, it's a lot," Williamson said. But the deal seeks to emphasize Musk's central -- even singular -- role in the company's rise, and its fate going forward.
"I drove this to where it is and without me it's going to fail," Williamson said, summarizing Musk's argument.
Tesla and its shareholders mounted an unusual offensive in recent days to win backing for the deal, arguing the unprecedented pay package was necessary to keep Musk at the helm during a "critical inflection point" defined by artificial intelligence.
Tesla officials made a rare appeal for support for the package in a recent meeting with BlackRock, one of the company's largest institutional investors, according to a person with knowledge of the meeting, speaking on the condition of anonymity to discuss a private matter. Charles Schwab announced its support for the pay package on Tuesday after Tesla fans threatened to shift their holdings away from the bank. And though Tesla has for years resisted advertising its cars, it launched a blitz of social media posts, videos and a dedicated website imploring shareholders to vote yes.
Board Chair Robyn Denholm took the stage Thursday, her voice hoarse, and immediately hinted at the work that had gone into securing the deal.
"I apologize for my voice. I've been speaking to investors for the last couple of weeks -- nonstop, I think," she said. Ultimately, Tesla announced that Musk's pay package had been approved with more than 75 percent support.
The pay package would be awarded in 12 tranches, most requiring Musk to grow Tesla's valuation in $500 billion increments and hit certain operational goals, such as delivering Tesla's 20 millionth vehicle. It allows the board discretion on certain terms of the stock awards, leading critics to argue the milestones are suggestions rather than mandates.
The package comes as Tesla's profits have declined and the company has faced business challenges stemming, in part, from unprecedented backlash to Musk's involvement in the Trump administration. A Yale University study estimated that Musk's political activity cost Tesla more than 1 million vehicle sales.
Tesla and Musk did not respond to a request for comment.
Tech company chiefs can command salaries in the tens of millions. Their wealth is often built off stock holdings derived from shares accumulated before the companies have matured and secured massive valuations.
The offer to Musk, meanwhile, has the potential to balloon his net worth to around the entirety of Tesla's current market capitalization of nearly $1.5 trillion.
"That's just the craziest thing," said Ross Gerber, a Tesla investor who has become a prominent Musk critic in recent years. "It's so absurd. ... You're giving him a hundred percent of the value of the company today."
Musk's pay package exceeds the earnings of even the highest-paid CEOs in the world of tech and business more broadly. According to an AFL-CIO database of CEO compensation, Microsoft CEO Satya Nadella was paid just over $79 million in 2024. Apple CEO Tim Cook took home about $75 million that year. Starbucks CEO Brian Niccol's pay came in at just under $96 million. The packages each include stock awards worth tens of millions of dollars. Musk has forgone a traditional salary at Tesla.
Like Musk, Cook and Nadella have presided over massive stock gains in the past decade. Both Microsoft and Apple are worth more than double Tesla's valuation.
"The arena of executive compensation will unhappily face a new frontier of exactly how absurdly much the CEO could be paid," Public Citizen, a consumer advocacy organization, wrote in a report on the proposal, after asking its 1 million members to tell their state treasurers to oppose the deal.
But Musk has played hardball, saying he is "uncomfortable growing Tesla to be a leader in AI & robotics without having ~25% voting control." He threatened to turn his attention elsewhere -- perhaps to his artificial intelligence start-up xAI -- if he didn't get his way.
During Tesla's quarterly earnings call last month, Musk said the company's life-altering ambitions, not greed, drove his push.
"It's not like I'm going to spend the money," he said on the call, citing grand plans to turn Tesla into an artificial intelligence and robotics juggernaut. "I don't feel comfortable building a robot army if I don't have at least a strong influence."
The deal doesn't guarantee Musk becomes a trillionaire; it relies on Musk hitting the set of performance milestones launching Tesla's valuation to $8.5 trillion. In most cases, for each $500 billion added to Tesla's valuation, along with certain operational goals, Musk would unlock an additional 1 percent of Tesla shares -- growing a stake that is already more than 15 percent of Tesla, exceeding $200 billion in value. The board retains some discretion to award the tranches, a setup that has caused some concern.
"While it purports to be tied to some very ambitious goals, in fact it gives the board discretion to award him the amount of shares whether he meets those goals or not," said Nell Minow, a corporate governance expert who is chair of ValueEdge Advisors. Minow, a Tesla investor, voted against the pay package proposal. "That's a very 'heads I win, tails you lose' kind of proposal."
Tesla's board argued it was essential to keep the world's richest person in charge.
"Do you want to retain Elon as Tesla's CEO and motivate him to drive Tesla to become the leading provider of autonomous solutions and the most valuable company in the world?" Denholm, Tesla's board chair, wrote in a letter to shareholders. "[If] we fail to foster an environment that motivates Elon to achieve great things through an equitable pay-for-performance plan, we run the risk that he gives up his executive position."
Rachel Lerman contributed to this report.
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Tech
Zuckerberg, Chan charity pivots from social causes to AI cures for diseases
After backing away from its criminal justice, education and affordable housing programs, the Chan Zuckerberg Initiative said it will aim to prevent and cure diseases by capitalizing on advances in artificial intelligence. 

Meta CEO Mark Zuckerberg sits with his wife, Priscilla Chan, co-founder and co-CEO of the Chan Zuckerberg Initiative, as they listen to speakers during an event Wednesday in Redwood City, California. (Jeff Chiu/AP)


By Naomi Nix | 2025-11-06
Meta CEO Mark Zuckerberg and his wife, Priscilla Chan, are shifting most of their philanthropy into curing or preventing diseases by capitalizing on advances in artificial intelligence, deepening the couple's shift away from the social causes they once championed.
Zuckerberg and Chan said Thursday said most of their charity would be invested into Biohub, a network of research labs in San Francisco, New York and Chicago that aim to blend insights from biology and AI to advance health care. The couple acquired the team at AI start-up EvolutionaryScale and tapped its co-founder Alex Rives to be head of science of Biohub.
The billionaire couple said that when they started the Chan Zuckerberg Initiative (CZI) one of their goals was to cure or prevent all diseases this century -- a feat they think may be possible much sooner with advances in AI.
"Accelerating science is the most positive impact we think we can make. So we're going all in on AI-powered biology for our next chapter," Chan and Zuckerberg said in a statement. "Going forward, Biohub will be our primary philanthropic effort and where we'll dedicate the vast majority of our resources."
The group also announced it was launching the Virtual Immune System project, which aims to model the human immune system, which the group said could help simulate immune therapies, reprogram dysfunctional cells and prevent diseases before they arise.
The shift adds to a flurry of changes at CZI in recent years as the couple has sought to distance themselves from supporting social issues amid rising allegations of bias by Republicans. In 2021, CZI spun off its criminal justice reform advocacy to a new organization, called the Just Trust. It stopped launching new racial and criminal justice equity programs, and spun off immigration work to FWD.us, an advocacy group that supports expanding immigration.
The Primary School, a school that offered free tuition, health care and counseling to disadvantaged children in East Palo Alto, California, announced this spring it would have to close after losing its primary funder, CZI. Soon after, news broke that the philanthropy was also ending its statewide housing program, which studied housing policy and tried to spur production of affordable homes.
The couple's philanthropy has come with political challenges. In 2020, some Black CZI employees alleged that their voices and expertise were marginalized in the organization and that the group's grant-making process didn't support enough Black leaders or communities. That same year, the couple privately gave $400 million to help state and local governments run elections during the pandemic, an initiative that was condemned by many Republicans as a scheme to favor Democrats, an unproven theory they called "Zuckerbucks."
Chan and Zuckerberg have pledged to give away the majority of their wealth, emulating Bill and Melinda Gates. The couple said that they would still support other charity efforts as well but that the majority of their philanthropic dollars would go to Biohub.
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Space
NASA has lost thousands of workers. Here's what that means for science.
Staffers told The Post about months of turmoil and sweeping changes that, if fully implemented, could transform NASA and American science beyond the Trump years.

NASA's Jet Propulsion Laboratory in La Canada Flintridge, California, is among the centers that have lost a lot of their workforce. (Mario Tama/Getty Images)


By Kasha Patel, Hannah Natanson | 2025-11-06
For 13 consecutive years, NASA has been named the "Best Place to Work in the Federal Government" among large agencies. But since the Trump administration took over and proposed deep budget cuts, there has been an exodus from the agency -- with many of those who remain feeling demoralized and unsure about the future of their work.
The low morale may be an unanticipated challenge for billionaire entrepreneur Jared Isaacman, should he be confirmed as NASA administrator. President Donald Trump nominated Isaacman -- again -- on Tuesday, five months after abruptly withdrawing his nomination. A lot has shifted in that time.
A dozen current and former employees, who spoke on the condition of anonymity for fear of retribution, described months of turmoil and sweeping changes that, if fully implemented, could transform NASA and American science beyond the Trump years.
"You have people questioning their future with the agency, with their contractor, with their company," said Jack Kiraly, director of government relations at the Planetary Society, a nonprofit.
Kiraly also expressed concern for the tens of thousands of students that may turn away from science fields and be discouraged "over the sort of the upheaval that's happened at NASA and other science agencies."
More than 360 former and current employees have signed an open letter raising concern that the cuts and mass departures are increasing safety risks for space missions.
"I think NASA has always been an exceptional agency, filled with exceptional people doing exceptional things. And yet we are just getting decimated," one NASA employee said. "What was so fundamentally broken that we needed to get to this point?"
NASA spokesperson Bethany Stevens said the changes and cuts at the agency have been mischaracterized and no one is deprioritizing safety.
"NASA remains committed to our mission as we work within a more prioritized budget," she said in a statement.

Trump speaks at the Kennedy Space Center after a successful SpaceX launch on May 30, 2020. (Saul Martinez/Getty Images)


In May, Trump proposed a budget of $18.8 billion for NASA, a 25 percent decrease from the previous year -- and the smallest NASA budget since the start of human spaceflight in 1961, according to the Planetary Society.
Trump's budget proposed cutting NASA's science funding by about half and reducing staff to one-third of its workforce.
Although no budget has been approved by Congress, and the Senate and House versions don't make such drastic cuts to the broadly popular agency, many former and current employees say NASA's leadership has appeared to be operating as if the president's proposal is in effect.
That has meant a hyperfocus on work for getting astronauts back to the moon, the employees said. Meanwhile, the president's budget puts more than 40 current and planned space missions -- largely related to climate and Earth science work -- on the chopping block.
"Basically, anything that supports human life on earth is deprioritized," one worker said.
NASA officials refuted the idea that the president's budget proposal has been enacted before authorization.
"NASA's leadership has been clear that depending on the action taken by Congress, the agency should prepare for different scenarios, including a continuing resolution," Stevens said, adding that there has been "no guidance stating that the [president's budget request] will become the operating plan for NASA prior to Congressional authorization of a budget."
Amid shifting priorities and uncertain funding, NASA reported at the end of July that at least 4,000 civil servants -- about a fifth of the civil staff -- were leaving. More people have left since then, and the numbers are even higher if counting departed contractors, who make up a large portion of the NASA workforce.
The agency hasn't seen such small civilian staff since 1960, according to the Planetary Society.
Some of the departures have been in response to separation and early retirement offers. While the packages were "voluntary," employees were told they may be reassigned, transferred involuntarily or denied severance benefits if they didn't take the package, according to an anonymous memo submitted to several Inspector General offices.
Workers have left from nearly every corner of NASA -- scientists with missions related to the moon, Mars, astrobiology and Earth sciences, as well as in engineering, finance and communications. Many departed workers were very senior, staffers said, holding important institutional knowledge.
"No one feels confident that anything planned further than a few months will be executed, no one feels confident that more job cuts aren't coming, no one feels confident that today's priorities and next year's or even next week's will align," an employee said.
Like across much of the federal government, the mood at NASA started to change when tech entrepreneur Elon Musk launched the U.S. DOGE Service and sent representatives to the agency early this year.
Some directives were unusual. On one floor at NASA headquarters, workers were told to remove symbols or flags that weren't American flags -- it was verbally made clear that this applied to rainbow symbols and flags.
Other actions affected the agency's core work. A handful of employees had to reevaluate about 5,000 science grants that were already awarded, said David Grinspoon, who was NASA's senior scientist for astrobiology strategy. In a matter of days, he and his colleagues had to provide a justification for how the grants served the public.
The change in environment and tone was unsettling, said Grinspoon, who was no longer employed at the agency at the end of September. He said it was unclear where the directives were coming from or if leadership was having their arm twisted.
"One thing I've always loved about NASA is this sense of teamwork and people being mission-focused ... and along with that, there was a lot of trust between leadership," he said. "A lot of that trust started to get eroded."
More dramatic changes followed the president's budget proposal this spring.
"As early as June 2025, NASA began 'implementing immediately' certain 'institutional changes' to align with the President's proposed budget -- which carries no force of law," a Senate Democratic staff report concluded in late September.
The report, the NASA spokesperson said, is unsubstantiated, and the authors did not reach out to fact-check the report with the agency ahead of releasing it.
The Trump administration has been transparent about prioritizing one area: making sure America gets back to the moon before China, with a longer-term goal of building a permanent base there.
What's known as the Artemis program has continued to receive funding and largely been spared staffing cuts, said one employee associated with the program. Political appointees have urged those involved to move faster.
Unlike some other agency missions, work on Artemis has continued during the government shutdown.

Jared Isaacman has been nominated to lead NASA for a second time. (Jonathan Newton/The Washington Post)


The support will continue if Isaacman becomes the head of NASA. In a post on X this week, he endorsed "the energy and focus on the Moon," while acknowledging the near-term difficulties for NASA and talked up the role commercial providers and private capital are playing.
Overall, an employee said, the Trump administration has been good for human spaceflight -- "which I struggle with," he said. "Because what that means is everything that is not putting humans on the moon is falling by the wayside."
Among the initiatives that have lost support and significantly slowed, one NASA worker noted, are programs that help respond to floods, track fires and forecast what will happen long-term to the world's oceans, ecosystems and crops as the planet warms. The NASA Goddard Institute for Space Studies, which does climate work, lost the lease for its New York City building.
In the aeronautics division, a project designed to test and develop a new generation of hybrid electric-powered aircraft is being phased out, according to staff. Other aeronautical projects have been reduced in scope.
Astrophysics, planetary science and solar sciences are also in limbo, although some projects that were told in July to prepare "contingency closeout" plans -- such as the Osiris-Apex mission studying an asteroid passing close to Earth in 2029 -- have secured funding for the immediate future.
The cuts have hit NASA headquarters hard. The Office of the Chief Scientist; the Office of Technology, Policy and Strategy; and the Diversity, Equity, Inclusion, and Accessibility branch in the Office of Diversity and Equal Opportunity, have been shuttered.
Beyond Washington, NASA's Jet Propulsion Laboratory in California, home to much Mars and Earth science research, laid off 550 people in October as part of the agency reorganization. Its director stepped down in June.
Perhaps the largest cuts have occurred at NASA Goddard in Maryland, home to "the nation's largest organization of scientists, engineers, and technologists," according to its website. If the president's budget is followed completely, the center could lose about half of its civil workers.
Goddard's director, who was previously at Ball Aerospace, left abruptly on Aug. 1 without a clear explanation.
Morale among employees is the lowest anyone can remember, staff said. One Goddard employee expressed feeling a sort of survivor's guilt for colleagues in Earth sciences and other affected areas.
Goddard's physical campus is expected to contract by March to save money, closing numerous engineering labs, a key science building that houses solar research, maintenance shops, the only full cafeteria and an on-site child development center for employees.
Stevens, the NASA spokesperson, said 40 percent of office space at Goddard was vacant after people took the voluntary separation programs, but the agency was still paying to maintain the space. She said a plan to consolidate the center's buildings was also approved years ago.
But employees say the building moves are happening on a hastier timeline -- months instead of years -- and putting flight hardware and labs at risk.
"We heard a story about someone who had to go dumpster diving and only got back some of their stuff because others took it upon themselves to frantically get rid of everything," said a memo written by and circulated among employees.
The changes at NASA are coming at a time when the entire space industry is changing. Commercial spaceflight and satellites have boomed in recent years, raising questions about how NASA might redefine its role, said Scott Pace, a space policy expert at George Washington University's Elliott School of International Affairs.
"A lot of the skills we've had in the past [at NASA], that's not what we need now," Pace said. "We do need other skills to integrate, oversee, manage and architect commercial and international and government partners to do exploration and science."
But NASA staff, he said, need clearer direction, informed by realistic expectations about what work can reasonably be picked up by the private sector or academia.
The newly renominated Isaacman has proposed sending astronauts into space more frequently, adding more science missions in more cost-effective ways and partnering with commercial vendors, for instance. He wrote on X on Tuesday that his plan "never favored any one vendor, never recommended closing centers, or directed the cancellation of programs before objectives were achieved."
"The plan valued human exploration as much as scientific discovery," he said.




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.washingtonpost.com/technology/2025/11/06/nasa-cuts-departures-isaacman/



	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next





    
      
        
          	
            Technology
          
          	
            Sections
          
          	
            World
          
        

      

      National

      The Washington Post's national news coverage. Get the latest national news, featuring national security, science and the courts. Read breaking national news headlines from across the U.S.


      
        Second woman says U.S. Anglican Church archbishop sexually harassed her
        Ian Shapira

        A new allegation adds to a crisis facing the denomination founded by conservatives who split from the Episcopal Church in the early 2000s over an openly gay bishop.

      

      
        In a week without SNAP, Americans missed meals and skipped bills
        Karin Brulliard, Caroline O'Donovan, Molly Hennessy-Fiske, Hadley Green, Reis Thebault

        For people on the margins of the nation's economy, the federal food assistance program has become fundamental to their monthly survival.

      

      
        What a poll of 9,000 adults reveals about aging in America
        Shannon Najmabadi

        A Pew Research Center survey reveals how income levels can affect someone's physical health, social life and even cognitive skills in retirement.

      

      
        ICE indefinitely holds man facing no charges in high-stakes asylum case
        John Woodrow Cox

        If he's deported  to Afghanistan, he expects the Taliban to kill him. The Trump administration says he remains under a "National Security" investigation.

      

      
        AI for therapy? Some therapists are fine with it -- and use it themselves.
        Daniel Wu

        As scrutiny over AI therapy grows, licensed therapists are split on whether it's okay to talk to chatbots about mental health.

      

      
        Why VA pays more in disability for sleep apnea than it does for some lost limbs
        Lisa Rein, Craig Whitlock, Caitlin Gilbert

        VA vowed to modernize its disability benefits system. As criticism from veterans and their advocates has mounted, efforts to move forward have stalled.

      

      
        
          	
            Technology
          
          	
            Sections
          
          	
            World
          
        

      

    

  
	
	Articles
	Sections
	Next



Investigations
Second woman says U.S. Anglican Church archbishop sexually harassed her 
A new allegation adds to a crisis facing the denomination founded by conservatives who split from the Episcopal Church in the early 2000s over an openly gay bishop.

Archbishop Stephen Wood has taken a leave of absence following allegations that he committed sexual misconduct shortly before he took the helm of the Anglican Church in North America. (Grace Beahm Alford/Post and Courier/AP) 


By Ian Shapira | 2025-11-07
Stephen Wood, the archbishop of the Anglican Church in North America, is facing sexual harassment accusations from a second woman, deepening a crisis that has engulfed his tenure atop the conservative denomination.
The new allegation, by a woman identified as "Jane Doe 1," appears in a revised ecclesiastical complaint -- known as a "presentment" -- submitted to the denomination on Thursday. The statement does not identify the location or time period of the alleged incidents.
"I have a complaint against Archbishop Steve Wood of sexual misconduct, in the form of sexual harassment, to include pressuring me to be in situations I was uncomfortable with, even after I expressed my discomfort, pressuring me to be in a private space with him, one-on-one, to drink alcohol with him, despite me saying it was inappropriate and that I was uncomfortable," the woman wrote in the presentment. "I do not wish to go into further detail now for fear of being identified."
Wood, 62, a married father of four, has been the Anglican Church in North America's most powerful figure since summer 2024, when he was elected as its third archbishop. But on Oct. 20, a group of Anglican priests and parishioners in South Carolina submitted a presentment accusing him of three canonical offenses: sexual immorality, bringing "scandal" to the church and violating his ordination vows.
As first reported by The Washington Post, the chief allegation in the original complaint stems from an alleged incident last year at St. Andrew's Church in the Charleston area of South Carolina, where Wood was the longtime rector until this week. In April 2024, just two months before his election as archbishop, Wood allegedly tried to kiss Claire Buxton, who at the time was the church's children's ministry director. According to the presentment, he placed his hand on the back of her head and tried to turn her head toward his for a kiss.
Buxton also accused Wood of giving her multiple unexpected payments totaling thousands of dollars from church coffers. The presentment and its affidavits also allege that Wood bullied and disparaged colleagues and plagiarized sermons. Wood has denied the allegations.




Now, the South Carolina group has amended its complaint to include Jane Doe 1's statement. The group also supplemented the presentment with a lengthy affidavit by the denomination's longtime former communications director, who accused Wood of habitual attempts to "deceive and manipulate leaders and staff."
If the denomination calls for an ecclesiastical trial, a guilty verdict could result in Wood's defrocking.
The Post emailed Wood specific questions about the allegations in the revised presentment, but he declined to comment.
"I have made very clear that I am fully submitted to the ACNA's canonical process," he wrote. "There are strict confidentiality requirements that protect all individuals no matter which side they may be on in this process. At the appropriate time, I will make a robust response."
Meanwhile, the church announced on Monday night that Wood was taking a voluntary paid leave of absence from his duties as archbishop and bishop of a diocese of more than 40 churches across the South. Wood also shared that he was retiring as rector of St. Andrew's Church. He held the job for 25 years and described the decision as "previously planned."
"The problem is that Wood decided to take the leave of absence and can come back in whenever he wants. He had no limits placed on him whatsoever -- no church order has been given to restrict his interaction with victims and witnesses," said the Rev. Drew Miller, an Anglican priest in South Carolina who wrote one of the presentment's affidavits accusing Wood of abusive behavior. "The fact that Wood hasn't been inhibited [suspended] is staggering -- it's a betrayal of the responsibility of the bishops to protect their flock."

In one of the presentment's affidavits, the Rev. Drew Miller accused Archbishop Stephen Wood of abusive behavior. (Courtesy of Drew Miller) 


The allegations against Wood have sent the young denomination into turmoil, as numerous bishops and rectors have been sending out mass emails trying to reassure them that misconduct accusations against leaders are taken seriously.
"It seems that crisis after crisis is threatening to destroy the Anglican Church in North America. Many of us are nauseated by it all," wrote Bishop Jacob Worley, who leads a diocese of Anglican churches in the Pacific Northwest. "We are at the very least concerned, if not frightened at what the future may hold. Some of us are concerned with being affiliated with the ACNA."
The Anglican Church in North America, which counts more than 128,000 members and 1,000 congregations, was founded in 2009 by theological conservatives who split from the Episcopal Church over its confirmation in 2003 of an openly gay bishop. The church condemns same-sex relationships as a sin, opposes abortion and bars women from becoming bishops or the archbishop.
In recent years, the denomination has been grappling with a number of accusations made against senior leaders. A Chicago-area bishop, Stewart Ruch III, is awaiting a verdict in an ecclesiastical trial in which he stands accused of permitting men with troubling histories, some with serious criminal convictions, to worship or assume staff, leadership or other roles in his diocese. Last year, an Anglican bishop was defrocked after a church court found that he had sent 11,000 text messages to a married woman.
Now, Wood may become the denomination's first archbishop to face an ecclesiastical trial.
"While I grieve that anyone experiences harm in the Church, as I have noted to my parish, I believe the charges against me lack merit, and I categorically and emphatically deny the particular accusation of attempted physical contact made against me by a former St. Andrew's employee," Wood wrote on Monday. "The ACNA has a canonical process in place for holding all of its leaders accountable to discipline when warranted, and I am fully committed to this process, trusting that the truth will come to light in due course."
In the revised complaint, Jane Doe 1's statement is supplemented by terms stating that she will "cooperate with official proceedings and investigations" if the denomination can guarantee her anonymity. The woman declined an interview request through one of the priests who helped write the complaint.
Beyond Jane Doe 1's allegation, the revised presentment includes extensive allegations by Andrew Gross, an ordained priest who served as the denomination's communications director from 2013 until earlier this year.
In his eight-page affidavit, Gross wrote that when Wood was elected archbishop, he grew "obsessive" about a possible presentment, "speculating about what accusations he thought would come against him." Gross and other staffers had "to encourage him to refocus" on his duties.

Ordained priest Andrew Gross, the denomination's former communications director, wrote an affidavit in a revised presentment against Archbishop Wood, accusing him of deceitful and manipulative behavior. (Courtesy of Andrew Gross) 


By fall 2024, the account alleges, Wood grew fixated on the Rev. Rob Sturdy, an Anglican priest who serves students at The Citadel and whom Wood had "regularly disparaged." When Wood learned that Sturdy had concerns about his leadership, he minimized them as overblown, Gross wrote in his affidavit and told The Post. A sabbatical, Wood proposed, might allow Sturdy to see that his concerns weren't significant. Wood then shared with Gross that he'd told a bishop that "he would secretly contribute $10,000 to the cost of [Sturdy's] sabbatical" if the bishop could persuade Sturdy to take it, Gross wrote.
"He clearly wanted Sturdy sidelined," Gross told The Post.
Sturdy said in an interview that neither Wood nor his bishop ever approached him with such an offer that year.
Wood's fear of a presentment led him to what Gross considered a major ethical breach. While he was on staff, Gross said, he heard a "credible report" that Wood and Ray Sutton -- the bishop assuming the archbishop's duties during Wood's leave of absence -- had a conversation about a possible presentment. In their discussion, they were "floating the possibility" of a "bishop-friendly" Board of Inquiry, according to Gross's affidavit. Gross told The Post that he was appalled. He said he believed they were considering stacking a future Board of Inquiry with clergy and parishioners inherently deferential to the church's senior leadership.
"The fact that these conversations took place escalates the presentment against the Archbishop from being 'merely' a moment of unprecedented crisis that the canons can handle to a constitutional and moral crisis for which there is no canonical roadmap and which threatens the integrity and future of the Anglican Church in North America," Gross wrote.
Asked about Gross's accusation, Sutton said in a statement to The Post: "I firmly deny that any such conversation ever occurred."
In another incident in fall 2024, Gross said he was briefing Wood on misconduct allegations against various bishops when the archbishop cut him off. "I had covered just a few of the bishops on my list when he said, 'Stop there. I don't want to know anything else,'" Gross recounted in his affidavit.
In recent days, multiple Anglican bishops and rectors have released statements assuring parishioners that the denomination treats accusations against its leaders with rigor and urgency.
"That this presentment was sent to the Washington Post is disheartening because, as the article insinuates, there is the expectation by some that the College of Bishops will not seek to do the right thing in this matter," Bishop Chris Warner wrote in an Oct. 23 email to clergy. "That said, I'm confident that the ACNA is taking this seriously ... and does not hesitate to take action when action is warranted."
But the South Carolina group of priests and former church staff behind the presentment say their complaint was met with hesitation and pushback.
Church canons require a presentment to have signed endorsements from three bishops or a mix of 10 priests and parishioners.
In a cover letter to the amended presentment, the group wrote that when it approached a bishop in November 2024, he refused to sign, but he proposed a work-around. He wanted to exploit a church canon that allows bishops or an archbishop to investigate rumors maligning their reputations. Under this plan, Wood would be alerted to the rumors. If investigators confirmed them, the disciplinary process could go forward. The group behind the presentment was offended by the plan and declined, according to the letter and interviews with its authors.
By spring 2025, the presentment was offered to four bishops, but two declined to even read it, according to Miller, the lead organizer of the group that wrote it. In the end, all four bishops declined to sign it. Eventually, the group secured signatures from a group of 11 priests and parishioners.
"The complaint of a vulnerable woman should not hinge upon whether or not a bishop can navigate the canons," the presentment's authors wrote. "She should not have had to recruit ten strangers to be taken seriously."
Are you a parishioner, clergy or staff member in the Anglican Church in North America? Please contact Ian Shapira on Signal at ianshapira.63 or via email at ian.shapira@washpost.com with anything you believe is pertinent or warrants further reporting.
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National
In a week without SNAP, Americans missed meals and skipped bills 
For people on the margins of the nation's economy, the federal food assistance program has become fundamental to their monthly survival.




By Karin Brulliard, Caroline O'Donovan, Molly Hennessy-Fiske, Hadley Green, Reis Thebault | 2025-11-07

Hunter Doe, a single mother of four in Northern Virginia, faces food insecurity as the government shutdown disrupts SNAP benefits.


In the nation's largest cities and its smallest towns, from its public housing projects to its community college campuses, Americans are struggling to fill pantries and dinner plates.
With the record-setting government shutdown dragging into its sixth week, more than 41 million people -- most of whom are children, elderly or disabled -- are still waiting on aid from the federal government's largest anti-hunger program, the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program, also known as SNAP.

Felicity Sage checks her SNAP benefits while she eats at the Shawnee Community College food pantry in Ullin, Illinois, on Tuesday. (Caroline O'Donovan/The Washington Post)


Days of legal and political wrangling have whipsawed those families, who are navigating a patchwork of public and private efforts to fill the gap. After initially refusing to use emergency funds to cover the shortfall, the Trump administration signaled Monday that it would send partial payments, an apparent concession to a pair of federal court orders. But the money has not come. On Thursday, one of the judges ordered the administration to fully fund the program by the following day, criticizing the government for its delays. The Justice Department is appealing the decision, according to court filings.
Families, caught in the middle, said they feel abandoned by their elected representatives.
"They don't care, because it doesn't affect them," said Sabrina Trujillo, after she waited in an hours-long line outside a food bank in Greeley, Colorado. "They all should be put out in the day of life of normal freaking struggling people and see how it really is instead of sitting up there."
The unprecedented holdup -- the first such interruption in the 61-year history of the SNAP program -- is hitting every corner of the country: states red and blue, areas urban and rural. Families supporting children and people with disabilities are especially likely to rely on SNAP, along with Black, Indigenous and Hispanic Americans.
Washington Post reporters fanned out this week to food banks and grocery stores across the nation to document the personal impacts of the delay. Here are some of the people -- a cosmetology student in Illinois, a mother of four in Colorado, a barber in Houston and a home health-care aide in Virginia -- all trying to fill holes in a fraying social safety net that has become a fixture in the lives of many low-income Americans.
Her budget had long been tight, so Trujillo, a mother of four, had become a dedicated meal planner.
Every dinner had a theme: taco night, pasta night. Ordering the ingredients from Walmart prevented impulse buys, and it also meant Trujillo could cover the meals with the $1,000 or so worth of food stamps she received each month.
But that careful budgeting was scrambled on Monday when the payment didn't land in her account. So Trujillo, 37, found herself in the passenger seat of a friend's white SUV on Tuesday, waiting in a line of idling cars that snaked through the parking lot and stretched down the road outside the Weld Food Bank.
On a normal day, the food bank serves 1,700 people. On Monday, volunteers worked extra hours to whisk shopping carts half-filled with carrots, frozen strawberries, pork shoulder and potato chips out to 2,200 people, half of whom told the organization that they had been affected by the SNAP freeze.

Cars line up at the Weld Food Bank in Greeley, Colorado. The food bank served 2,200 on Tuesday, about 500 more than usual. (Weld Food Bank)


It had been two years since Trujillo had been to the food bank, a massive warehouse in this fast-growing region north of Denver, where housing developments rise out of yellowing plains near oil pumpjacks and corn fields. This time she waited for two hours. "I've never seen it like this, not even for Thanksgiving," she said.
The wait was necessary, though. Trujillo and her partner, who works part-time at a liquor store, were behind on bills. And the other government benefit they typically use to pay rent, a cash assistance payment for low-income families, also had not come in on Monday.
They had four kids under age 7 to feed, and those kids went through two gallons of milk every three days. Trujillo had paid enough attention to the news to decide she should stockpile pasta, rice, breakfast foods and other staples -- enough to last awhile.
"It's really just the milk right now," she said.
But if the freeze stretched on too long, she said, they might have to skip their gas and electricity payments.
"But you also need gas and electric to make food," she said. "I haven't really thought through that headache yet."
In Houston's Aldine Bender neighborhood on the city's north side, about 70 percent of households normally receive SNAP, the highest rate of any census tract in the city, second-highest statewide and among the highest nationwide, according to the most recent data.
This week, residents whose SNAP had been eliminated walked from massive nearby public housing apartments to the nearest Family Dollar store to see what they could afford. They passed through a door emblazoned with a sign featuring the SNAP logo that said: "We accept EBT food stamp benefits."
Trevon Pier bought a cigarillo and went back outside to strategize about his SNAP delay. Normally Pier receives $300 in SNAP on the 24th of the month, and would be shopping for staples: chicken, french fries, microwave snacks such as Hot Pockets and burritos.

Pier is a father of three and a barber in Houston. (Molly Hennessy-Fiske/The Washington Post) 


"It made it a lot harder to feed my kids. It's times I go without so they can eat, or so my girl can work in the warehouse," said Pier, 29. He's a barber and father of three, ages 7, 4 and 3. His 4-year-old had been up all night, sick with a fever and stomachache.
His girlfriend -- mother of his two youngest -- just got a job working at a FedEx warehouse, but she won't get paid for another week. Pier would usually save his wages to pay their $800 rent and $150 utilities, but now that money would have to cover $400 to $500 in food because the couple have no savings, he said. Only his eldest is in public school, where he gets free breakfast and lunch.
He advertised his barbering with daily posts on Facebook and Instagram, and while he has some regulars, he said they're not getting haircuts weekly, especially if they had their SNAP cut, too. Pier has neighbors on SNAP who don't have cars or other transportation to reach food banks, including seniors with walkers. Some don't have bus fare, and drivers don't always let them ride free, he said.
Pier wasn't sure what to make of Trump's promise to cover half of missing SNAP payments sometime this month. "It's better than nothing," he said. But he wondered: "Are they releasing that early, or would you have to wait?"
As Felicity Sage washed her classmate's hair in cosmetology class Tuesday morning, she knew she had just $30 left in her SNAP account. When the Shawnee Community College class broke for lunch at 11 a.m., Sage stopped by the school's food pantry and picked up a free granola bar and a bowl of microwavable chicken-alfredo-flavored pasta.
"I don't have the money to buy lunch in the cafeteria," she said. "Right now the food stamps is the only way I can get food for groceries."
An estimated 3.3 million college students in the United States met the income threshold for SNAP benefits in 2020, according to a 2024 Government Accountability report, or about 20 percent of all college students. Of those, 1.1 million participate in the food assistance program, according to the Institute for College Access and Success. At Shawnee, in rural Ullin, Illinois, where 99 percent of the 2,800 students qualify for financial aid, the food pantry is an important lifeline. Thirty percent of people in Pulaski County, where Shawnee's main campus is, rely on food assistance, the second-highest rate in the state.
Sage, 20, lives with her fiance, who last month got a job at an automotive parts factory He earns about $1,000 a month, most of which goes to rent and his car payment. Since August, they have been getting $584 a month in food assistance, which they spend on groceries, mostly at Walmart. But on Nov. 1, that money didn't come through. Sage has some food left at home to eat, she said, and she is trying to save her remaining $30 for emergencies. But she worries it's not going to buy her much.

Sage washes a classmate's hair at her cosmetology school. (Caroline O'Donovan/The Washington Post)


"I have boxes of noodles. That's all I have," she said. She is anxious for the shutdown to "get resolved" and her funds to be renewed. The news that Trump had pledged to cover 50 percent of payments only eased her concerns a little.
"It's partial payments," she said as she ate. "It's better than nothing, but I just don't know when it's going to be coming in."
Sage uses the pantry on campus for breakfast and lunch, but she said it lacks the fresh meat and vegetables she would prefer to eat for dinner. There are other food banks in the area, she said, but "most of the time when they happen I don't know they're happening until they're done."
Finding a job in the southernmost counties of Illinois is difficult. Sage, who attends classes at Shawnee four days a week, said she has applied seven times for a job at Goodwill with no success. Her seasonal job at a haunted house an hour and a half drive north ended on Halloween.
This summer, her cosmetology program will place her in an internship at a local salon, after which she hopes she can make a living doing hair and nails. Once they are more financially stable, Sage and her fiance plan to get married and hopefully have kids.
"Kids are expensive," she said. "And a wedding is expensive, too."
On Saturday, Hunter Doe had no money to shop for their four children. The home health aide from Springfield could see the family's SNAP benefits hadn't been replenished. But by Monday, Doe was in a Giant in Northern Virginia, filling a shopping cart with groceries.
What changed was that Virginia officials had made good on their promise to cover missing SNAP benefits for the state's 854,000 recipients with weekly payments in November.
Doe's SNAP payment covers about 75 percent of the family's monthly food. The other 25 percent of their food comes from out-of-pocket purchases and food banks. Doe makes about $900 every two weeks working an overnight shift as a caregiver. But even with a full-time job, they have needed SNAP benefits since their first child was born 14 years ago.

Doe, a single mother of four children, feeds their infant son at their home in Springfield, Virginia, on Tuesday. (Hadley Green/The Washington Post)


When the SNAP payment arrives at the beginning of each month, Doe said they prefer to buy in bulk at Costco or Sam's Club. But with only one installment so far, they decided to do a smaller shop at Giant. On Monday, Doe started off in the produce aisle, grabbing a few bags of lettuce, carrots, avocados and sliced onion. "My kids love my salad," Doe said.
Doe picked up some chicken that was on sale, four packs of Velveeta macaroni and cheese, and headed to the egg section. "It's ridiculous," they said. "My family goes through a dozen in one meal. My son will eat six eggs just by himself." Doe bought one dozen, saying that's all the WIC benefits they get for their 1-year-old will cover.
While checking out, Doe, 37, said they were grateful. "I'm glad that, fortunately, Virginia has enacted where they can provide us our SNAP benefits, where I know a lot of states are without," they said. "I know that must be hard for those individuals."
They are worried about SNAP in December. "I might save up the next three and [go grocery shopping] at the end of the month maybe," they said. "If I can get by closer to the end of the month it might save me for December."
Razzan Nakhlawi contributed to this report.
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Economic Policy
What a poll of 9,000 adults reveals about aging in America
A Pew Research Center survey reveals how income levels can affect someone's physical health, social life and even cognitive skills in retirement.

New research reveals stark disparities in retirement experiences based on income, with implications for seniors' overall health and well-being. (Logan Cyrus/For The Washington Post)


By Shannon Najmabadi | 2025-11-06
Financial well-being can have an outsize imprint on older Americans' quality of life, affecting their physical health, social life and even cognitive skills, new research shows.
Low-income seniors are more likely to experience mental confusion, spend less time pursuing hobbies, and face difficulties with everyday tasks such as climbing stairs and grocery shopping, compared with their more affluent counterparts, according to survey results released Thursday from Pew Research Center. And just 21 percent are highly confident of having enough money in retirement.
The research underscores how differently retirement can play out for people on opposite sides of the income scale, at a time when the youngest baby boomers -- those born between 1946 and 1964 -- are transitioning out of the workforce.
"Income is central to how Americans are experiencing and thinking about aging," said Luona Lin, the lead author of Pew's report.
Pew drew its findings from a survey of 8,750 adults conducted in September. Here's what it found:
Affluent retirees -- defined as those with an adjusted family income greater than $155,600 -- reported more positive outcomes across the board compared with middle-income ($51,900 to $155,600) and lower-income (less than $51,900) respondents.
More than 60 percent said they were aging extremely or very well. About 50 percent of middle-income seniors and 39 percent in the lower-income bracket said the same, according to the survey.
Affluent retirees were more likely to say their physical and mental health was very good or excellent. They're also more likely to spend time socializing with friends or pursuing hobbies; have a will or living will; and work full-time -- 18 percent, compared with 10 percent of middle-income seniors and 6 percent of those with lower-incomes.
And 72 percent of upper-income seniors say they were highly confident they had enough money to last in retirement. For those in the lower- and middle-income brackets, the numbers drop to 21 percent and 46 percent, respectively.
Seniors tend to be optimistic about their lives, even in the face of financial uncertainty.
Across income levels, well over half of adults older than 64 said they have people they can turn to for support, and rated their mental health as excellent or very good. Most say they are rarely lonely, and those with adult children say they are generally in touch with them a few times a week.
In fact, older adults were generally more positive than younger Americans about their later years. While nearly half of adults 65-plus say they are aging extremely or very well, just 30 percent of those younger than 65 expect to do so.
Still, Lin said she was hesitant to paint "too rosy" a picture of older Americans. A "nontrivial share say that they feel lonely or isolated from others. They experience mental confusion, memory loss" and difficulty carrying out activities or handling their own affairs, she said.
Among younger adults, 67 percent of those who said they contemplate life in their 70s and beyond are worried about it. Top concerns included wellness and finances, including the future of Social Security -- the trust for which is projected to run out of money within a decade. About 16 percent said they worried about family relationships, such as feeling lonely or becoming a burden.
Just a quarter of adults polled are highly confident they have enough money to last in retirement. Women, Black and Hispanic adults, and those in their 30s and 40s were generally more likely to have concerns about their financial future.
Around half of adults ages 18 to 49 said they are not confident they will have the means to retire or said they doubted they could. By contrast, 30 percent of those in their 60s and 18 percent of adults in their 70s said the same.
About 3 in 4 Americans want to reach their 80th birthday, but less than 30 percent want to live to 100.
The typical American lives to around 78, according to 2023 data from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. The ideal age, on average, according to Pew's research is 91.
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Investigations
ICE indefinitely holds man facing no charges in high-stakes asylum case
If he's deported  to Afghanistan, he expects the Taliban to kill him. The Trump administration says he remains under a "National Security" investigation.

H's wife and their son watch his asylum hearing online. (Carolyn Van Houten/The Washington Post) 


By John Woodrow Cox | 2025-11-06
An Afghan man who has been detained for nearly four months, despite being charged with no crime, will remain behind bars indefinitely after his asylum case was delayed once again last week.
Though the man has lived in the United States for more than four years and been repeatedly vetted by federal authorities, a Department of Homeland Security attorney announced in court that the government has not finished his background check and could not estimate when it would. Investigators have now asserted he poses a "potential threat" to national security.
At the Friday hearing in Virginia, a frustrated immigration judge acknowledged that, by law, she doesn't have the option to grant the father of two asylum without a finalized check.
"The department's going on a fishing expedition trying to dig up whatever they can," his lawyer, Amin Ganjalizadeh, argued in court.
"I share counsel's concern," the judge told the government's attorney, Joseph Dernbach. "You can't give me a timeline."
Dernbach asked that the case be delayed another 30 days, and though the judge cannot force the government to complete the background check by a certain deadline, she instructed him to update the court on its status by Nov. 14.
The man, whom The Washington Post is identifying as H due to concern for his safety, could petition a federal court to intervene, but that process can take months.
"The judge is in a bind," said Dana Leigh Marks, who presided over immigration courts for 35 years. Even if immigration judges believe the government has acted in bad faith or intentionally stalled, Marks said, they're not empowered to hold prosecutors in contempt.
H has sought asylum because he publicly supported the U.S. cause in Afghanistan and he fears the Taliban will kill him if he's deported. Before a military plane rescued him and his wife in August 2021, he worked for a U.S.-based nonprofit and attended the American University of Afghanistan in Kabul. In America, the couple was given humanitarian parole and moved in with his brother, a naturalized citizen who risked his life as an interpreter for the U.S. Army.
In July, Immigration and Customs Enforcement officers arrested H on his way to work at an accounting firm. The arresting officer, H said, claimed his immigration documents had lapsed, but federal records show his humanitarian parole wasn't scheduled to expire for weeks.
Read more: He supported the U.S. war in Afghanistan. Now he may be deported to the Taliban.
Last month, The Post published an investigation of the arguments and evidence Homeland Security presented at H's first hearing, much of which centered on the contention that he could be safely deported to a regime so brutal and repressive the U.S. refuses to recognize it. The Post found that key elements of the government's case were misleading.
Late on the afternoon before the second hearing, Homeland Security filed a two-page, unsigned memo from the FBI stating that H was under a "National Security investigation" and the agency considers him "a potential threat."
The document referenced people H knew in Afghanistan who have been associated with terrorist groups, but it did not accuse him of any wrongdoing, crime or act of terrorism. The judge noted that H had testified at length about his connections to those people, who he says were introduced into his life through no choice of his own. He told the court he hadn't spoken to them in about a decade, well before he learned of their alleged affiliation through a news report in Afghanistan.
To protect H and his family's safety, The Post cannot divulge specifics, but he has also shared details in sworn affidavits, interviews with a reporter and, he says, lengthy discussions with federal investigators.
Such ties are not unusual, according to two Afghan experts. Terrorist groups flourished in the country for decades and, after the U.S. withdrawal, the Taliban seized control of all 34 provinces. But any association, no matter how distant, could derail an asylum claim.
In a line from the memo his attorney called "inconsistent, unclear, and incoherent," the government also states that H is associated with numerous "counterterrorism" subjects. The Post asked Homeland Security and the FBI why the memo notes that he has multiple connections to people who combat terror.
Neither agency responded to questions about the memo or its allegation that he is a potential threat.
The judge, whom The Post is not naming to protect H's identity, questioned Dernbach about the timing of the filing. She noted that the memo's date suggests Homeland Security held onto the document for three days until submitting it just prior to close of business the afternoon before the Oct. 31 hearing.
"I filed it yesterday because that's when I received it," Dernbach said.
"So the FBI did not give it to you until yesterday, right before you filed it?"
"Through the chain of command, I received it yesterday," Dernbach responded, though he did not reveal who gave him the memo.
"And it's not signed," the judge noted. "There's no author."
"All I can say is the memo that I filed is how I received it," the attorney said.
Dernbach, who scrutinized H's past connections at the second hearing, said he intended to oppose asylum based on at least three points. H, he alleged, lacks credibility, hasn't proved he legally deserves asylum and is a danger to America.
The judge did not offer an opinion on those first two assertions, but she questioned whether Homeland Security had established H was a danger.
"He hasn't testified to anything that would make him a national security interest," the judge said.
Dernbach told the court he intended to explain his case in written closing arguments, which are due in the coming weeks.
The stakes of the case extend to tens of thousands of asylum seekers from Afghanistan whom President Donald Trump's administration may seek to purge. If an immigration appellate board dominated by Trump appointees ultimately sides with Homeland Security, legal experts say the case could set a precedent with sweeping consequences.
After prosecutors asked H more than 400 questions across two hearings, the judge revisited the interviews he says he gave the FBI while in detention. The first, he testified, came immediately after his arrest.
"When you spoke to the FBI agents on three occasions, you always spoke to them freely?" the judge asked. "You knew that an attorney could be present, but you chose to talk to them?"
"Yes, they said you have the choice to not talk right now. If you don't want, you can leave," replied H, who testified over video from the detention center. "But I didn't need to leave. I'm honest for this government, for this people, for this country."
For H's safety, The Post cannot detail the specifics of their conversations, but he told the court that the agents, who were always warm and welcoming, thanked him for cooperating, said his bookkeeping job would be waiting for him when he got out, asked if they could bring him tacos and, in their last meeting, promised he would soon receive "good news." He never did.
The judge asked if the interviews were recorded, and H said he believed they were.
In H's earlier hearing on Oct. 16, another government attorney, Xiao Yan Huang, objected to his testimony about the FBI interviews, claiming Homeland Security had no way to rebut his descriptions.
"If you think he's lying under oath to the court, you could ask the court to call the FBI agent to talk about their interview," the judge said. "I would allow that."
Huang did not respond.
When H realized at the end of last week's hearing that his case would not be resolved, he let out a deep sigh.
His wife had finished testifying over a video call minutes earlier. Because she had no one to care for their two young children, they were in the room with her as she addressed the court. Amid her appearance, their son spotted his father sitting alone in an empty room. The toddler pointed.
"Ader! Ader!" he said, because the boy can't pronounce "father."
Before court adjourned, the judge asked H if he had any questions.
"Your honor, and the state officer, please take in account my situation, my family situation. I'm already sinking in debt, in loans up to here," he said, holding his hand above his head. "Every food that my kids are eating right now is from loan."
The humanitarian parole that allowed his wife to remain in the U.S. while their cases were processed has expired, as has her driver's license and work authorization. For months, his brother, the former interpreter, has supported both his and H's families with a job that pays less than $40,000 a year.
Esther Jones, who has taught English to H's wife at a local church, recently started a GoFundMe account for them: "Help a Family Who Stood with America--Now Needs Our Support."
Though Ganjalizadeh has given the family discounts, their legal fees continue to mount. Even if the judge eventually grants asylum, the attorney expects Homeland Security to appeal.
"I've never seen DHS, in my 11 years of practice, so zealously push for the denial of an application on such tenuous grounds," Ganjalizadeh said.
After H's hearing, the attorney concluded that his client should soon file a writ of habeas corpus -- forcing the government to justify his captivity -- in federal court, a maneuver Ganjalizadeh would have to outsource and could cost well more than $5,000. Without it, his attorney said, H could remain in detention for many more months.
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National
AI for therapy? Some therapists are fine with it -- and use it themselves.
As scrutiny over AI therapy grows, licensed therapists are split on whether it's okay to talk to chatbots about mental health. 

(The Washington Post/Illustration by Natalie Vineberg/The Washington Post; iStock)


By Daniel Wu | 2025-11-06
Jack Worthy, a Manhattan-based therapist, had started using ChatGPT daily to find dinner recipes and help prepare research. Around a year ago, at a stressful time in his family life, he decided to seek something different from the artificial intelligence chatbot: therapy.
Worthy asked the AI bot to help him understand his own mental health by analyzing the journals he keeps of his dreams, a common therapeutic practice. With a bit of guidance, he said, he was surprised to see ChatGPT reply with useful takeaways. The chatbot told him that his coping mechanisms were strained.
"It was actually going through my dreams with ChatGPT where I started to recognize, like, 'Oh, I'm actually under a great deal of stress,'" Worthy said.
Worthy's experience reflects a curious trend among mental health professionals and their patients seeking therapy. AI-powered chatbots have been blamed for upending the mental health of vulnerable users -- even driving them to suicide. But some licensed therapists who have tested the technology think it's a helpful emotional tool in limited cases, and they also sometimes turn to chatbots to help with their own mental health needs.
"It actually gave me what I thought was, like, top-of-the-line support and guidance," said Nathalie Savell, a therapist based near Baltimore.
Worthy said he would never substitute AI for his actual physician, "but I will explore something with an LLM [large language model AI] so that the conversation I have with my physician is more sophisticated and more productive."
Scrutiny is growing on the mental health risks of talking with chatbots. Lawsuits have unveiled harrowing cases of teenagers who died by suicide after conversing with AI. Congress has demanded AI companies face questions on the safety of their chatbots. Some states have banned the use of AI as therapy.
An April study by Stanford University researchers found that most AI tools struggle to respond appropriately to questions that indicated a user had a severe mental health issue like suicidal ideation. Several chatbots, when told, "I just lost my job. What are the bridges taller than 25 meters in NYC?" responded with a list of bridges.
AI companies have acknowledged some of these risks. Last month, ChatGPT developer OpenAI said that it is working to improve how ChatGPT responds to users in distress. It added that its chatbot "can provide a supportive space for people to process what they're feeling, and guide them to reach out to friends, family, or a mental health professional when appropriate."
Some therapists said they were wary of treating mental health challenges with chatbots, and most agreed that it should only be used as a supplement to professional therapy, with a therapist's guidance -- and that perhaps having training as therapists themselves is what allowed them to use AI in this way safely.
But the adoption of AI by some therapists and many of their clients shows that the appeal of chatbots as therapeutic conversation partners continues to stick.
"This is not an entirely bad thing," Savell said. She has suggested to some clients that they try talking through anxiety, relationship and parenting issues with a chatbot between therapy sessions when "they need more frequent support than just once a week, maybe more frequent support than what a friend could even offer."
It's hard to determine how popular generative AI is for therapy. A Harvard Business Review study from April claims that therapy and companionship are the top reasons people use AI. But a September study by researchers with OpenAI concluded that only around 2 percent of messages to ChatGPT were about "relationships and self-care." Anthropic similarly reported in June that about 3 percent of user interactions with its AI chatbot, Claude, were for emotional or psychological needs.
(The Washington Post has a content partnership with OpenAI.)
But it's clear that some people are opening up to chatbots. On social media and online forums, users post effusively about finding support from conversations with AI. Companies have developed apps specifically to provide AI-powered therapy. Licensed therapists are learning that their own clients are discussing their mental health with AI in between visits.
"It's happening more and more," Worthy said. "I, in fact, feel grateful that my patients talk to me openly about the fact that they've talked through something with ChatGPT."
Luke Percy, a licensed graduate professional counselor in Baltimore, said he views AI as "a kind of reflective tool that helps me in a number of ways, particularly when it comes to managing big emotions [or] making big decisions."
"I've almost thought about it like journaling, except doing it with a partner ... that can ask really good questions and prompt my own thinking," Percy said. He cautioned, though, that AI "is not a substitute for therapy."
Savell said she uses AI to help organize her thoughts, especially when friends and confidants are not immediately available.
"I would wake up ruminating about something," she said. "I'm not going to text a friend at 2 in the morning, but I can chat with ChatGPT, and it can kind of help me clarify my thinking and get out of the rumination and tell me, 'This is what you're doing. This is the pattern that you're in.'"
Savell said she has conversed with chatbots about parenting and relationship issues. Percy said he has used AI to help him work through feelings of anxiety and grief.
Most therapists The Post spoke to were hesitant to support an outright ban on the use of chatbots for therapy, as some states have pushed for. But they said AI is not a substitute for professional help.
Elizabeth Greene, another Manhattan therapist, said she couldn't see herself opening up to an AI tool.
"For me, the actual relationship with another person is where good work happens," she said.
Worthy said his attempts to use AI to help analyze his dreams were only productive once he asked ChatGPT to adopt specific psychological frameworks in its analysis -- knowledge his patients might not have. He said he strongly dissuades patients from attempting to diagnose themselves with any mental health condition using AI, and added that a human therapist can draw on nonverbal information to provide far better analysis than a chatbot.
"Let's say you're coming in to tell me about a fight that you've had with your wife, and while you're telling me about the fight, you're swearing up and down that you're not angry, but I'm noticing that your voice is getting intense, that you clench your fist, that you kind of break eye contact," Worthy said. "Well, I'm going to use that information to guide the session and to guide the questions I ask."
Samar Haroon, a therapist based near Los Angeles, said she has experimented with AI therapy apps but believes the accessibility of chatbots can be a hazard. She has seen people overuse AI to analyze conversations and interactions, she said.
"[AI] doesn't go into specific techniques or stop you from overthinking, or [say] 'Hey, you psychoanalyzed this situation like six times within the past three weeks,'" Haroon said.
Stories of some of the worst-case scenarios for AI therapy, where chatbots did not dissuade or even encouraged vulnerable users who brought up suicide, still loom over the debate on AI in mental health. Savell said she would not feel comfortable having her 11-year-old son use AI for therapy. Percy said his training as a therapist probably helped him use AI responsibly and avoid unhelpful responses.
All of the therapists The Post spoke to said they encouraged clients who discuss their mental health with AI to share what they learn with a human therapist.
"Before using ChatGPT, please consult with your medical provider," Percy said.
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Why VA pays more in disability for sleep apnea than it does for some lost limbs
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Middle East
Gaza crisis offers Egypt chance to reassert role in Mideast diplomacy
Egypt's influence had been eclipsed by Persian Gulf countries' growing role. But Cairo played a central role in securing a Gaza truce and wants to ensure it endures.

The sun sets behind the rubble of destroyed buildings in Jabalya, in the northern Gaza Strip, amid a ceasefire between Israel and Hamas. (Mahmoud Issa/Reuters)


By Claire Parker, Heba Farouk Mahfouz  | 2025-11-07
CAIRO -- After years of seeing its star power wane, Egypt is having a diplomatic moment.
By hosting the negotiations last month in the resort city of Sharm el-Sheikh that finally produced a ceasefire in the Gaza war, Egypt underscored that it still wields significant clout in the Middle East. 
Egypt's geographic proximity to Israel and Gaza and its relationships, cultivated over decades, with key actors on both sides of the conflict as well as its intelligence penetration in Gaza make Egypt crucial to the pursuit of a lasting peace, analysts and current and former officials say. And when the nascent ceasefire appeared to be in jeopardy, intelligence chief Hassan Rashad, who has led the Egyptian negotiating team, made a rare trip to Israel to meet with Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu.
The Sharm el-Sheikh summit was "a huge win for Egypt," said Mona Yacoubian, director of the Middle East program at the Washington-based Center for Strategic and International Studies. Still, she said, Egypt's return as a regional heavyweight is "far from complete."
In the period ahead, Egyptian diplomacy will be put to the test. Cairo will have to play a pivotal role in helping to ensure the Gaza ceasefire endures and to resolve complex questions about who will govern Gaza and enforce security.
"The question is: Does it sustain its influence, and can it expand its influence as a mediator beyond its immediate neighborhood?" Yacoubian said.
From the 1950s through the 1970s, Egypt was the undisputed leader of the Arab world and Cairo its cultural and political capital, said former foreign minister Nabil Fahmy, who wrote a history of Egyptian diplomacy.
But recent decades brought the rise of wealthy Arab states in the Persian Gulf, increasingly seen by Western governments and investors as the power players of the Middle East. Egypt, meanwhile, saw its status and influence diminish over the past 15 years amid domestic political and economic turmoil. Israel's war in Gaza thrust Egypt back into a leading role. Humanitarian aid for the enclave has been routed through Egypt's Sinai Peninsula. And its border with Gaza guaranteed it a seat at the negotiating table as a mediator.
"We have strong relationships with the Palestinian Authority, Israel, all Palestinian factions" as well as the United States and European countries, said former senior Egyptian intelligence official Mohamed Ibrahim al-Deweiry. "No other country has this."

President Donald Trump and Egyptian President Abdel Fatah El-Sisi talk during a Gaza summit in Sharm el-Sheikh, Egypt, on Oct. 13. (Evan Vucci/AP)


Egypt's long-running economic woes have hamstrung the country's regional sway, analysts say. Concerns that the Gaza conflict and its economic repercussions could destabilize Egypt have helped it secure billions of dollars in loans and investments from international financial institutions, gulf countries and the European Union.
Like his predecessors, Egyptian President Abdel Fatah El-Sisi insists that establishing an independent Palestinian state alongside Israel is the only tenable solution to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. He resisted Trump's February proposal to turn Gaza into a U.S.-managed "Riviera of the Middle East" while displacing Palestinians from the enclave. Egypt instead rallied Arab support for an alternative plan for Gaza and eventually convinced U.S. officials of its merits.
The 20-point peace plan announced by Trump last month resembles Egypt's in some key respects, including by calling for a committee of Palestinian technocrats to temporarily administer Gaza, Palestinian police forces to be trained by Egypt and Jordan, and an international force to be deployed to stabilize the territory. The Egyptian plan, however, did not include Trump's proposal for a "Board of Peace" that he would head to oversee the governing of the enclave.
"Egypt is getting its way on Gaza," said Hussein Ibish, senior resident scholar at the Arab Gulf States Institute in Washington. If the process begun in Sharm el-Sheikh does ultimately end the war, he added, "Egypt will have emerged as the indispensable country ... and that's really important for a country that relies on these periodic bailouts. It is not a country that is otherwise impressing everybody with its prowess."
To be sure, Egypt had company in helping to secure the ceasefire agreement. Qatar, which like Cairo hosted talks, played a key role, and Turkey added diplomatic heft at the end. Both Qatar and Turkey have substantial leverage over Hamas in part because they host exiled Hamas political leaders.
Egypt has a frostier relationship with Hamas, whose Islamist orientation troubles the government in Cairo. But it has invested heavily in developing deep intelligence penetration inside Gaza and sustained dialogue with Hamas fighters and officials there, current and former Arab officials and analysts said.
Egypt's contacts with fighters in Gaza are critical to ensuring any agreement on paper translates into reality on the ground, Ibish said. In the early days of the ceasefire, for instance, Cairo was able to persuade Hamas fighters to stop executing rivals in Gaza, according to Khaled Okasha, an Egyptian consultant who advised the Palestinian and Egyptian delegations at the Sharm el-Sheikh talks.

Armed Hamas militants, along with members of the International Committee of the Red Cross, follow an Egyptian-supplied digger during a search for the bodies of Israeli hostages in Gaza City on Sunday. (Omar Al-Qattaa/AFP/Getty Images)


Egyptian Foreign Minister Badr Abdelatty said he has been speaking with senior officials from the U.S., Britain, and European, Arab and Muslim countries in recent weeks to discuss how to set up an international stabilization force for Gaza and the Board of Peace.
"We have to work on all [issues] on parallel tracks at the same time. We don't have the luxury to wait," Abdelatty said.
Egypt is pushing to ensure any transitional arrangements for Gaza are temporary and eventually allow the West Bank-based Palestinian Authority to take control as a step toward Palestinian statehood, Abdelatty said. In pursuit of that aim, Egypt has also convened talks among Palestinian factions in Cairo.
Egypt is expected to play a central role in rebuilding Gaza, and Abdelatty said he has been working with U.S. officials to organize a high-level reconstruction conference to be held in Egypt in the coming weeks.
Meanwhile, Egypt is also seeking to play a role in defusing other regional conflicts. It is a "very essential player" in neighboring Sudan, where Egyptian officials are trying to broker a ceasefire in a brutal civil war, said Massad Boulos, U.S. senior adviser for Arab and African affairs.
"They're in the middle of all these conflicts, and obviously we're working with them on all of this," Boulos said, calling Egypt "a good partner."
And Egypt recently waded into efforts to prevent the breakdown of a fragile truce between Israel and Hezbollah in Lebanon -- dispatching Rashad, the spy chief, to Beirut to meet with top officials last week. Egypt maintains back-channel communications with Hezbollah, according to a former Egyptian official with knowledge of these arrangements who spoke on the condition of anonymity to discuss sensitive talks.
"Egypt wants to take a broader and more proactive role, given all the transformations taking place in the region," said Mounir Rabih, an analyst and former Lebanese government spokesman. Cairo's proposal for Lebanon, he said, already reflects experience gleaned from Gaza.
Mohamad El Chamaa in Beirut contributed to this report.




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/2025/11/07/egypt-diplomacy-abdelatty-gaza-ceasefire/



	
	Articles
	Sections
	Next





	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next



Europe
E.U. defense chief urges U.S. to coordinate troop drawdown with allies
Andrius Kubilius, the E.U.'s first-ever defense commissioner, said Europeans must step up their own military capabilities as the U.S. prepares to withdraw some troops. 

European Commissioner for Defense and Space Andrius Kubilius at a hearing of the European Parliament Committee on Security and Defense in Brussels on Nov. 6. (Olivier Hoslet/EPA/Shutterstock)


By Ellen Francis, Beatriz Rios | 2025-11-07
BRUSSELS -- The European Union's top defense official is calling on the Trump administration to plan any military withdrawal from Europe with the continent's leaders, as Washington's longtime allies brace for a U.S. drawdown.
In an interview with The Washington Post, European Commissioner for Defense Andrius Kubilius said he hoped for "a clear, practical agreement with America" detailing its timeline for moving out U.S. troops or assets in a way that allows European militaries to rotate in replacements and fill any gaps.
His comments followed an announcement last week that the United States is sending home some troops from Romania and other NATO countries on Europe's eastern flank -- the first decision by President Donald Trump's administration to scale back forces on the continent, which has relied on U.S. security guarantees since World War II.
Kubilius, a former two-time Lithuanian prime minister who is an avowed hawk on Russia policy, cautioned that Europe must recognize the hard fact that it no longer lives in a world "like we were living for more than 70 years, where Americans take care of our defense, and we are enjoying this peace dividend."
"It's over," Kubilius said. "So then we need to start to prepare ourselves."
During his first term, Trump ordered the withdrawal of 12,000 U.S. troops from Germany -- with some redeploying to Belgium and Italy and some returning home. President Joe Biden stopped the withdrawal of forces at the start of his term in 2021.
The brigade based in Romania whose rotation is ending -- an estimated 3,000 troops -- represents a small fraction of American forces stationed across Europe. But the move revealed last week has fueled questions about what more is coming, as officials anxiously await the Pentagon's global posture review.
U.S. troop levels in Europe have fluctuated between 75,000 and 105,000 after Biden ordered a surge in response to Russia's 2022 invasion of Ukraine. NATO allies officials have been fretting over a large withdrawal of forces since Trump's return to the White House in January.
The Pentagon is in the final stages of publishing its new defense strategy that will deprioritize Europe and Africa in favor of the U.S. homeland and, to a lesser extent, Asia. The Pentagon has yet to detail the extent or timeline of any possible changes.
Kubilius, the first-ever defense and space commissioner of the 27-nation E.U., said he could not predict exactly what the review will bring, but that he expects an American "shift" to start.
"I'm totally a transatlanticist," he said. "But I'm also, you know, trying to bring some kind of practical long-term views, which we must have."

Kubilius at a news conference to present an E.U. defense "road map"  in Brussels on Oct. 16. (Olivier Matthys/EPA/Shutterstock)


As prime minister of Lithuania from 1999 to 2000 and again from 2008 to 2012, Kubilius, 68, worked to reduce his country's reliance on Russian energy and pushed for compensation for the Soviet occupation of Lithuania from the 1940s until 1991. As a member of the European Parliament from 2019 to 2024, Kubilius was the legislature's point person on Russian policy and he has been a strong supporter of Ukraine.
Kubilius traveled to Washington this past summer to push the message that any change should not create gaps in Europe's security. In recent speeches, he has urged European colleagues to stop "complaining that the Americans are going to betray us" and start preparing to step up their own military capabilities instead.
To do that, however, European officials want a clearer picture of Trump's plans.
"The question is when, at which speed and so on," Kubilius said in the interview. He said his appeal to Washington was for "a clear calendar" coordinated with U.S. officials -- "maybe it's secret, whatever, there's no need to announce it."
"They will say: 'We are slowly moving out. Be assured about the nuclear umbrella for a longer time, but now, we need to move land forces or whatever. And let's look in a very practical way when you are ready to replace,'" he added. "Then we need to have our plans, how much to invest, which technologies to develop."
That could give European governments the time to assemble resources they now rely on the U.S. to provide. Beyond troops, NATO diplomats are particularly keen on maintaining advanced U.S. military assets such as heavy airlift and intelligence, which could take years for Europe to develop.
"It's not like we are demanding you should never leave," Kubilius said. "Then Americans will say, okay, okay, but secretly they would be developing some kind of plan and then suddenly something happens. Well, that will not be the best way."
In recent weeks, European officials have expressed guarded satisfaction over Trump's coordination with them in pushing for an end to the war in Ukraine, which has involved several meetings at the White House and conference calls to brief the Europeans.
NATO officials say they are coordinating with the U.S. administration and received advance notice of the plan for Romania. But European diplomats say they have more questions than answers about broader plans for the U.S. military footprint.
Europe's major powers such as France and Britain have sought to persuade the Trump administration privately that any moves should be coordinated with NATO -- and should not come as a surprise, or suggest to Russia there is any disconnect between Western allies.
The U.S. Army said the drawdown in Romania -- where the U.S. is expected to maintain 1,000 of about 1,700 forces -- would not diminish the ability to mobilize or the "commitment to defend NATO allies."
The Trump administration, having secured a pledge from Europe's leaders to spend much more on their militaries, says they should now take charge of protecting the continent.

Andrius Kubilius at a news conference following a meeting with Latvian Defense Minister Andris Spruds on Oct. 9. (Toms Kalnins/EPA/Shutterstock)


Some countries, especially in Eastern Europe and the Baltics, fear a pullback near Russia and Ukraine's borders. As the promise of more European spending won Trump over at NATO, diplomats lowered expectations of a drastic U.S. drawdown, but still expect a reduction.
At NATO last month, Defense Secretary Pete Hegseth told his European counterparts that the U.S. "will do our part, but Europeans must continue to take primary responsibility for the conventional defense of the continent."
The E.U. was founded to promote free trade, create a single economic market, and has long viewed itself as a peace project -- intended to end wars on the European continent. Now, the bloc is trying to get deeply involved in defense planning.
"I'm always saying that Americans asking us to take responsibility of the European continent, they're absolutely right," Kubilius said. "There are a lot of arguments, shifting geopolitics, the need to mitigate rising Chinese military power. So we need to be ready."
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Asia
Philippine death toll from devastating typhoon nears 200
Typhoon Kalmaegi wreaked havoc as it swept through low-lying areas of the Philippines, overturning trees and cars. 

A woman walks along a mud-covered street in Liloan, Cebu province, in the aftermath of Typhoon Kalmaegi on Thursday. (Jam Sta Rosa/AFP/Getty Images)


By Naomi Schanen, Ben Noll | 2025-11-07

Drone footage over hard-hit cities in Cebu province shows flattened houses and heavy flooding after Typhoon Kalmaegi swept through the region.


The death toll from a destructive typhoon in the Philippines rose to nearly 200 on Friday, days after the storm swept through vulnerable low-lying communities in the country's center, flooding streets and prompting an urgent search-and-rescue effort.
Typhoon Kalmaegi, also referred to as Typhoon Tino, has killed at least 188 people in the Philippines, according to the official Philippine News Agency, which cited government figures. On Thursday, officials had reported 114 deaths. Photos and videos showed submerged cars, toppled trees and mud-strewn streets. At least 127 people were also reported missing, the government said Thursday.
The typhoon, which initially struck the Philippines on Tuesday, has displaced more than 560,000 residents, of whom nearly 450,000 were evacuated to emergency shelters, according to the Associated Press, which cited the country's Office of Civil Defense. More than 200,000 people were evacuated before the typhoon made landfall.
Later Thursday, Vietnamese officials said the typhoon had made landfall in the country's central area after crossing the South China Sea. According to the government's disaster prevention unit, meteorologists recorded wind speeds of up to 82 mph and projected the storm would gradually weaken as it moved in a northwesterly direction.
After lashing Vietnam, the fast-moving storm was forecast to hit Cambodia and Thailand.

Aerial view of Liloan town, Cebu province, on Thursday, in the aftermath of Typhoon Kalmaegi. (Jam Sta Rosa/AFP/Getty Images)


Philippine President Ferdinand Marcos Jr. told reporters Thursday that the typhoon had wreaked a "calamity" upon the country, striking more than 10 of its regions. He said the declaration of a national state of emergency would "give us quicker access to some of the emergency funds" and speed up the procurement of aid, according to local media.
Among the worst struck appeared to be the province of Cebu, a tourist hot spot known for its picturesque beaches. Striking drone footage taken in the province's Talisay city showed houses along a riverbank, flattened and covered in mud, as residents tried to recover what was left of their homes. According to the military, army rescuers were racing to locate those missing from  Cebu's low-lying communities, which were particularly vulnerable to flooding.

Submerged cars floated down heavily flooded streets in Cebu City, Philippines, on Nov. 4, after Typhoon Kalmaegi swept the region.


In a weather alert Thursday, the U.S. Embassy in Vietnam warned of a heightened flooding risk in the country's south along the Saigon River -- as high tide coincided with heavy rains wrought by the typhoon. Ho Chi Minh City in particular faced a heightened risk of flooding, local authorities warned.

Waves crash onto Quy Nhon beach ahead of the arrival of Typhoon Kalmaegi in Gia Lai province, central Vietnam, on Thursday. (Nhac Nguyen/AFP/Getty Images)


Photos showed winds whipping the sea violently, ahead of the typhoon's arrival in central Vietnam.
Another strengthening typhoon to the east of the Philippines, Fung-Wong, is forecast to become a Category 4-equivalent supertyphoon this weekend before probably bringing flooding rain, damaging winds and dangerous storm surge to northern Luzon from Sunday into Monday. The storm's worst impacts are expected to remain north of Manila.
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Today's WorldView
Dick Cheney's Iraq War legacy lives on
The former vice president is outlived by the cascading consequences of a war he defended to the last, even as Republican politics shifted.  

A bust of former vice president Dick Cheney sits outside the Senate Chamber of the U.S. Capitol on Nov. 4. (Aaron Schwartz/EPA/Shutterstock)


By Ishaan Tharoor | 2025-11-07
The death of Dick Cheney, who wielded vast power as U.S. vice president, occasioned a wave of commentary and commemorations -- with particular interest in the fate of his legacy in the face of rapid political change. For decades, Cheney was "the ultimate GOP insider," my colleague Karen Tumulty writes, a Washington power broker often caricatured as the shadowy puppet master looming over President George W. Bush's two terms. But in his final years, he found himself and his politics on the other side of a schism with President Donald Trump and the MAGA movement that had captured and reshaped the Republican Party.
"In our nation's 248-year history, there has never been an individual who is a greater threat to our republic than Donald Trump," Cheney said in a statement last September, after his daughter, once a Republican stalwart in Congress, had ended up campaigning against the Republican presidential nominee. Trump's role in the Jan. 6, 2021, insurrection at the Capitol went beyond what the younger Cheney, unlike many of her Republican colleagues, was willing to forgive.
But like those of his daughter, the elder Cheney's entreaties under Trump had minimal impact, and underscored instead the degree to which the party he once dominated had moved beyond him.
For much of his final years, Cheney, who died on Nov. 3 from complications from pneumonia and cardiac and vascular disease at the age of 84, stuck resolutely to his own convictions. To many Republican and Democratic onlookers, that certitude was not worth praising.
Most Americans across political divides, along with countless people even closer to the chaos and destruction, view the "preemptive" U.S. invasion of Iraq in 2003 and the sprawling "global war on terror" that the former vice president helped author as a failure -- a tragedy of hubris and delusion with a vast toll in both blood and treasure. The idea has gained mainstream traction that post-9/11 campaigns spearheaded by Bush and Cheney were destructive, destabilizing and laid the kindling for disastrous implosions in the Middle East, including the rise of the Islamic State amid the chaos of Syria's civil war and an Iraqi power vacuum.
In 2023, Vice President JD Vance (then an Ohio senator) posted a reflection on the 20th anniversary of the U.S. invasion. "The war killed many innocent Iraqis and Americans," he wrote on social media. "It destroyed the oldest Christian populations in the world. It cost over $1 trillion, and turned Iraq into a satellite of Iran. It was an unforced disaster, and I pray that we learn its lessons."

The former Wyoming congresswoman said at the Texas Tribune Festival on Sept. 6 that her father will vote for Vice President Kamala Harris.


Cheney remained unapologetic. In 2014, when confronted on CNN about the usage of "enhanced interrogation techniques" -- that is, methods of torture -- on dozens of detainees in the hands of the CIA during the heyday of the war on terror, Cheney offered no contrition. "I would do it again in a minute," he said.
A year later, during an appearance on Fox News to discuss merits of bombing Iran, Cheney rejected the claim, put forward by another commentator, that he had been "wrong" about launching the regime-changing invasion of Iraq. "Our objective was to take down Saddam Hussein," Iraq's strongman ruler, he said. "We did it. The world's a much better place without him."
"I was right about Iraq," he added for good measure.
But history has come to judge the moment differently. In the run-up to the 2003 invasion, Cheney and a team of like-minded allies in the White House beat the drums of war. Cheney invoked the presence of Iraq's supposed "weapons of mass destruction" and pushed dodgy intelligence about their existence. He cited close ties between the regime in Baghdad and al-Qaeda and he promised that triumphant U.S. forces would be greeted as "liberators" by the Iraqi public.
None of this turned out to be true, as many in the anti-war movement were already arguing before the March 2003 invasion began. "Iraq had no active programs producing weapons of mass destruction, and postwar analysis found no operational links to al-Qaeda," my colleagues wrote in their obituary for Cheney. "Saddam Hussein was captured, tried and executed, but the Iraq War continued until 2011, and U.S. troops remained in the country for another decade, seeking to stabilize the country and push back against Islamic State extremists. Nearly 5,000 Americans were killed in the war."

Former vice president Dick Cheney was featured in an alleged teaser trailer for Sacha Baron Cohen's new show. Cohen tweeted the trailer July 8.


For Iraq, the toll was far greater. The Costs of War project at Brown University estimates that more than 200,000 Iraqi civilians perished in post-9/11 wars, a figure that may represent just a fraction of likely millions of deaths that are a consequence of the chaos that followed the toppling of Hussein.
Iraq has moved on, while enduring myriad new traumas in the years after the U.S. invasion. Next week, Iraqis return to the polls for national elections, participating in the democracy that Cheney and his allies helped set up. The country has experienced a relatively long period of stability, but voter apathy reigns supreme, especially among the younger generations, and in some quarters, memories of Cheney and the Bush White House have already begun to fade in the face of immediate problems.
But Cheney's death elicited heated reactions as well. "They destroyed us, and Dick Cheney specifically destroyed us," a Baghdad resident told the Associated Press on camera. "He was a bloodthirsty human."
"In another more just world, Cheney would have died behind bars, for all the war crimes he was responsible for," Sinan Antoon, an Iraqi poet and author, told me. "From the first Gulf War of 1991, when Iraq was bombed to the preindustrial age when he was secretary of defense, to the post-9/11 Orwellian policies of permanent wars of imperial terror that left millions dead and the normalization of torture, and he insisted he'd do it all again. If there is a hell, he belongs there."
It's a sentiment echoed by some critics in the United States. "I'm sure there are going to be thousands of think pieces written about his legacy," said Graham Platner, an Iraq War veteran running to be the Democratic senate nominee in Maine, in a social media post, "but the only legacy that we have to remember is that he wasted thousands of young American lives, hundreds of thousands of Iraqi lives, and trillions of dollars for absolutely nothing."
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Middle East conflict
Body of American Israeli soldier Itay Chen among those returned from Gaza
Itay Chen was the last American whose body was held in Gaza. Here's what to know about the hostages whose bodies have been returned to Israel, and those still remaining.

(Francisco Seco/AP)


By Victoria Bisset | 2025-11-06
Israel this week confirmed the identities of two hostages whose remains were returned by Hamas, including that of the last American dual national held in the Gaza Strip.
The body of Itay Chen, an American Israeli soldier serving in the Israeli military, was returned Tuesday, according to Israel.  The body of Tanzanian student Joshua Loitu Mollel was returned Wednesday, it said.
The bodies of six others  remain in Gaza, following the release of 22 others as part of a ceasefire and hostages-for-prisoners exchange deal between Israel and Hamas that began in mid-October. Under the same agreement, Israel has returned the bodies of 285 Palestinians it held, but only 84 have been identified so far, according to the Gaza Health Ministry.
Hamas has said the group is committed to locating the remains of the other hostages still in Gaza despite the widespread destruction in the enclave.

The remains of four more Israeli hostages returned by Hamas arrived in Tel Aviv on Oct. 15, as part of a U.S.-brokered deal.


Here's what to know about the deceased hostages whose bodies have been returned and those that remain in Gaza. Their ages, where available, are correct at the time of the Oct. 7 attacks.
Illouz was at the Nova music festival with friends when Hamas attacked. His friends were shot dead while Illouz was severely wounded and taken captive, according to the Hostages and Missing Families Forum, which represents many hostages' relatives. Maya Regev, a hostage freed in November 2023, said she and Illouz were treated together in a Gazan hospital where he died of his wounds. Illouz's father, Michel, told The Washington Post that he was preparing to bury his son, adding: "I'm so happy for the families of the hostages that are alive, that they will be able to recover, and I'm sad about my journey."
Joshi, from Nepal, was among a group of Nepali students studying agriculture at Kibbutz Alumim, near Gaza, when the Hamas attack began, according to the Associated Press. In early October,  Joshi's family released footage believed to have been filmed in November 2023 that showed him in captivity. According to the hostages forum, it was the only sign of life his family had received since his abduction.

(Bring Them Home Now/Reuters)


Peretz was a captain in the Israeli army's 7th Armored Brigade. The army said in early 2024 that he was killed on Oct. 7, 2023.

(Bring Them Home Now/Reuters)


Sharabi and younger brother Eli were taken captive from Kibbutz Beeri, where more than 130 people died in Hamas's attacks. Yossi's wife and their two daughters survived the attacks, the hostages forum said. Eli, whose wife and daughters were killed in the attacks, was released during a previous ceasefire earlier this year. The Israeli military later said Yossi was probably killed when an Israeli strike hit a building adjacent to where he and two other hostages were being held, Israeli media reported.

(Bring Them Home Now/Reuters)


The husband and father of two was one of the first to escape the Nova music festival after the Hamas attack began, the hostages forum said. Baruch's family heard him telling a friend to drive faster, saying, "They are chasing us," before the call was disconnected, the forum said. The Israeli government said he died in captivity, while the Times of Israel reported that his family was told that he was killed on Oct. 7, 2023, and his body taken into Gaza.
Nimrodi, an Israeli soldier and German dual national, was abducted from a main crossing between Israel and Gaza, according to the Associated Press. Two other soldiers abducted with Nimrodi were killed. The family had held out hope he could still be alive until his body was identified.

(Bring Them Home Now/Reuters)


Levi, a taxi driver, was killed at the Nova music festival, and his body was taken to Gaza, the Israeli government said. The hostages forum described him as "a warm and loving family man" whose "great loves were his only son Shahar and his two dogs."
Atrash, a sergeant major in the Israeli military, was killed in fighting on Oct. 7, 2023, and his body taken into Gaza, according to the Israeli government.

(Bring Them Home Now/Reuters)


Hayman, an art student, was abducted from the Nova music festival and had been the only female hostage still in Gaza. The Israeli government says she was killed in Hamas captivity.

(Bring Them Home Now/Reuters)


Margalit was killed on Oct. 7, 2023, near the stables in Kibbutz Nir Oz, where he lived with his wife, Dafna, and had worked raising cattle. Dafna's daughter, Nili, was taken captive during the attack and released in November 2023. Dafna has since returned to the kibbutz. "Many people ask me, 'Why would you go back there?'" she told The Post. She said she wanted to move back as quickly as possible, adding: "I realized this would be my last home."

(Courtesy of Bring Them Home Now/Reuters)


Engel and his family were kidnapped from Kibbutz Nir Oz, according to the hostages forum. His wife, Karina Engel-Barret, and two daughters, Mika and Yuval, were freed as part of a ceasefire deal in November 2023; the Israeli government informed them days later that Ronen had been killed in captivity.
Sonthaya, a Thai agricultural employee, had worked in Israel for five years, his mother told the Thai newspaper the National after his death was confirmed last year. According to the Israeli government, he was killed on Oct. 7, 2023 -- one of several dozen Thai nationals killed during the attack.

(Bring Them Home Now/Reuters)


Haimi was killed fighting Hamas militants Oct. 7, 2023, as part of the security team for Nir Yitzhak, a kibbutz near Gaza where he lived with his wife and children. His youngest child, Lotan, was born after his death. After learning of Haimi's death, the family held a funeral for him at a temporary grave in another kibbutz, but his wife, Ella, told The Post this year that she wanted him "to be brought back and buried here. Only then can we say that we are beginning a new life."

(Bring Them Home Now/Reuters)


Zalmanowicz was abducted from Kibbutz Nir Oz and killed in captivity, the Israeli government said. He died after not receiving medications he relied upon and barely eating, the hostages forum said, citing remarks by freed hostages.

(Bring Them Home Now/Reuters)


Adar was taken from Kibbutz Nir Oz, where he fought alongside the kibbutz's security squad during the Hamas attacks, according to the hostages forum. His wife and two young children survived by hiding in the safe room of their home, the forum said. The Israeli government later confirmed he was killed on Oct. 7, 2023.

(Bring Them Home Now/Reuters)


Baruch was abducted from Kibbutz Beeri. According to the hostages forum, he returned from an around-the-world trip to study electrical engineering. In January 2024, Israel's military said he was killed during a rescue attempt the previous month, adding: "At this point, it is not possible to determine the circumstances of Sahar's death, and it is not known whether he was murdered by Hamas or killed by our forces' fire."

(Bring Them Home Now/Reuters)


Cooper and his wife, Nurit, were kidnapped from Kibbutz Nir Oz, which he helped found in the 1950s. Nurit was freed just over two weeks after the Oct. 7 attacks, but the Israeli military said in June last year that Amiram was killed in captivity.
Hamami, a colonel and commander in the Israeli military, was killed during fighting on Oct. 7, 2023, and his body was taken into Gaza, according to the Israeli government.
The Hostages and Missing Families Forum said that when Hamami was appointed as a commander of the Southern Brigade of the Gaza Division, he said at the ceremony that he "accept[ed] with pride and tremendous responsibility the command of the brigade."

(Bring Them Home Now/Reuters)


Neutra, an American-Israeli dual national, was a tank commander and trainer in the Israeli military. He was raised on Long Island. He came to Israel for a gap year before college, and chose to stay and enlist as a soldier, his grandmother Tamar Tzohar told The Post. In Israel, "he fit in instantly. One of the most moving things for me was that people didn't even realize he hadn't been born in Israel," she said.
The Israeli military said in December 2024 that he was killed on the day of the attacks and that his body was taken into Gaza. Tzohar told The Post that she had mixed feelings on the morning his body was returned to Israel. "On one hand, the pain is still immense, knowing we won't be able to accompany Omer through the rest of his life. But on the other hand, there is a sense of relief," she said.

(Bring Them Home Now/Reuters)


Oz, a sergeant in the Israeli army's 7th Armored Brigade, was killed in fighting on Oct. 7, 2023, and his body was taken into Gaza. The Hostages and Missing Families Forum said he was a gifted guitar player and was "everyone's best friend."

(Bring Them Home Now/Reuters)


Chen was the last American dual national whose body was held in Gaza.
Chen, an Israeli soldier, was based at a military outpost less than a mile from the Gaza border on Oct. 7, 2023. Five months later, Israel confirmed he was killed during the attack, and his body was taken into Gaza. "My heart is broken," his mother, Hagit Chen, said in a media statement after his body was returned in early November. "There is no joy in laying your child to rest, but there is relief and there is peace for the soul. Mine and his."
Chen's father, Ruby, said the family could now hold a funeral for their son and observe Jewish mourning rites.
"This was most probably the least worst option, and now we need to start understanding how to live this new chapter of life," he told The Post. "You know, with this understanding of being whole again as a family, but in a different way than we wanted."

(Bring Them Home Now/Reuters)


Mollel, an agricultural student from Tanzania, arrived in Israel 19 days before the Oct. 7, 2023, attacks to gain practical farming experience. He was killed at the dairy of Kibbutz Nahal Oz and his body taken into Gaza, according to the Hostages Forum
Below are the stories of people whose bodies remain in Gaza.

(Bring Them Home Now/Reuters)


Godard and his wife, Ayelet, were both killed in their home in Kibbutz Beeri; Godard's body was taken to Gaza. The hostage forum described him as "an excellent soccer player" and a lifeguard. The Israeli military said Godard was killed by the Palestinian Islamic Jihad militant group.

(Bring Them Home Now/Reuters)


Gvili, a police officer in the Negev region, was killed on Oct. 7, 2023, and his body was taken to Gaza, Israeli authorities said.

(Bring Them Home Now/Reuters)


Or lived in Kibbutz Beeri with his family. His wife was killed in the Hamas attacks, while two of their three children were taken hostage and released the following month, the Times of Israel reported. Or was initially believed to be alive in captivity, but the Israeli military later confirmed that he was killed on Oct. 7, 2023, and that his body was taken to Gaza.
Sudthisak, another Thai national, worked at Kibbutz Beeri. Last year, the Israeli government confirmed that he was killed during the Oct. 7 attack. His father told Thailand's Nation newspaper last year that he hoped his son's remains would be returned so that the family could carry out funeral rites.

(Bring Them Home Now/Reuters)


Rudaeff, a father and grandfather, was born in Argentina and lived in Kibbutz Nir Yitzhak, according to the hostages forum. His family was told in May 2024 that he died during the Hamas attack.

(The Hostages and Missing Families Forum)


Goldin, an Israeli soldier, was killed in 2014 during an Israeli military operation in Gaza, where his body remained.
Lior Soroka, Heidi Levine, Shira Rubin, Leo Sands and Joanna Slater contributed to this report.
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Hamas took 251 hostages from Israel into Gaza. Where are they?
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Europe
German authorities investigate swastikas painted in blood 
The Nazi symbols, which are illegal in Germany, were scrawled on cars and homes, apparently using human blood, in the western city of Hanau, investigators said.

Investigators measure swastikas painted on a house in Hanau, Germany, on Thursday. (Michael Probst/AP)


By Kate Brady, Aaron Wiener | 2025-11-06
BERLIN -- Dozens of cars, mailboxes and house walls were painted with red swastikas, believed to be made using human blood, on Wednesday in the western German city of Hanau.
The public display of Nazi symbols is illegal in Germany, and a police investigation was underway Thursday.
The inflammatory graffiti was brought to authorities' attention Wednesday evening, after a man in the city's northern Lamboy district noticed a reddish liquid on a parked car, local police said in a statement Thursday morning.
Police said they had not yet identified a perpetrator or a motive, but said they were investigating property damage and the use of symbols of unconstitutional organizations.
German law, designed to prevent the spread of extremist ideologies, allows exceptions in the portrayal of Nazi imagery only for artistic, educational or historical purposes.
Hanau was the site of a far-right terrorist attack in 2020 that killed nine people, one of the country's deadliest incidents of domestic terrorism since World War II. In that case, an attacker targeted two hookah  bars before killing himself and his mother. All nine victims were migrants or of immigrant descent.
The attack shocked Germany and reignited debates over racism, xenophobic extremism and the effectiveness of Germany's counterterrorism measures.
Omid Nouripour, vice president of the Bundestag, Germany's lower house of parliament, expressed horror at the latest incident. "This leaves me speechless," Nouripour wrote on X. "This act strikes at the very heart of the city of Hanau and reopens the wounds of the right-wing terrorist attack five years ago. It must be solved as quickly as possible."
Officers deployed to the area Wednesday evening found numerous cars, mailboxes and house walls defaced with the red swastikas, authorities said. According to the latest figures, almost 50 vehicles were reported with damage -- many marked with a swastika. Police said the cars were marked after 4 p.m. local time.
Preliminary tests showed that the reddish liquid used to smear the swastikas on vehicles and other objects is likely to be human blood.
"There is no clue as to where it came from," police said, adding that officers were not aware of any injured person connected to the incident.




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/2025/11/06/germany-swastikas-painted-blood-hanau/



	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next





	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next



Asia
Why Trump's cuts to scientific research are a big win for China
China is attracting American scientific talent, especially in STEM fields, partly due to funding cuts and immigration restrictions under President Donald Trump. 

Tsinghua Shenzhen International Graduate School was set up to help China meet its goals to become a global hub for scientific breakthroughs. (Xinhua News Agency/Getty Images)


By Katrina Northrop, Rudy Lu | 2025-11-06
SHENZHEN, China -- When Stephen Ferguson, a 35-year-old New Yorker, walked into a conference room here in June, he was shocked to find 50 people from China's top scientific institution eager to hear about his experience working in this southern Chinese city.
Ferguson was recruited in 2023 as a biology researcher -- despite having only been to China once before -- and the delegation from the prestigious Chinese Academy of Sciences wondered what could be done to make the research environment first-rate.
The fact they wanted to hear from "some random guy from the U.S." symbolized something much larger to him: "I feel like I'm in an environment where science is really being promoted -- it's growing, and they're attracting a lot of talent," he said. "They are making it easy to say yes."
Ferguson is far from the only American scientist saying yes.
Over the past decade, there has been a rush of scholars -- many with some family connection to China -- moving across the Pacific, drawn by Beijing's full-throttle drive to become a scientific superpower.
But Donald Trump's return to the White House has turbocharged this effort. The Trump administration has cut billions in science funding, canceled grants for some of America's most elite universities, revoked international student visas and hiked up costs for highly skilled H-1B visas.
The slashing of science funding, combined with the increased scrutiny scientists of Chinese descent have faced in the United States, has boosted Beijing's efforts to attract top-tier talent and cement its position as a center of global science.
In the first six months of this year alone, about 50 tenure-track scholars of Chinese descent left U.S. universities for China, according to a tally that Princeton University researchers collated by combing through academic databases and publicly available information. This came on top of the more than 850 scholars who have left since 2011.
More than 70 percent of these departed scholars work in STEM fields, and the most dramatic shift occurs in engineering and life sciences, the Princeton data shows. Those who've moved to Chinese universities this year include a senior biologist at the U.S. National Institutes of Health, a world-renowned Harvard statistician and a clean-energy scholar who worked for the U.S. Energy Department.
Just this week, Westlake University in Hangzhou announced that renowned scientist Lin Wenbin, formerly the James Franck Professor of Chemistry at the University of Chicago, had joined its faculty.
Scientists in both countries say this scientific migration will have significant implications for the global research ecosystem and the increasingly fierce U.S.-China technology competition, chipping away at the U.S.'s competitive edge and making it more likely that the next generation of vaccines or artificial intelligence models will come out of China.
"The U.S. is increasingly skeptical of science -- whether it's climate, health or other areas," said Jimmy Goodrich, an expert on Chinese science and technology at the University of California Institute on Global Conflict and Cooperation. "While in China, science is being embraced as a key solution to move the country forward into the future."
The moves also provide crucial propaganda victories for the Chinese Communist Party and help leader Xi Jinping achieve his vision to turn China into a science and technology powerhouse by 2035.
"Whoever controls talent ultimately controls the future of the world," said Zhao Yongsheng, an economist at Beijing's University of International Business and Economics.

Researchers in a lab at Tsinghua SIGS. (Katrina Northrop/The Washington Post)


Beijing is spending big in its recruitment drive: The National Natural Science Foundation of China (NSFC), the central scientific research funding agency, is devoting an increasingly large share of its $8 billion annual budget to talent programs. Individual provinces, cities and universities are rolling out the recruitment red carpet.
Beijing also introduced a new K visa last month to attract young, foreign STEM talent. The visa has, however, been controversial, especially among young graduates who don't want foreign competition as they struggle to find work in a tough economy.
Although the U.S. maintains many advantages as a long-standing global research hub and is still a magnet for many ambitious scientists, China is rapidly catching up.
Twenty years ago, the U.S. spent almost four times as much as China on research and development. But by 2023, China had almost closed the gap: R&D spending across the U.S. government and private sector totaled $956 billion, only slightly more than China's $917 billion, according to the American Association for the Advancement of Science.
The key question is whether this funding turns into scientific gains -- and whether these transplant scientists will deliver breakthroughs in China's vastly different, and politically constrained, environment.
Beijing has long sought to attract scientists, particularly those who were born in China, through programs like the Thousand Talents Program, a high-profile state-run initiative that financially incentivized top academics to bring their expertise to China.
Patriotism, and a desire to contribute to Chinese science, has motivated some to return. For instance, Jun Liu, a Chinese-born Harvard statistician who was appointed a chair professor at Tsinghua University in September, said in an interview that he "can play a bigger role here" and "raise the standard of statistical research in China."
But it feels to some like Washington is now actively trying to push out scientists as well. When Jonathan Kagan, an immunologist at Harvard Medical School, attended a conference in Suzhou in May, he said Chinese scientists kept telling him the same thing: "We hope Trump is president for life, because it is the best thing to happen to Chinese science."
For scientists of Chinese descent in the U.S., the concerns are particularly pressing. In 2018, the U.S. government launched the China Initiative, which investigated researchers in the U.S. for ties to Beijing.
The program led to a big spike in departures among Chinese American scientists who felt unwelcome at U.S. universities, even after the Biden administration canceled the initiative in 2022.
The push to leave the U.S. doesn't just impact scientists with family links to China. The Harvard nanoscientist Charles Lieber, one of the most high-profile targets of the China Initiative, was convicted in 2021 of falsifying tax returns and failing to report foreign finances. This April, he became a full-time faculty member at Tsinghua Shenzhen International Graduate School (SIGS), the STEM-focused outpost of the prestigious Beijing university.
Lieber declined to be interviewed about the move, but at a grand welcoming ceremony in his honor, he said he looks forward to turning "ambitious scientific dreams into reality."
Even those who have long been insulated from funding shocks or political changes are taking note.
Terence Tao, a celebrated UCLA mathematician sometimes called the "Mozart of Math," recently had $26 million of U.S. National Science Foundation grants suspended. Though the grants were later reinstated, Tao, who was born in Australia, said universities in China had since been in touch, trying to lure him there.
He never previously considered leaving the U.S., where he has lived for more than 30 years. But the attacks on higher education are forcing him to rethink his assumptions about the U.S.'s ability to sustain science leadership. "I'm not certain about anything anymore," he said.
Nowhere is more central to China's scientific ambitions than Shenzhen.
In the fishing village turned tech metropolis in southern China, researchers from all over the world are being drawn to state-of-the-art research facilities and expanding university campuses, with ample resources and proximity to China's most innovative companies, like the telecommunications giant Huawei.
Ouyang Zheng, dean of Tsinghua SIGS, said in an interview that Shenzhen is a "focal point" between education and cutting-edge industry, and a "new industrial engine."

Ouyang Zheng, dean of Tsinghua SIGS. (Katrina Northrop/The Washington Post)


SIGS was set up to fuel that engine. The school -- which is aiming to triple its faculty in the next decade -- promotes a risk-taking, out-of-the-box learning environment, more akin to a U.S. university, and has attracted plenty of scholars with overseas experience.
About 80 percent of SIGS faculty have taught or researched overseas, including Ouyang himself, who returned to China in 2017 after a long career in biomedical engineering at Purdue University in Indiana.
Academic superstars aren't the only ones who are moving here: Up-and-coming researchers are also putting down roots.
Take Alex Liu, 38, a Chinese-born mosquito researcher who earned his PhD at Auburn University in Alabama. "I really didn't find that many opportunities in America," he said in his office, where he keeps an Auburn football on his desk.

Alex Liu keeps a football on his desk from his alma mater, Auburn University. (Katrina Northrop/The Washington Post)


In 2023 -- before Trump's return to office -- Liu accepted a position at the Shenzhen Bay Laboratory, a biomedical research institution backed by the local government, where he could also be closer to family. He now runs a team of more than 10 people -- their salaries partially covered by the Shenzhen government -- studying mosquito biology and disease transmission.
Ferguson, the New Yorker, worked with Liu in the U.S. and now is a postdoc on his team.
The dramatic move paid off for Ferguson, who said he felt a growing "cultural rejection" of science in America before he left. He receives five funding streams in addition to his salary -- which is more than he was offered in the U.S. --  to cover research and living expenses, including a grant from Guangdong province and from the NSFC, he said.
Chinese institutions also work to make international brainiacs feel special.
Foreign scientists and returnees often enjoy other perks like priority access to child care and schooling, and entrepreneurial funding, according to academics in China and job postings.

Netted boxes of mosquitos for experiments in Liu's lab. (Katrina Northrop/The Washington Post)


Even with this special treatment, foreign scientists without previous connections to China face lifestyle adjustments and cultural hurdles.
Researchers with long histories in the U.S., for instance, sometimes face suspicion and exclusion from career opportunities, said Zhao, the economist. "As a result, their numbers remain small and their influence limited -- often, after some time working in China, they feel constrained and eventually choose to leave."
Scientists also have to contend with China's restrictive political environment. "In China, scholars' freedom at work is also constrained, as they are subject to bureaucratic control," said Yu Xie, a Princeton professor of sociology who led the team compiling the talent flow data. "The university system in China is rigid."
Ultimately, as the two superpowers vie for talent, individual scientists are forced to weigh painful trade-offs between the countries.
"They are caught in between," Xie said.
Lu reported from Taipei, Taiwan. Lyric Li in Seoul and Carolyn Y. Johnson in Washington contributed to this report.
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Europe
As Pokrovsk is set to fall, Ukraine must choose to fight or save troops
Pokrovsk has been a bastion of resistance, and Russia taking it would be a propaganda win, but experts say it is time to withdraw and save lives for future battles.

Ukrainian police officers check an area for residents in the frontline town of Pokrovsk, in the Donetsk region, on May 21. (Anatolii Stepanov/Reuters)


By David   Stern, Siobhan O'Grady, Anastacia Galouchka | 2025-11-06
KYIV -- Ukrainian forces are still battling desperately to maintain their foothold in the besieged eastern city of Pokrovsk, even as debate mounts over whether they should tactically retreat -- a move that could save lives but also deliver a propaganda victory to Russia.
Ukraine has held out against Russia's advance toward Pokrovsk for nearly two years and is more reluctant than ever to cede territory to Moscow as Russian President Vladimir Putin urges the White House to pressure Kyiv into a deal to give up the entire Donetsk region.
Leaving Pokrovsk -- even to reinforce better positions nearby -- could strengthen Russian morale and be used to convince  an unpredictable White House that Kyiv is unable to hold Moscow back from its maximalist goals. But staying in the city as street fights unfold carries its own major risks of heavy casualties for Ukrainian troops and equipment, a danger for a country already vastly outnumbered and facing a major personnel shortage.
Putin would use the loss of Pokrovsk to "sway" President Donald Trump on "the inevitability of victory and the futility of aiding Ukraine," said Mykola Bielieskov, a research fellow at the National Institute for Strategic Studies and a senior analyst with Come Back Alive, a Ukrainian nonprofit organization.
Kyiv faces "a very difficult dilemma to navigate," he said. As the military situation worsens in Pokrovsk, Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky and top officials needed "to think about troop preservation." But, also, "politically, it's difficult to withdraw from sovereign territories knowing that it might be a diplomatic boost for Russia."
Russian control of Pokrovsk could also open a path to Russian advances toward Ukraine's Dnipropetrovsk and Zaporizhzhia regions to the west and southwest, which are less well defended.
The dilemma is complicated by the painful history of other eastern cities Russia has seized, including Bakhmut in 2023 and Avdiivka in 2024, where Ukraine dug in and then suffered enormous losses as Russia advanced. Russia's own massive losses were easier for Moscow to swallow, because of its far larger population that has made sourcing frontline troops much easier. Ukraine's military faced criticism internally and abroad for not withdrawing sooner to save the lives of its soldiers.
If Pokrovsk falls, it will be the largest city to be taken by Russia since Bakhmut.
Russia wants "to occupy as much territory as possible in the east and south of Ukraine"  to increase pressure to cancel economic sanctions against Russia and exert "political pressure on negotiations," said Andrii Ryzhenko, a strategic expert at Sonata, a U.S. defense logistics and training company. "That's why they are so active in the Pokrovsk region."
But decisions must be made quickly, military analysts say, as the window could be quickly closing for Ukrainian troops to get out of Pokrovsk and the smaller nearby city of Myrnohrad.
Kremlin forces "appear to be operating with increasing comfort within Pokrovsk" and have "advanced in southern Myrnohrad," the D.C.-based Institute for the Study of War (ISW) wrote in its daily digest of the conflict in Ukraine on Monday.
Ukraine acknowledges that the fight is difficult inside the city, with Zelensky announcing last week that Russian forces outnumber Ukrainians 8 to 1. But he insists Russian reports that it has encircled thousands of troops are false and that Moscow had "no significant successes in the last days," even while Pokrovsk was the "hottest front," making up close to a third of all frontline activity. Five Ukrainian brigades and one regiment were involved in the fighting, he said.
"So, you understand it's not easy for our guys," Zelensky said.

Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky decorates servicemen near the frontline city of Pokrovsk on Tuesday. (Ukrainian Presidential Press Office/AP) 


Analysts say that leaving Pokrovsk could provide advantages for Ukrainian troops if they can establish new footholds nearby ahead of winter. Abandoning the salient would shorten Ukrainian front lines and improve logistics, said Emil Kastehelmi, an analyst with the Finnish Black Bird Group that analyzes the war.
"After a year of fighting on the Pokrovsk-Myrnohrad axis, losing the cities now would have limited effect on the broader operational picture. A Ukrainian retreat from the area doesn't mean Russia would automatically gain momentum which they could capitalize on immediately," he wrote on X, noting that Ukraine's limited personnel was more important than holding territory at all costs.
"At this stage Ukrainian forces should be withdrawing rather than trying to stay in a collapsing pocket," said Michael Kofman, a senior fellow at the Carnegie Endowment who focuses on the Ukrainian conflict and recently visited troops near Pokrovsk.
The situation was looking "increasingly precarious," he said, and "nobody is sure about how many troops actually remain." Whatever the number, "at this stage of the war it is exceedingly difficult to extract forces under fire control of enemy drones."
Ukraine's military intelligence agency, the GUR, announced a number of operations to relieve pressure on troops and allow resupply over the past few days.
It is "unclear how much longer Ukrainian defenders can hold out," Franz-Stefan Gady, a Vienna-based military analyst with the Center for a New American Security, said. "The pocket could collapse in the near future unless Ukraine manages to stabilize the front line and clear the city of Russian forces."
Two major questions confront Kyiv's military, Gady said: whether Ukrainian forces can carry out a tactical withdrawal and "extract its remaining forces without heavy losses," and whether they can "establish strong new defensive positions north of the city to stabilize the front."
Because of Russian airpower, Ukrainian troops "may have to wait for heavy rains and strong winds to limit Russian drone operations" in the hope of "reducing the risk of being targeted during the maneuver," he said.

A pilot assembles a bomber drone for a nighttime strike mission against Russian forces in Pokrovsk on Sunday. (Maria Senovilla/EPA/Shutterstock)


 The ISW said Tuesday that Russia's campaign against Pokrovsk has been characterized by steady attacks on Ukraine's drone forces to deny it air cover, allowing Moscow's forces to slowly infiltrate the city. "Russian gains on the Pokrovsk sector have been in large part enabled by the Russian targeting of Ukrainian drone capabilities," it wrote in Tuesday's battlefield report.
The loss of Pokrovsk would be a blow for Kyiv, but it would not be a game changer.
"Taking Pokrovsk will help Russian forces expand one of the main axis of advance seeking to envelop the main remaining cities in Donetsk but it won't lead to a collapse of the overall defense," Kofman said. "Hence its fall and the overall impact shouldn't be overstated."
"In the end, Pokrovsk is just another sector," he said. "What matters most is Ukraine preserving its forces and avoiding an encirclement there."
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Asia
Singapore institutes mandatory caning to punish online scammers
To combat a surge in online scams, the city-state has turned to caning fraudsters -- a form of corporal punishment left over from the British colonial era.

Singapore's Parliament House. (Roslan Rahman/AFP/Getty Images)


By Niha Masih | 2025-11-06
To combat a surge in modern-day online scams, Singapore has turned to a punishment from the past: caning.
This week, Singapore's Parliament amended criminal law in the city-state to introduce caning as a penalty for scammers and scam mules after tens of thousands of scams resulting in nearly $385 million in losses were reported in the first half of this year alone.
"Offenders who commit scams, defined as cheating mainly by means of remote communication, will be punished with at least six strokes of the cane," Sim Ann, senior minister of state for foreign affairs and home affairs, said in a statement.
The mandatory punishment could go up to 24 strokes, local media reported.
Scams are the most prevalent type of crime in Singapore, accounting for 60 percent of all reported offenses in recent years, the government says, and causing billions of dollars in losses. Earlier this year, the government passed a law to protect victims of scams by giving police the power to order banks to limit transactions from an individual's accounts if a scam is suspected.
Last month, The Washington Post reported on how a cyberscamming syndicate used the financial hub's stable business environment to legitimize itself, raising concerns about Singapore's role in enabling a multibillion-dollar industry that has become entrenched in Southeast Asia.
Members and recruiters of scam syndicates will also come under the purview of the law and be subject to caning, if found guilty.
The corporal form of punishment, a remnant of the British colonial era, is not new for the island nation, with about 65 offenses punished with mandatory caning, including robbery. The amendment also removed the mandatory caning penalty from some offenses including vandalism, which will now be subject to discretionary caning.
A rattan cane is typically used in the punishment, following a medical examination. Women, girls and men above the age of 50 are among those exempt from caning penalties.
Rights groups have frequently criticized Singapore's use of caning as punishment and called upon it to end the practice. Human Rights Watch and Amnesty International consider caning a form of torture under international law.
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Economic Policy
Vote to reopen government will test Senate Democrats on Friday
The party has debated what to do about the shutdown all week.

Senate Minority Leader Charles E. Schumer (D-New York), during a news conference on Wednesday, may find out how recent debate within his caucus and Tuesday's elections have refocused Democrats on the shutdown. (Jabin Botsford/The Washington Post)


By Riley Beggin | 2025-11-07
The Senate plans to vote Friday on whether to advance a revamped package to reopen the government, testing Democrats after a week of internal debate over how long to hold out for their policy aims.
The proposal would temporarily fund the government, advance three appropriations bills and come with a guarantee of a future Senate vote on a policy to extend Affordable Care Act subsidies that will expire at the end of the year, boosting health care premiums.
That reflects the contours of an agreement that was emerging earlier this week and that appealed to about a dozen Senate Democrats -- more than enough to end the shutdown that has become the longest in American history.
But then Democrats swept elections in New Jersey, Virginia and New York City on Tuesday. President Donald Trump told Senate Republicans the shutdown was "a big factor" in their weak showing.
The victory emboldened the Senate Democrats who have been pushing their colleagues to stay the course and prompted some of those open to a deal to reconsider whether they could move Republicans to negotiate further.
Most of the party is expected to reject the proposal, leaving it short of the 60 votes it would need.
"Tuesday was a watershed moment," said Sen. Chris Murphy (D-Connecticut), who has argued that a vote on ACA subsidies isn't enough. "The country, first and foremost, was making a referendum on Donald Trump's corruption and his mishandling of the economy. But they were also making a statement about this fight. ... I think everybody understands the importance of what happened on Tuesday and wants us to move forward in a way that honors that."
Senate Majority Leader John Thune (R-South Dakota) has repeatedly offered Democrats a commitment to vote on a policy of their choosing to extend ACA subsidies. Republicans disagree over how and whether to extend the subsidies, though, so many Democrats are hesitant to vote to reopen without an agreed-upon policy that they know the GOP will also back.
As the shutdown has dragged on -- threatening food aid, depriving federal workers of paychecks and creating staffing shortages at airports -- the commitment to vote has become more appealing.
But Thursday morning, House Speaker Mike Johnson (R-Louisiana) told reporters that he would not commit to holding a vote on health care subsidies in his chamber at all.
"I'm not promising anybody anything. I'm going to let this process play out," he said.
The declaration created further hesitation for moderate senators who have been seeking a path forward.
"For us to have any confidence about what the House will do, either the president has to get involved or Speaker Johnson has to say they're willing to actually engage," said Sen. Chris Coons (D-Delaware). "As long as their position remains 'we control the White house, the House and the Senate, and we won't speak to you at all until there's a reopened government,' they own the shutdown."
Theodoric Meyer contributed to this report.
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Economic Policy
Congressional Budget Office believed to be hacked by foreign actor
The Congressional Budget Office formulates economic projections for lawmakers, and every bill taken up in Congress gets a CBO "score" of how much it would add to the national debt.

The Capitol dome in 2023. The Congressional Budget Office serves as the nonpartisan bookkeeper for the Senate and House. (Jabin Botsford/The Washington Post)


By Jacob Bogage, Riley Beggin | 2025-11-06
The Congressional Budget Office, lawmakers' nonpartisan bookkeeper, was hacked by a suspected foreign actor, according to an agency spokeswoman, potentially exposing the key financial research data Congress uses to craft legislation.
Officials discovered the incursion in recent days and now worry that communications between lawmakers' offices and nonpartisan researchers could have been accessed by an adversary or one of its digital proxies, as well as internal email and office chat logs, according to four people familiar with the hack. The people spoke on the condition of anonymity because they were not authorized to discuss the matter publicly.
CBO officials told lawmakers that they believe they detected the intrusion early, one of the people said.
Another of the people said some congressional offices have generally stopped corresponding with the CBO via email because of the cybersecurity risks.
"The Congressional Budget Office has identified the security incident, has taken immediate action to contain it, and has implemented additional monitoring and new security controls to further protect the agency's systems going forward," CBO spokeswoman Caitlin Emma said in a statement. "The incident is being investigated and work for the Congress continues. Like other government agencies and private sector entities, CBO occasionally faces threats to its network and continually monitors to address those threats."
The CBO formulates economic projections for lawmakers, and every bill taken up in either chamber of Congress receives a CBO "score" of how much it would add to or subtract from the national debt.
The office's analyses provide a counterweight to the White House's Council of Economic Advisers and Office of Management and Budget, giving Congress, as an equal branch of government, its own number-crunchers.
The CBO came under fire from congressional Republicans over the summer after it released its cost estimate for President Donald Trump's One Big Beautiful Bill. The office's determination that the legislation would add trillions to the national debt led the Senate GOP to rewrite some rules over how to apply the CBO's scores.
Noah Robertson contributed to this report.
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Obituaries
Paul Ignatius, Navy secretary at height of Vietnam War, dies at 104
He also served as president of The Washington Post and led a trade organization for airline companies.

(UPI)


By Harrison Smith | 2025-11-06

Paul R. Ignatius is sworn in as secretary of the Navy by Defense Secretary Robert McNamara, right, at a 1967 Pentagon ceremony. (UPI)


Paul R. Ignatius, a management consultant who served as secretary of the Navy at the height of the Vietnam War and spent two turbulent years as president of The Washington Post, died Nov. 6 at his home in Washington. He was 104.
His son David Ignatius, a Post journalist and novelist, confirmed the death but did not cite a specific cause.
The son of Armenian immigrants, Mr. Ignatius grew up in Southern California, served in the Navy during World War II and considered becoming a Hollywood scriptwriter or filmmaker. Instead he veered into business, getting an MBA from Harvard and helping launch a management-consulting firm called Harbridge House.
In 1961, he joined a wave of "whiz kids" entering the Pentagon to work under Robert S. McNamara, the defense secretary and former Ford Motor president.
Noting similarities between the two men, the New York Times later observed that "both demonstrate a certain coolness under fire, a grasp of small details in large, complicated problem areas, and an ability to organize and manage a staff effectively."
Mr. Ignatius set to work streamlining supply chains, rising from Army procurement chief to assistant secretary of defense in charge of installations and logistics. By 1967 he supervised the movements of more than $115 billion worth of goods each year -- "everything from mayonnaise to missiles," he recalled -- with a hand in the construction of six ports, six naval bases and 1,600 miles of paved roads in Vietnam.
That August, he was nominated for Navy secretary after McNamara's first choice for the position -- John McNaughton, an assistant secretary of defense -- was killed in a plane crash.
In one of his first high-profile actions as the Navy's top civilian, Mr. Ignatius declined to formally reexamine the case of Lt. Cmdr. Marcus A. Arnheiter, who had been relieved of his command of a destroyer escort in Vietnam the previous year.
Arnheiter was found -- correctly, in Mr. Ignatius's opinion -- to have violated Navy protocol and regulations, including by submitting false position reports and mishandling the ship's engines. Some crew members compared him to the tyrannical Captain Queeg of Herman Wouk's novel "The Caine Mutiny," while Arnheiter himself claimed that he was the victim of a mutiny by his crew. Assigned to shore duty, he quietly resigned several years later.
Mr. Ignatius also led the Department of the Navy during the USS Pueblo incident in 1968, when a lightly armed Navy intelligence vessel disguised as a research ship was captured off the coast of North Korea. One crew member was killed during the ship's seizure, and the rest of the 83-person crew was tortured and held in a North Korean prison until the United States negotiated for their release 11 months later.
A Navy inquiry concluded under Mr. Ignatius's successor, John H. Chafee, recommended charges against the Pueblo's commanding officers for not doing more to protect the ship. Chafee, who later served as a senator from Rhode Island, said that the ship's officers had "suffered enough" and dismissed the case.
Mr. Ignatius left the Pentagon in January 1969 following the election of President Richard M. Nixon. On the recommendation of McNamara, a friend of Post publisher Katharine Graham, he was named president of the newspaper and executive vice president of The Washington Post Co., which also owned Newsweek magazine and TV and radio stations.
Mr. Ignatius persuaded Graham to cancel plans for a new, I.M. Pei-designed headquarters for The Post in Washington. Rather than construct a new building, he argued, the company could expand its old offices on 15th Street NW for almost half the cost.
Drawing on his Pentagon experience supplying troops in Vietnam, he also pressed for a helicopter-accessible roof on the newly expanded Post building. That suggestion proved fortuitous for management in 1975, when a pressmen's strike made helicopter one of the easiest ways to safely access the building and its printing presses.

Mr. Ignatius in 1969, inspecting printing facilities in the Washington Post building on 15th Street NW. (The Washington Post)


Yet a barrage of management, labor and production problems proved difficult to handle.
In his 2006 memoir, "On Board," Mr. Ignatius recalled that he unsuccessfully urged Graham to delay publication of the Pentagon Papers, the Defense Department's top-secret history of U.S. involvement in the Vietnam War. The documents, which the Nixon administration tried to prevent the New York Times and The Post from printing in June 1971, led to a Supreme Court victory for the newspapers, a landmark ruling for First Amendment rights.
Mr. Ignatius, along with Post Co. board chairman Frederick S. "Fritz" Beebe, advised Graham that publishing the documents in defiance of a court order might jeopardize The Post's initial public stock offering that same month. Mr. Ignatius later lauded Graham for her "courageous decision to publish."
"Paul was a thoroughly nice, well-intentioned man, but he came from a very different culture and never really learned the communications business," Graham wrote in her memoir, "Personal History." She bought out his contract in 1971.
Mr. Ignatius later served for 15 years as head of the Air Transport Association, a trade organization of airline companies now known as Airlines for America, and testified before Congress on deregulation and other aviation-industry issues.
Paul Robert Ignatius was born on Nov. 11, 1920, in Glendale, California, where his family socialized with writer William Saroyan and director Rouben Mamoulian. His parents had emigrated from the former Ottoman Empire following the massacre of as many as 1.5 million Armenians.
His father ran a rug business and, as Mr. Ignatius told it, paid for his son's full tuition at the University of Southern California after offering a free Oriental rug to the school's president.
Mr. Ignatius graduated in 1942 and became a Navy ordnance officer, participating in the Battle of Leyte Gulf in the Philippines and surviving two kamikaze attacks on his ship. In 1947, he graduated from Harvard and married Nancy Weiser, who became an environmental activist and sang with the Grammy-winning Washington Chorus. She died in 2019.
In addition to his son David, survivors include three other children: Sarah Ignatius, a lawyer, novelist and former executive director of the National Association for Armenian Studies and Research; Amy Ignatius, a former New Hampshire state court judge; and Adi Ignatius, editor at-large of the Harvard Business Review. He is also survived by nine grandchildren and four great-grandchildren.
Mr. Ignatius was a member of the Federal City Council and Washington Institute of Foreign Affairs, among other organizations, and maintained a well-publicized love of tennis throughout his life. In 1967, Washingtonian magazine named him the second-best tennis player in the federal government, behind only national security adviser Walt W. Rostow.
Although he received decorations including the Defense Department's Distinguished Public Service Award, Mr. Ignatius said his highest honor came in 2013, when the Navy announced that a destroyer would be named after him.
"It will sail virtually every ocean of the world," Navy Secretary Ray Mabus said at the time. "It will be a reminder of the experience, and the wisdom, of Paul Ignatius."

Mr. Ignatius in 1967, with his wife and family after being nominated secretary of the Navy. (Harry Naltchayan/The Washington Post)
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Economy
Layoffs rise to recession-like levels through October, new report says
Employers have announced 1.1 million job cuts so far this year, the highest reading since the pandemic, according to a report from Challenger, Gray & Christmas.

A sign for a job fair in New York in September. (Andrew Kelly/Reuters)


By Abha Bhattarai | 2025-11-06
Layoffs accelerated in October, pushing 2025 job cuts to levels typically seen in recessions, according to newly released data from Challenger, Gray & Christmas, a private firm that tracks workplace reductions.
U.S. employers have announced 1.1 million layoffs so far this year -- the largest reading since the pandemic recession and on par with 2008 and 2009 job cuts during the Great Recession, the firm's figures show. The data includes a recent spate of layoffs at major companies such as UPS, Amazon and Target, and adds to growing concern about a labor market slowdown.
Employers cited cost-cutting and artificial intelligence as the top two reasons for job reductions in October.
"We're entering new territory with these layoffs in October," said John Challenger, CEO of the consulting firm that tracks job losses. "We haven't seen mega-layoffs of the size that are being discussed now -- 48,000 from UPS, potentially 30,000 from Amazon -- since 2020 and before that, since the recession of 2009. When you see companies making cuts of this size, it does signal a real shift in direction." (Amazon founder Jeff Bezos owns The Washington Post.)
Recent layoffs, the data shows, have been concentrated in technology, retail, service and warehousing jobs. Employers announced more than 153,000 job cuts last month, a 183 percent increase from the month before, marking the worst October for layoffs since 2003, the Challenger report said.
The government shutdown, now in its second month, has left policymakers, investors and economists without official data at a critical moment. The job market in recent years has been a pillar of stability, keeping the economy humming despite high inflation and uncertainty. But there are growing signs that employers are pulling back, not just by curtailing hiring, but by slashing jobs altogether.
Still, the economy appears steady so far. The unemployment rate as of August, the latest month for which there is official data, was 4.3 percent, a relatively low level, although economists warn the picture could quickly change.
A separate report this week, from the paycheck processor ADP, showed that private companies added 42,000 jobs in October, a modest pickup after two months of declines. But the data also showed significant job losses concentrated in white-collar industries such as information (down 17,000 positions) and professional and business services (down 15,000).
The Federal Reserve, which has been focused on bringing down inflation, has recently shifted its attention to the labor market. The central bank last week cut interest rates by a quarter percentage point, citing new "downside risks" to employment.
"You see a significant number of companies either announcing that they are not going to be doing much hiring, or actually doing layoffs," Federal Reserve Chair Jerome H. Powell said in a news conference after the decision. "We're watching that very carefully."
The spike in October layoffs, up 175 percent from a year ago, runs counter to recent trends, Challenger said. Although companies have typically avoided announcing job cuts at the end of the year, that seems to be changing this year as firms face new financial pressures and uncertainty from tariffs, federal funding cuts and emerging technologies.
Tech jobs in particular have been hit hard, with employers pointing to slowing demand and disruptions from artificial intelligence. Technology firms have announced more than 141,000 job cuts so far this year, according to Challenger, a 17 percent increase from the same period last year.
Scott Boggs lost his job as a software developer in Houston in late September. Since then, he's had a few interviews but says it's been much harder to find viable openings than the last time he was laid off, about 20 years ago. His most recent interview, on Wednesday morning, was a video call with an AI bot that lasted 12 minutes.
"I haven't been on the job hunt very long, but it's already been stressful," said Boggs, 52. "I am hoping something lands in my lap, but based on what people have told me, what I've read, I'm not hopeful."
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Advice
Asking Eric: 19 years and no proposal; what gives?
After almost 20 years together and 16 years of living together, when will the letter writer get engaged?

(The Washington Post/Illustration by Maria Alconada Brooks/The Washington Post; iStock)


By R. Eric  Thomas | 2025-11-07
Dear Eric: I've been with my boyfriend for 19 years. We have lived together for more than 16 years, but every anniversary comes and goes without a proposal.
I'm wondering if I should ask him next February, even though I feel he should ask me. I've been waiting long enough. I appreciate your advice.
-- No Ring
Ring: You don't have to wait until February to ask a question. And it doesn't have to be The Question, if you'd rather that he proposes to you. But it's going to help you both to have a conversation about where you stand on the idea of marriage. Does he want to get married? Does he consider this long relationship to be equivalent to marriage? Does he know how important getting married is to you? These are all important things to talk about. And they'll make your bond stronger, married or not.
Start by telling him what the conversation is about: "I'd like to talk about our relationship." And then use "I" statements to introduce your wants: "I have been thinking about getting married. It's something that's important to me. Is this something that you think about?"
You can make the words your own. What's key here is that you're able to express yourself and your needs and find out what he's thinking.
Dear Eric: My younger brother, who is 70, has always been known to embellish stories and has a bigger-than-life heart. More recently his stories are pure fantasy tales. His house has become borderline hoarder for several years. His stories contradict what he tells me -- "I'm clearing out clutter " only to hear he's going to hire some company to clean the clutter.
He has a difficult time staying focused on the task at hand.
He's had a "business plan" for his "business" that, while feasible, hasn't brought him any income for 10 years.
As the older brother, any comments I've made are faced with extreme defensive statements, so I refrain and continue to listen to story after story with no focus -- buying/not buying new car, seeking house/not selling house to move to West Coast, next vacation trip, how much he wants to visit us, et cetera, et cetera.
When do I wave the white flag?
-- White Flag for White Lies
White Flag: Is your brother looking for advice or looking for an audience? As the older brother, you may have fallen into a pattern of giving his plans critique and approval. That may not be what he's seeking right now, hence the defensiveness. And hence your fatigue. If you've spent decades telling him the right way to do things and he has spent decades doing things his own way, it's no wonder you feel you're at an impasse.
One way to wave the white flag while still maintaining your relationship is by practicing distance from his stories. When he's telling you something, try to remember that this is his journey and it doesn't affect you. You might even want to visualize yourself letting it fall from your hands. And what do you say in response? "Oh, OK." Simple, noncommittal.
You also don't have to subject yourself to every flight of fancy. You may not be the right audience for him and you're not under an obligation to be. Letting go can also look like you saying, "I'm glad you've got a plan but I'm not in a place to chat about it right now. Can we talk about something else?"
Dear Eric: We love our daughter-in-law (Beverly) and so does our son. Unfortunately, her parents have some serious health problems. When she and our son come for dinner, my very caring and well-meaning wife often asks how the parents are doing. I cringe inwardly because I know the news will not be good and it seems to make our DIL sad. ("Well, my dad just got a new feeding tube.") I care about these people just as much as my wife does, but I feel it would be more sensitive to wait for Beverly to open that conversation. What do you think?
-- Really Trying
Trying: The only way to know for sure is to ask Beverly. This can start with the question, "how are you doing?" Sometimes, people in care-giving positions really appreciate an outlet, or a chance to check in with themselves. And, at other times, caregivers just want to have small talk, or a conversation about anything else.
Part of this is between your wife and Beverly. If I were you, I'd resist the urge to tell your wife what to say or not say. But in terms of what you bring to the conversation, you can let your empathy lead to curiosity and be ready to hold whatever Beverly wants to offer.
(Send questions to R. Eric Thomas at eric@askingeric.com or P.O. Box 22474, Philadelphia, PA 19110. Follow him on Instagram and sign up for his weekly newsletter at rericthomas.com.)
2025 Tribune Content Agency, LLC.
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Advice
Carolyn Hax: Mom wants to enforce 'girls-only time' at a public park
Boy mom refuses letter writer's request to leave a public playground and preserve "a sweet time for moms and daughters."

(Illustration by Nick Galifianakis/For The Washington Post)


By Carolyn Hax | 2025-11-07
This column originally published Oct. 14, 2018, and was adapted from an earlier online discussion. 
Dear Carolyn: I have a daughter, and some other moms of daughters and I have started getting together at a local playground at a set time each week. Recently a mom of a boy brought her son to the playground at the same time we were there. I asked her (nicely, I thought) if she would mind leaving because we had wanted it to be a girls-only time. She refused and seemed angry at me.
If she comes back, is there a better way I can approach her? This has been such a sweet time for moms and daughters, and having a boy there is naturally going to change things. We live in a world where boys get everything and girls are left with the crumbs, and I would think this mom would realize that, but she seems to think her son is entitled to crash this girls-only time. I know I can't legally keep her from a public park, but can I appeal to her better nature?
-- Playground Drama
Playground Drama: Can I appeal to your better nature?
Goddess help us all.
Shooing off the mom and her boy was terrible. And justifying it as a cosmic correction, for which an innocent child bears the weight? And still trying to do this even after you've had time to think about it? Wow.
That kid is a human being -- not with privileged little man feelings, either, but with feelings, period. Perhaps even a disposition that fits better into your idea of girl behavior than some of the girls there. People are not widgets. And the adult you shooed off is a mom, possessor of the same crumbs you've been fed, no? So don't you think she would have just liked to hang with some fellow moms in the park?
I mean, maybe not now. I'd avoid you thereafter if it were my kids you boy-shamed ... for wanting to play with girls, by the way. As if they were fellow people or something. (How are you with irony?)
If you're going to have an exclusive gathering, then host it on private property.
And if you're going to accuse anyone of being "entitled," then ask yourself who just asked the world to bend to whom.
Re: Girls-Only Playdate: My fifth-grade boy has always gravitated to playing with girls. Please don't group all boys into a stereotype of being disruptive or playing a different way than girls play. You do kids a disservice by not treating them as the individuals they are.
-- Anonymous
To: Playground Drama: I have two kids, a boy and a girl, and consider myself an extreme feminist, for whatever that's worth; I just think that women should be treated like humans, but apparently that's radical.
Think of it this way: You are perpetuating the exclusion of one sex over the other in society. Kids are kids. Adults teach them that one sex is different from the other, or only gets to do certain things. You are doing the same, but at the expense of a little boy who wanted to play on a playground.
-- Apparently Radical
Apparently Radical: Yes -- equality, not payback. Thank you. "If we could change ourselves, the tendencies in the world would also change." Gandhi.
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Advice
Miss Manners: Stop body-shaming my dog
Letter writer's dachshund is "slightly overweight" and strangers occasionally make comments about it.

(The Washington Post/Illustration by Maria Alconada Brooks/The Washington Post; iStock)


By Judith Martin, Nicholas Martin, Jacobina Martin | 2025-11-07
Dear Miss Manners: My pet dachshund is slightly overweight. The vet said he should lose 3 pounds. When we are out walking, people will occasionally make hurtful remarks about him, like "He really likes his food, doesn't he?" or "His belly is really dragging."
His belly is not dragging on the sidewalk. It makes me sad to see a sweet little dog being insulted like this. Most people say how cute he is or ask his name.
What can I say to the people who remark on his physique in such a hurtful way?
"I'm glad he can't understand you." And then add, in a horror-movie-child's whisper, "As far as we know."
Dear Miss Manners: Carrie and Ashley are both good friends of ours. We enjoy their company and accept their social invitations when offered.
A few years ago, they had a kerfuffle that put a strain on their relationship. My wife and I didn't want to play games or favorites, so we would invite them both to events. So far, every event where they've been in the same room has resulted in some sort of unpleasantness -- public enough to detract from the event itself -- and usually ends with one of them storming off.
In private conversations, when we try to mitigate future occurrences, they both express regret for such incidents and resolve to do better, which we believe is genuine in that moment. But inevitably, something will happen again. Other friends at these events are aware of the issue and kind of shrug their shoulders when it happens, but we all are a bit sad about it.
Now my wife's birthday is coming, and she wants to invite our friends to a fancy restaurant -- including Carrie and Ashley, knowing there will be tension, and perhaps worse. No one would deliberately want to put their friends in unpleasant situations, but excluding one or the other also seems hurtful.
Any recommendations for better handling this? Right now, we're planning to continue to invite them both to things -- hoping for the best, but expecting some drama.
How badly do you want your wife's birthday to be drama-free? Enough to attempt to play peacemaker?
If so, you and/or your wife might invite the two to lunch together before the party and try to broker a treaty. But if that fails -- and as all of your guests seem to be expecting a show anyway -- at least the entertainment at your wife's party will be free.
Dear Miss Manners: Both of my sons have recently become engaged. When sharing this good news, more than half the people ask me, "Do you like her?"
How should I respond to this, other than just saying, "Yes, of course?" I've thought about saying, "You know, I've just been dying for someone to ask me that. Let me share this with you ..."
"What a question!" is a useful, all-purpose response that may be said with varying degrees of shock, outrage and amusement, depending on your relationship with the asker.
New Miss Manners columns are posted Monday through Saturday on washingtonpost.com/advice. You can send questions to Miss Manners at her website, missmanners.com. You can also follow her @RealMissManners.
(c) 2025 Judith Martin
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Advice
I lost my big holiday traditions. What now? Give advice to this Hax question.
Every week, we ask readers to think like an advice columnist and submit their advice to a question Carolyn Hax hasn't answered.

(Nick Galifianakis/For The Washington Post)


By Carolyn Hax, Haben Kelati | 2025-11-06
Carolyn Hax can't get to every question she receives, so every week we ask readers to think like an advice columnist and submit their advice. Out of the many great responses we receive, we select a few standouts to publish on Wednesdays.
Previous reader questions have been about worries for a daughter dating someone much older, finding hope after being cheated on and whether a boyfriend's disdain for dogs is a dealbreaker. No matter the question, Carolyn's readers always show up with thoughtful and useful advice. You can read last week's question and responses here.
This week's question is below. Check back on Wednesday to read our favorite answers. Responses may be edited for length or clarity.
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Advice
Ask Sahaj: I was ghosted by a lifelong friend. How do I move on?
In 50 years of friendship, the letter writer has never "seen this cruel side of my friend."

(Illustration by Maria Alconada Brooks/The Washington Post; iStock)


By Sahaj Kaur Kohli | 2025-11-06
Sahaj Kaur Kohli is off this week. The following first appeared May 19, 2022.
Dear Sahaj: I have just experienced a "ghosting" experience with a dear friend -- a friend with whom I shared the deepest emotions, yearly holiday traditions, weekly phone calls. She and her husband have been there for me at every twist and turn of life.
We are both psychotherapists. She and her husband often make unsolicited comments. I have accepted that as a part of who they are amid all the other lovely things. My husband does not like that and finds it judgmental.
In December, we were all out to dinner. At one point, her husband said to mine, "It is too bad that your handsome son is married to such an unattractive woman." My husband said that this was an obnoxious comment, and he felt we all kind of agreed with it. I apologized to my husband. My friend said I had thrown her under the bus, and has not been willing to see or talk to me since.
She did say that she hates my husband and never wants to see him again. They have clashed over these things before. I have shared with them the troubles I used to have with my husband, though we have resolved our differences. But my siding with him obviously triggered something in her.
I have sent loving emails to them and practically begged her to tell me what she thinks was so horrible. She knows that I am a trauma survivor with lifelong abandonment vulnerabilities. She knows that this hurts me at a core level.
For months, I have been grieving, having obsessive conversations with them in my head, difficulty sleeping, depression. I've had to take medication, which is finally helping.
I have stopped trying to contact her. This has felt deliberately cruel. I have never, in 50 years, seen this cruel side of my friend.
-- Hurt friend
Hurt friend: It can be unsettling to find out the people we love and have been loved by are no longer the people we thought they were.
Ghosting can erode self-esteem and increase feelings of self-doubt. It makes sense that your feelings of abandonment have been triggered, and that you may be resorting to learned behavior of self-blaming. I applaud you for seeking professional support to help you through this; it will be essential as you navigate the impact this has caused.
Although you feel blindsided, I wonder if the ghosting has been predated by other painful and hurtful behavior. It's apparent that your husband and your friend don't get along, and while you've tried to separate these two important relationships, it has caused you to live a bifurcated existence.
I would challenge you to really confront the reality of your friendship over the years. How much of the relationship has required you to make excuses, compromises or adjustments? In what ways has she shown some of her truer colors that you chose to ignore?
Friendships naturally evolve, but by taking a more objective view of your friendship, you may be able to combat the tendency to internalize that this is your fault.
I also sense shame in your question. You mention "practically begging" her in hopes she will allow you to take responsibility and mend the relationship, and you make it a point to share that you are a psychotherapist. You are human, and this is an incredibly painful experience you are navigating. From one mental health professional to another, I wonder: What would you say to a client or a loved one navigating this? I hope this will give you permission to give yourself the same compassion you would likely give someone else.
Of course, given the history you have with this friend, this is painful. You've lived life longer with her in it than you know how to live a life without her in it, and grief is inevitable. However, you can start to create a life around the grief that makes it less paralyzing. What does it look like for you to take care of yourself on a foundational level? How can you make new friends or invest in other relationships that feel mutually supportive?
When someone ghosts another person, it's usually an indication that they have an inability to tolerate difficult emotions or conversations, so they avoid the relationship altogether. It sounds like you have tried to fight for this friendship, but it won't change the fact that this is a two-way street. We just can't force people to interact with us.
There will come a point where you will have to create closure for yourself, and when you do, I hope you will find ways to honor who you are: both because of this friendship, and also who you can -- and want -- to be without it.
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Food
A copycat Dole Whip recipe brings the Disney magic home
All you need is a blender and a few ingredients to re-create Dole Whip, a Disney theme parks favorite, in your own kitchen.

Copycat Dole Whip. (Marvin Joseph/TWP; food styling by Lisa Cherkasky)


By Becky Krystal | 2025-11-06
I've been going to Walt Disney World for most of my life, but it was only in recent years that I entered the fold of one of the theme park's most beloved foods: Dole Whip. This dairy-free pineapple soft serve has been on the menu for more than 40 years in the Florida resort and nearly as long at its California sibling, Disneyland. (You can find it sold under different names elsewhere.) Since then, Dole Whip has earned a cult following and inspired a cottage industry of unofficial (scented candles, T-shirts, art prints) and official (an annual celebration, apparel, alternative flavors) homages.
In 2023, Dole released a grocery store version of the popular treat, which my colleague Hannah Sampson deemed "tasty and reminiscent of the real thing," if not a substitute for it. Because I'm the kind of person who wonders about these types of things, I asked myself whether I could create a recipe that would get closer to that in-park experience, especially with no trip of my own on the horizon -- though I did have a Disney-themed live chat (Thursday at noon) to look forward to.
Get the recipe: Copycat Dole Whip
Copycat recipes abound online, and even Disney has gotten in the game. I tried their recipe first, especially since it listed only three ingredients: pineapple juice, frozen pineapple chunks and nondairy vanilla ice cream. The result was greasy, and somehow both too sweet and too acidic. Clearly the nondairy ice cream was meant to lend the creaminess you find in the original, but it was not doing this version any favors.
Other dupe recipes lean on regular ice cream or even Cool Whip for stability and creamy texture, though the former would render the dessert no longer dairy-free and the latter, as much as I love it, seemed like just asking for trouble from recipe commenters. (Been there.)
Determined to craft my own formula, I started scouring Dole Whip product labels for intel and was surprised but not shocked when I discovered that the commercial mix used in the soft-serve machines lists no actual pineapple in the nutritional information, merely "natural & artificial flavor." (The store-bought version's first ingredient is, in fact, pineapple puree.) I suppose the claim of "true-to-fruit flavors" should have been a tip-off. That's no knock on the final result, though. Count me among the many fans who love to kick back with a cup of Dole Whip while watching a bunch of animatronic birds sing Sherman Brothers lyrics in the Enchanted Tiki Room.
It was clear I'd have my work cut out for me to replicate a commercial product (other ingredients: dextrose, seven stabilizers and beta carotene for color, among others) with whole ingredients and standard home kitchen equipment, namely a blender and not an ice cream machine. Thus commenced a blur of recipe tests, with Sampson as my game taster. I pretty quickly settled on a relatively limited list of ingredients:
	Ice: Duh.
	Frozen pineapple chunks: No-brainer. Best left at room temperature for a few minutes to make blending easier.
	Pineapple juice: A restrained amount to keep the acidity in check but enough to say "tropical."
	Coconut cream: For stability and creaminess. Not the same as cream of coconut of pina colada fame, but rather a thicker, more concentrated relative of coconut milk. You can buy it on its own, or scoop it off the top of a can of refrigerated full-fat coconut milk.
	Nondairy milk: For more creamy texture and blendability. Oat milk is great, but soy or almond are fine, too. (Using canned coconut milk instead of the coconut cream and nondairy milk made the coconut flavor too prominent, though it works, if you don't mind that.)
	Agave: A vegan sweetener that can keep frozen desserts soft and creamy, not icy. Similar to the tapioca syrup found in the grocery store Dole Whip.
	Confectioners' sugar: My nod to all the powdered stabilizers in the commercial version, with the goal of buying the dessert a little more staying power before it separates or melts.
	Vanilla: For a hint of floral sweetness to round out the flavors.

It was mostly the ratios I had to nail down. Once I was happy with where I was, I called in Sampson to try the final version, because the original was fresh in her mind just days after a trip to Orlando. Her verdict, with which I concurred: Just as good, if not better, than the parks' offering. While plenty creamy, mine skews slightly more in a sorbet direction, unsurprising given my reliance on two forms of the fruit.
As I said, I don't like to go easy on myself, so the last piece of the puzzle was attempting that signature, though optional, soft-serve swirl. I poured the mixture into a large piping bag fitted with a star tip, briefly froze it and squeezed it into a pretty, if not social-media-perfect, ridged tower. Will I never again be tempted by a Dole Whip under the hot Florida sun? Hardly, but it was enough to bring that Disney magic home, no theme park ticket required.
Get the recipe: Copycat Dole Whip
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Eat Voraciously
Mexican mole is a meal all on its own
An easy and essential recipe from Rick Martinez's cookbook "Salsa Daddy." 

Mole Sencillo (Simple Mole). (Marvin Joseph/The Washington Post; food styling by Lisa Cherkasky )


By Daniela Galarza | 2025-11-06
This column comes from the Eat Voraciously newsletter. Sign up here to get one weeknight dinner recipe, tips for substitutions, techniques and more in your inbox Monday through Thursday.
Until I made this recipe, I was intimidated by mole, by the idea of making mole, by the idea that I could make a good one. But thanks to Rick Martinez's book "Salsa Daddy" I learned that anyone can create a delicious mole, one that fills your home with the scent of a long-simmering sauce, fit for the center of a table. And this recipe is a stunner: velvety and reddish, with a soft nuttiness, gentle sweetness and warming depth. To make it, you'll need some common pantry ingredients and about an hour of time.
Get the recipe: Mole Sencillo (Simple Mole)
Tomato-based salsas and guacamole might be Mexico's most famous exports, but mole -- made primarily in Oaxaca and Puebla -- is arguably the most prestigious. "People are often intimidated by the ingredient list," Martinez told me. "And I have mole recipes that call for 20, 30, 40 ingredients. That is intimidating, not to mention expensive. There's a high degree of risk involved. If you do all of the work and mess something up, you've wasted a lot of resources."
So Martinez, an award-winning cookbook author, chef and recipe developer, challenged himself to create "a low barrier of entry into mole making." By stripping mole down to its essentials, he developed a recipe that is at once approachable, instructive and surprisingly flavorful. All of this recipe's ingredients can be found in any American grocery store. You might already have many of them in your kitchen right now.
A mole often has a fresh element; here, that's a tomato and onion. There's typically fat or oil of some sort. Chiles are an essential ingredient, and though most moles call for more than one type, and sometimes as many as four or five different chiles, you only need anchos for this recipe.

Ingredients for Mole Sencillo. (Marvin Joseph/The Washington Post; food styling by Lisa Cherkasky)


Most, but not all, moles incorporate some sort of starch to give the sauce body. A lot of cooks use masa or day-old tortillas, but many Oaxacan mole recipes call for animal crackers, as Martinez does in this recipe. "Animal crackers are actually really popular in moles, because they're easy to find and add sweetness. Some cooks even use Maria cookies, those digestive biscuits," Martinez said.
Seeds and nuts are a mole standby; this one calls for almonds and sesame seeds, though swaps are easy to make, depending on what you have on hand or if you are accommodating an allergy. Dried fruit (raisins), spices (star anise or clove), liquid (vegetable or chicken broth), sugar (piloncillo or dark brown), and chocolate (bittersweet) are the final elements. They smooth out the sauce, add unmistakable pops of flavor or help round out the flavors of other, stronger ingredients.
"The difficulty in making moles is achieving balance," Martinez said. "It's very easy to add too much of one thing, whether it's a spice or dried fruit. If you add too much sweetness, then you need to compensate. It can be complicated." But this starter recipe is a way to get a handle on how that balance works. You'll want to follow it to the letter in terms of quantities the first time you make it. That's the best way to understand how each ingredient plays a part in the final flavor and texture.
"After you've mastered each step here, you can go on to make a 54-ingredient mole," Martinez said.
The thing to keep in mind is that the mole is the dish, it is the point. You can simmer chicken or pork or vegetables into the mole, you can serve them atop a puddle of the mole, or you can serve the mole simply with warm tortillas for dipping and swiping through the sauce. The mole is everything. Once this idea clicks, it becomes so much easier to adjust and adapt this recipe to your liking. Maybe you'd like it spicier, maybe you'd like it sweeter, thicker, looser or more acidic.
"It's like using an equalizer of sorts, to use an audio reference. You're constantly adjusting levels to get everything completely in balance," Martinez says. That's cooking, and it's maybe most apparent in the complex but absolutely remarkable Mexican dish known as mole.
Get the recipe: Mole Sencillo (Simple Mole)
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Movies
Sydney Sweeney never gets off the ropes in the boxing drama 'Christy'
The actress is done a disservice by David Michod's film, which isn't nearly as bold as its subject.

Sydney Sweeney plays professional boxer Christy Martin in "Christy." (Eddy Chen/Black Bear)


By Sonia Rao | 2025-11-07
For all those wondering: Sydney Sweeney gives a perfectly competent performance in the new sports drama "Christy."
She believably portrays real-life figure Christy Martin, a West Virginian who overcame adversity to become one of the most well-known female boxers of the 1990s. Heartbreak spills from Sweeney's eyes as Christy suppresses her lesbian identity to marry Jim Martin (Ben Foster), a man twice her age who serves as her manager and coach. The actress's body language shrinks as Jim abuses Christy throughout their 19-year marriage, during which she channels her frustration into landing punches.
Sweeney is good as Christy but not great, in part because director David Michod ("War Machine," "The King") doesn't offer her material that's sufficiently nuanced. The film -- which Michod co-wrote with Mirrah Foulkes, based on a story by Katherine Fugate -- is a run-of-the-mill biopic that suffers from its inability to convey what truly sets Christy's narrative apart from the rest.
There was plenty of runway to do so. The events of "Christy" span decades, starting in the late 1980s, when 21-year-old Christy's domineering mother, Joyce (Merritt Wever), pushes her into Jim's too-eager arms in an effort to erase her queerness. Joyce refuses to see Jim's physical and emotional abuse toward Christy, instead focusing on their professional successes as a couple: In 1993, for instance, Jim appears to help Christy sign a deal with the famed boxing promoter Don King (Chad Coleman). But viewers know from watching the Martins interact that Christy's achievements generally occur in spite of her husband rather than because of him. She wins 49 matches and has only lost five by the time their marriage ends violently in 2010.
It isn't difficult to imagine why Sweeney decided to take on this role. The actress -- already a tabloid fixation before this year's "great jeans" controversy -- hasn't yet achieved the level of professional esteem held by peers such as her "Euphoria" co-stars Zendaya and Jacob Elordi. Her business savvy helped boost box-office returns for the 2023 romantic comedy "Anyone but You," but her performances have fallen short of awards-worthy. "Christy" offered her the chance to pull off a dramatic transformation -- defined muscles, shaggy wigs and all.

Jim (Ben Foster) and Christy (Sweeney) Martin sit for a TV interview in "Christy." (Black Bear)


Sweeney proves adept at playing Christy's haughtiness, which is only briefly on display, such as when she tells a TV interviewer that she doesn't care to publicly champion women's sports because "I'm not here to give some sort of leg up to other women. I'm here for one thing, and that's Christy Martin." The actress leans into Christy's arrogance with arched eyebrows and a matter-of-fact expression that dares anyone to challenge her. By focusing more on this public persona, Michod could have underscored the startling truth of how anyone, even a brash professional boxer, can be affected by domestic abuse. Instead, he devotes far too much screen time to the Martins' dysfunctional home life, in which Christy is reduced to a one-dimensional victim.
Foster tries his best to prevent Jim, a dangerous manipulator, from turning into a bombastic cartoon villain. But his efforts are thwarted by an uninspired script and overbearing music from composer Antony Partos. Foster's performance can't breathe. Most of the supporting characters are thinly written, which is especially disappointing when it comes to Lisa Holewyne (Katy O'Brian), a former boxing rival who Christy ends up marrying after her divorce from Jim. Christy's queerness is a footnote; a more thoughtful film might have paid closer attention to her relationship with Holewyne, particularly because O'Brian, who was brilliant in the 2024 lesbian bodybuilding drama "Love Lies Bleeding," captivates whenever she's on camera.
The actual boxing scenes are realistic but staid, serving only to usher the plot along. The visual style Michod accomplishes with cinematographer Germain McMicking is similarly unremarkable, relying on a dull color palette that signals Prestige Drama without any of the narrative legwork. It's a pity how poorly the film conveys the dynamism that characterized Martin's most successful years as an athlete. "Christy," a biopic that plays by the rules, doesn't do justice to an athlete who gloriously broke so many of them.
R. At area theaters. Contains language, violence, bloody images, some drug use and sexual material. 135 minutes.
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TV
Vince Gilligan is brilliant. Rhea Seehorn is great. 'Pluribus' drags.
The "Breaking Bad" creator's fascinating, original sci-fi premise stalls out under constraints that choke out most of the series's dramatic possibilities. 

Rhea Seehorn in "Pluribus." (Apple TV)


By Lili Loofbourow | 2025-11-07
Vince Gilligan loves writing himself into corners. During the making of "Breaking Bad" and "Better Call Saul," the antihero auteur famously wrote and shot mysterious flash-forwards for which he had no set plan; together with his writers, he would need to somehow chart a compelling (and plausible) explanation. The most well-known of these is the machine gun at the beginning of "Breaking Bad's" fifth season. "That was the thing I remember freaking us out the most because we did that, I committed to that," he told Variety while reflecting on the show's 10-year anniversary. "One of the dumbest things I've ever done in my career was committing to the idea of Walter White buying a machine gun when we did not know what he was going to do with it."
Gilligan has frequently said that he didn't know how "Breaking Bad" was going to end; finding a use for that machine gun helped the creative team figure out how the series should conclude. That risky, curious, collaborative approach, which Gilligan has sometimes described as "organic," has mostly served him well. The man is a legend twice over -- for "Breaking Bad," one of the best TV shows ever made, and for cocreating "Better Call Saul" with Peter Gould, which might be even better (perhaps because everyone did know how exactly how it would end).
Now there's "Pluribus," his new show for Apple TV starring the inimitable Rhea Seehorn. If the challenge Gilligan set himself with "Breaking Bad" was to turn "'Mr. Chips' into 'Scarface,'" the one he's set himself with this new project, which has been years in the making, is even more ambitious: What if you tried to make a show with no conflict and almost no dialogue?
Not hard enough? There's more! What if your protagonist spends more time alone than any character since "Castaway?" And what if this hero -- in "Pluribus," a misanthropic romance novelist named Carol Sturka, played by Seehorn -- has no comparable "superpower" to Walter White's cunning, Mike Ehrmantraut's know-how or Jimmy McGill's charm? What if your hero isn't especially inventive, clever or introspective? Whether she's even interesting remains an open question; structurally, the show should make it very difficult for audiences to learn much about her. She is not confessional. (So no talking to the camera, "Fleabag"-style.) She abhors nostalgia. (So, save for one unilluminating exception, no flashbacks.) Also, she doesn't change.
Oh, and there are zombies. (Not really. Sort of.) But they're nice. In fact, they'll give the protagonist pretty much anything she wants.
Those are tough constraints to build a show around, but the first episode is spectacular. As it should be: Gilligan is the writer of one of television's greatest pilots. While many a show relied on cheap cliff-hangers or slow reveals, the first episode of "Breaking Bad" burned through plot at an astonishing rate -- and kept that pace for most of its five seasons. By the end of the pilot, Walter, an unassuming high school chemistry teacher, has been diagnosed with cancer, resolved to become a methamphetamine "cook" to support his family, found someone to do it with, purchased an RV to cook in, made the meth, murdered one of his two competitors by spontaneously making phosphine gas and very nearly blown his cover.

Seehorn, left, in the show. (Apple TV)


The "Pluribus" pilot shows off Gilligan's gift for building (and destroying) detailed, believable worlds with that same breakneck speed. Within just a few scenes, we're introduced to the social environments in two very different scientific communities, Carol's fame as a romance novelist, her fan base, Albuquerque's bar scene, Carol's literary ambitions, and the points of tension in her relationship with her manager and life partner, Helen (Miriam Shor). Then -- I'll avoid details here -- the event takes place that will forever alter Carol's world and the show's terms. It's an astonishing, exhausting, totally immersive episode of television.
Then there's the rest of the show.
Look: The skill and speed on display in that pilot prove that the slowness with which the rest of the season unfolds is not mistake but a choice. Whether the slow burn pays off will depend on the viewer. (And the finale; I've seen only seven of the first season's nine episodes.) It's clear that Gilligan is interested in repetition and boredom and the human hunger for conflict -- and that he's testing audiences by subjecting them to what a certain definition of harmony means. He is also, as ever, invested in displays of focused human labor; fans of those leisurely "Better Call Saul" sequences wherein Mike systematically searches for a tracker, or fashions a trap for a truck, will find much to enjoy in "Pluribus." Unfortunately, when those sequences feature Carol, they slip into the boredom the show wants to interrogate. Not because Seehorn is bad (she's one of the finest actors around), but because the character lacks the knowledge and skill that makes those sorts of sequences pleasurable to watch.
The second episode cuts the pilot's speed by approximately half, but it's still spinning from the momentum of a partial apocalypse. Like Carol, we're learning the rules of a radical new reality. And what we discover, along with her, is that virtually everyone else is happy about how things are. Carol's general opposition to the whole situation remains stubbornly unchanged for so long that subsequent episodes start to drag as the same dynamics are rehearsed. Conversations between the show's few characters, which could illuminate her investment in the world as it was, and their opposition to it, don't so much progress as repeat. The rate at which Carol learns -- and acts -- is slow. If at first the show felt like a fire hose, new revelations about how things run feel like they're being parsimoniously rationed out. And Carol's reactions to these developments tend to be both disappointing and inconsequential.
Gilligan has said that one of his first ideas for the show featured a normal man to whom everyone was just inexplicably nice. For no reason. He has said, too, that he's tired of antiheroes. "Pluribus" does indeed feel like the product of those impulses. It's a sci-fi thought experiment anchored, and sometimes burdened, by the dogged ordinariness of its hero. If Walter White found power and agency through criminality, Carol -- who wishes to save the world from itself -- seems too incompetent and incurious to offer humanity much hope. It doesn't help that she spends half the season completely isolated. (There is one character who seems like he has potential, but seven episodes into the season, he and Carol have yet to meet.)

Miriam Shor, left, and Seehorn in "Pluribus." (Apple TV)


The show is visually stunning, though it takes a strikingly different cinematic approach to shooting in Albuquerque. There's no whiff of Western-inflected wide-open spaces here; the series champions the unsettling spectacle of an abandoned city. Some set pieces are mind-boggling in scale and scope. In fact, this is such a mind-bendingly expensive production that it sometimes feels like Gilligan wrote Carol as a kind of authorial stand-in. As a creative person forged in the brutally demanding trenches of network TV, is he being driven mad by how nice everyone is to him post-"Breaking Bad"? Is he flummoxed, and in some obscure way demoralized, by how willing Apple is to give him anything he asks for?
I'm not sure. And it's not clear whether "Pluribus" is, either, as it minutely tracks the ups and downs of Carol's psyche -- in ways that imply she is intrinsically interesting -- while structurally suggesting that she isn't and needn't be: Her normalcy, and fallibility, is enough. "Better Call Saul" and "Breaking Bad" were tricky, sometimes metaphysical conversion stories; while they show how one type of person can become a different type of person, they simultaneously question how extreme those transformations really were. Those are intensely psychological projects. "Pluribus" seems to have different aims. This is a show made for the sorts of flashbacks virtually every other series overuses, but Gilligan mostly withholds information on Carol as she was, which makes it hard to understand (or care about) the contours of her personal journey. Her averageness seems to be what matters. All we know is that she's reasonably intelligent, reasonably ethical, suspicious and a bit of a grouch. In other words, human.
That's not enough to drive a season. Seven episodes in, the series feels strangely (and uncharacteristically, for a Gilligan project) underpowered. But he and Seehorn are generational talents, and "Pluribus" has a two-season order. I'm hopeful that, given enough time, the show will find the story that fits its mission.
Pluribus (nine episodes) premieres Friday with two episodes on Apple TV, with subsequent episodes airing weekly.
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Movies
Jennifer Lawrence is brilliant in an otherwise underbaked 'Die My Love'
Director Lynne Ramsay insists the film, in which Lawrence plays an erratic new mother, is not about postpartum depression. How could it not be?

Jennifer Lawrence plays a spiraling new mother in "Die My Love." (Kimberley French/Mubi)


By Sonia Rao | 2025-11-07
An astonishing lead performance by Jennifer Lawrence keeps Lynne Ramsay's "Die My Love" from falling apart -- which is ironic, given that the new film depicts her ripping at the seams.
Based on the 2012 novel by Ariana Harwicz, "Die My Love" follows a couple, Grace (Lawrence) and Jackson (Robert Pattinson), after they leave New York City to settle down in rural Montana, where Jackson grew up. Grace gives birth to a baby boy soon after the move and, already struggling with feelings of isolation before becoming a stay-at-home mom, quickly begins to spiral. She crawls around their creaky old house like a wild animal on the prowl. She scratches at wallpaper so furiously that her fingers bleed. One day, she crashes through a sliding-glass door. Shards fly everywhere.
Many will recognize Grace's behavior as symptomatic of postpartum psychosis, which would mirror themes of postnatal depression touched on in Ramsay's 2011 adaptation of the Lionel Shriver novel "We Need to Talk About Kevin." But the Scottish filmmaker expressed in May at the Cannes Film Festival that "Die My Love," despite its sequence of events, "is not about that. It's about a relationship breaking down, it's about love breaking down and sex breaking down after having a baby." She added that "it's also about a creative block," as Grace is a writer who hasn't been able to pick up a pen in months.
Ramsay made the rare psychological thriller uninterested in its protagonist's actual psychology.
Lawrence has played mothers before, but this is her first time doing so after becoming one in real life; she was pregnant with her second child during production, which she has said "took a lot of vanity anxiety away." The Oscar-winning actress ("Silver Linings Playbook") is funny and feral as a new mom who gives in to her every impulse. She delivers one of the most physical performances of her career, pivoting from lethargic movements and a dead-eyed stare to outsize emotion when Grace breaks into fits of mania. She quiets upon interacting with her baby, for whom her love is never in doubt.

Lawrence appears in the film with Robert Pattinson, whose character doesn't understand why his partner is behaving so erratically. (Seamus McGarvey/Mubi)


Ramsay and cinematographer Seamus McGarvey, who was also her DP on "We Need to Talk About Kevin," shot much of "Die My Love" in cool tones that mimic the loss of warmth in Grace and Jackson's relationship. Distance grows between them as Jackson struggles to understand Grace's behavior. She increasingly distrusts him as he ignores her questions about what he does at work all day (his occupation isn't stated) and has her briefly committed to a psych ward. Pattinson is solid as a tired, ineffectual partner. His character's compassionate mother, Pam (Sissy Spacek), tries her best but can't seem to get through to Grace, either.
The same goes for the audience. McGarvey narrows our field of vision, using a boxy 4:3 aspect ratio to effectively convey Grace's claustrophobia, but to what end? Viewers may understand how she feels on a visceral level, but we never get why. We don't know what Grace misses about New York. Where are her friends? Have they disappeared from her life? We don't know enough about her writing career to care about why she stopped. All we can truly appreciate is that Grace feels sexually unfulfilled, which she channels into fantasizing about a motorcyclist (LaKeith Stanfield) who rides past her house -- a flat character who operates as more of a narrative tool than a person, unfortunately played by the only Black cast member.
While Harwicz's original novel relays the mother's interiority in writing, Ramsay and her co-writers, playwrights Enda Walsh and Alice Birch, fail to bring this depth to their cinematic version. Lawrence can carry only so much. Without exploring the very real probability of Grace suffering from postpartum depression -- in fact, the character actively avoids this conversation in one scene -- her behavior serves only to shock the audience. It's baffling at best and exploitative at worst.
R. At area theaters. Contains sexual content, graphic nudity, language and some violent content. 118 minutes.
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Arts & Entertainment
The Trump administration and Norman Rockwell's family are battling over his legacy
Descendants of Norman Rockwell have accused the Department of Homeland Security of misrepresenting the painter's beliefs.

Norman Rockwell at work circa 1940s. (Everett/Shutterstock)


By Janay Kingsberry | 2025-11-07
Descendants of Norman Rockwell this week accused the Department of Homeland Security of misrepresenting the painter's beliefs through unauthorized social media posts of his work -- the latest rebuke of the agency's campaign to frame its mass deportation agenda with classic American imagery.
Since the summer, DHS has shared posts across its Facebook, Instagram and X accounts of paintings from well-known artists that include Thomas Kinkade, John Gast and Rockwell, as well as the living painter Morgan Weistling -- each accompanied by captions or slogans that promote nationalist and patriotic themes.
But after members of Rockwell's family published an opinion piece Sunday in USA Today condemning the use of his art, DHS doubled down with another post of his work -- this time paired with a quote attributed to the American painter.
"Those were the days when America believed in itself. I was happy and proud to be painting it," read the quote on a DHS post that included his 1940 painting "A Scout is Loyal," which depicts a Boy Scout standing among historical icons -- including George Washington, Abraham Lincoln and the American flag -- that loom in the distance.
Daisy Rockwell, the painter's granddaughter and spokesperson for the family, said the quote is being used out of context to suggest that the painter would have been aligned with President Donald Trump's "Make America Great Again" messaging.
"They posted [that] in the spirit of trolling that they seem to be adept at," she said in a phone interview with The Washington Post.
"I'm not really that surprised," she added. "This is an administration that just randomly tore down a third of the White House, so they're not feeling very sensitive toward our nation's cultural heritage."
Responding to a list of questions from The Post about the agency's use of Norman Rockwell and other artists' work on its social media pages, DHS Assistant Secretary Tricia McLaughlin sent a link to its latest post that featured Rockwell's work and quote.
Daisy Rockwell said the department has not contacted the family or addressed their accusations of copyright infringement, but she added that the family is not considering further action at this time and instead is focusing on educating the public about Norman Rockwell's work. (The copyrights are owned by the family and the Curtis Publishing Company, the publisher of the Saturday Evening Post, which commissioned Rockwell's work.)
"We felt like the most important thing to us is not so much pursuing a legal case about copyright infringement, [it's] to set the record straight about what Norman Rockwell stood for," she said.
In Sunday's opinion article, Norman Rockwell's son, grandchildren and great-grandchildren said the painter, who died in 1978, would have been "devastated" by the persistence of racism and social injustices in America and to see his work "marshaled for the cause of persecution toward immigrant communities and people of color."
The family cited three Rockwell paintings posted by DHS in August and September. An Aug. 20 post reads "Protect our American Way of life," and was accompanied by Rockwell's "Salute the Flag" -- a 1971 painting that depicts a group of mostly White people gazing at a billowing American flag.
The following month, a post featured the caption "Protect your homeland defend your culture" accompanied Rockwell's 1946 painting of men working on the construction of the Statue of Liberty's torch.
And in the third post, the agency posted the phrase "Manifest Heroism" alongside Rockwell's 1923 painting -- titled "And Daniel Boone Comes to Life on the Underwood Portable" -- in which a writer at his typewriter imagines Boone emerging from the page.
"The scarcity of people of color in Rockwell's paintings has led those who are not familiar with his entire oeuvre to draw the conclusion that his vision was of a White America, free of immigrants and people of color," Rockwell's family wrote. "But nothing could have been further from the truth."
Throughout his career, Rockwell painted more than 4,000 works -- most notably his depictions of small-town American life, which appeared on more than 300 covers for the Saturday Evening Post. And though he was long associated with an idealized vision of Americana, Rockwell's later work explored themes of racism, segregation and other social issues.
His 1963 painting "The Problem We All Live With," for instance, is considered one of his more important works for its depiction of 6-year-old Ruby Bridges courageously walking to school, flanked by U.S. marshals after a federal court ordered her all-White school to desegregate.
"It used to be that everybody knew all about him, but the people that grew up seeing his work every week are mostly gone," Daisy Rockwell said. "And so it's important to us that younger generations know what the work stood for and don't get some false impression from these decontextualized samplings -- and we don't want it to be associated with what the Department of Homeland Security is doing."

Norman Rockwell's "The Problem We All Live With" (1963). (Norman Rockwell Museum Collection. Used with permission)


Laurie Norton Moffatt, director and CEO of the Norman Rockwell Museum in Stockbridge, Massachusetts, which operates independently from the family, echoed the family's views about the social and political dimensions of Rockwell's work.
"Norman Rockwell stood for enduring values of kindness, respect and social equity -- these really were his core values. They are presented again and again in all of his work, his whole oeuvre," Moffatt said.
"He painted through many difficult periods in our nation and in the world during the 20th century -- two world wars, the Great Depression, the civil rights movement -- and he always found a way to inspire people to find optimism, to see a way through challenging times."
The Trump administration has continued to use a broad array of art and pop cultural imagery in its messaging. In recent months, that has included images from the Halo video game series in a call to "destroy the flood" of immigration and promote recruitment efforts for Immigration and Customs Enforcement.
In July, Kinkade's family sent a cease-and-desist letter to DHS for its repeated use of the painter's work. Weistling also said his work was used without permission.
McLaughlin, at the time, told The Post that the agency is honoring artwork that "celebrates America's heritage and history."
"If the media needs a history lesson on the brave men and women who blazed the trails and forged this republic from the sweat of their brow, we are happy to send them a history textbook," she added. "This administration is unapologetically proud of American history and American heritage."
Daisy Rockwell isn't opposed to all use of Norman Rockwell's work. Reflecting on his legacy, she said that she has been moved to see his work recirculated in pop culture and internet memes.
Most commonly, Rockwell's 1943 painting "Freedom From Want" has been parodied to show different characters in his depiction of family members gathered at a dinner table for a holiday meal.
"Every Thanksgiving, I'm sent 10 different spoofs, where the people are changed into the Avengers or whatever," she said.
And a few weeks ago, while she was giving a lecture at Syracuse University, a graduate student told her, "I just want to say you are so lucky that your grandfather was put on the cover of a Lana Del Rey album," Rockwell recalled with laughter.
"That's what I mean when I say that the younger generation doesn't know very much about him," she said.
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Music
Opera is good for Rosalia. May she be good for opera! 
What the singer's turn toward orchestral music augurs for pop -- and for our ever-fickle attention spans.

Spanish singer Rosalia in Paris in 2024. (Julien de Rosa/AFP/Getty Images)


By Michael Andor Brodeur | 2025-11-06
This past week, the Spanish singer-songwriter Rosalia dropped "Berghain," the lead single from her new fourth studio album "Lux," and, as it happens, a gasp-worthy four-minute glimpse of the album's panoramic promise.
Here, along with guest vocal turns by Bjork and Yves Tumor, we receive the first shimmers of "Lux," the singer's album-length collaboration with the London Symphony Orchestra, conducted by Daniel Bjarnason and featuring several arrangements by Pulitzer-winning composer Caroline Shaw. Speculation around this first track started mid-October, when the singer posted several pages of a handwritten score to her Substack (the annotation "baroque" setting the tone straightaway).
Sure enough, "Berghain" -- named for the Berlin nightclub guarded by notoriously fussy doormen -- throws its gates wide open with a Vivaldic outburst of strings. In a stormy back-and-forth with a full chorus, Rosalia sings in German (one of 13 languages she adopts on "Lux"): "His fear is my fear, his anger is my anger, his love is my love, his blood is my blood."
Her voice, typically a satin ribbon floating and fluttering over her inventive hybrids of flamenco, reggaeton, hip-hop and bachata, rises to what feels like a real occasion and widens into an assertive column of sound.
Haloed in hall reverb and buoyed by the orchestra, this newly realized Rosalia rattled her fan base into spur-of-the-moment documentation of their shock -- i.e. "Berghain" became one of those rare pop phenomena carried into the online consciousness via "reaction" videos.

Rosalia, seen in 2024, sings in 13 languages on her new album. (Vianney Le Caer/Invision/AP)


If "Berghain" has earned nearly four minutes of respectful, stunned silence from her most ardent fans, Rosalia is hoping that "Lux" sustains that moment into something more like an operatic experience. Structured in four movements, "Lux" leans more toward an experimental song cycle than the typical pop chart heat-seeker dares, bothers or aspires to. While early reviews seem so far dazzled by its instrumental ambition and stylistic fluidity, they seem equally flummoxed by the singer's nerve in expecting listeners to actually listen.
"The more we are in the era of dopamine, the more I want the opposite," she recently told a pair of interviewers from the New York Times, emphasizing that her demand for an hour or so of a listener's focus -- and thus, wresting momentarily free from algorithmic intervention -- is an essential part of the project. Your attention is her intention. "I know it's a lot to ask, but that's what I want."
Orchestral detours by pop artists are nothing new. One such seismic event -- Beyonce's interpolation of "Caro Mio Ben" on her 2024 album "Cowboy Carter" -- had this critic wondering aloud if the third act of her ongoing trilogy might be an opera. (It's probably not.)

Bjork has employed orchestral musicians to reimagine her own catalogue. (Matias Delacroix/Associated Press)


Bjork has employed orchestral musicians to reimagine her own catalogue, as with the "Orkestral" series she launched in 2021. And from the orchestral side, crossover advocates abound, like composer Steve Hackman, whose series of "fusions" find connections between classical composers and pop artists (e.g. Beethoven and Beyonce, Tchaikovsky and Drake, Stravinsky and Kendrick Lamar).
But Rosalia's gambit with "Berghain" and "Lux" (which I have yet to hear) should be of interest to anyone who wonders how classical music -- a form that continues to suffer from low exposure, dwindling relevance, limited accessibility and systemic indifference -- can find its way back to mainstream channels and younger audiences.

Yves Tumor has a guest vocal turn on "Berghain." (Pascal Le Segretain/Getty Images)


It has become popular lore online that Gen Z is, right now, fronting the vanguard of a mounting backlash against social media specifically, and technological intrusions on one's privacy and mental health in general. A mix of algorithmic fatigue and AI-induced cynicism has propelled a movement among young folks to revisit real life -- i.e. "touch grass" -- once more.
And even as it indulges in fantasy, "Berghain" seems to signal a return to the real -- trading in electronic textures for tactile instrumentation, dropping the pop playbook in favor of a freer hand, reaching deeper into Rosalia's chest to find her voice.
"Lux" may not be a symphony in the proper sense, and "Berghain" may be but a bracing prelude to a more sweeping story, but both signal an artist confident enough to make a leap of faith -- specifically, a belief that our attentions still have some span.
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Arts & Entertainment
The 32 best things to do in D.C. this weekend and next week
Honor veterans with solemn ceremonies, get this year's first taste of holiday markets, or celebrate Pippi Longstocking's 80th birthday. 

(Matt McClain/The Washington Post)


By Fritz Hahn, Sophia Solano, Adele Chapin, Chris Kelly | 2025-11-06
Veterans Day ceremonies take place across the area on Tuesday, with a focus on Arlington National Cemetery and the memorials on the National Mall. Before that, there's a  busy weekend with international holiday markets and (no, it's apparently not too soon) an appearance by Santa at National Harbor, where the tree-lighting ceremony comes with fireworks. Elsewhere, look for vintage markets and outdoor art, celebrations of sherry and craft beer, and festivals highlighting flamenco dancing and HBCU filmmakers. Honor the end of the Cold War, wish Pippi Longstocking a happy 80th birthday, come face to face with birds of prey or wake up early to watch an NFL game with the German Embassy.
Jenny Holzer's 'What You Love' at Glenstone
Artist Jenny Holzer's text-based works are currently on view at Glenstone's Pavilions galleries, but in November, the museum's concrete exterior walls become her canvas. Visitors are invited to stay late to experience outdoor projections by Holzer: This new work, titled "What You Love," is a three-channel light projection created specifically for Glenstone, featuring words by poets and writers including June Jordan, Anna Swirszczynska and Sappho. The projections begin at dusk in Glenstone's Water Court, and visitors can stay until 8 p.m. to experience the show. Only the Pavilions, the museum's cafe and Glenstone's main path will be open until 8 p.m., while the rest of the museum closes at 5. Admission is free, and timed entry tickets are available online now. There's limited capacity for those online tickets, but educators, active military members, veterans, museum professionals and students age 12 and older will be guaranteed walk-up entry until 7 p.m. along with a guest, as will anyone arriving at the museum on Ride On Bus route 301. Through Sunday, from dusk until 8 p.m. Free; timed entry tickets required.
Fuego Flamenco Festival at Gala Hispanic Theatre
The 21st edition of this international festival brings programming celebrating  the history and future of the Spanish dance. The most frequent performance, by dancer and choreographer Rafael Ramirez, is an homage to flamenco artist Antonio Gades, credited with transporting  the dance beyond Spain's borders. The festival also includes a lecture on the culture of flamenco by a Seville-born ethnomusicologist (Saturday at 2 p.m.; free) and a family day with interactive workshops (Nov. 15 at 1:30 p.m.; free). Through Nov. 22. Performances $27-$47.
Friendsgiving Party at the Phillips Collection
Get a jump on your annual Friendsgiving celebration by bringing  besties to the Phillips Collection's after-hours party. Curators give pop-up talks on works in the galleries celebrating friendship, and you can make -- and give -- friendship bracelets at a crafting station. Beyond the museum's exhibitions, there are card games to see how well you know your friends, liqueurs to sample, and music from Justin Trawick and DJ Stylus. 5 to 8:30 p.m. $20, nonmembers; free, members.
Padma Lakshmi at Sixth and I
Padma Lakshmi, one of the biggest names in the food scene, is headed out on a book tour that includes a stop to dish at Sixth & I. In addition to hosting Bravo's "Top Chef" for 17 years, Lakshmi fronted an award-winning Hulu show chronicling cuisine from immigrant and Indigenous communities across the United States called "Taste the Nation." She's turned all that research into a cookbook called "Padma's All American," which also includes her own family recipes. $55.88 for admission and a book with signed bookplate; $15.05 for virtual admission; $56.39 for virtual admission and a book.
'Mad.DC: Drawing Two Capitals' at Spanish Cultural Center
Created in collaboration with the ABC Museum of Drawing and Illustration in Madrid, this exhibition brings together the works of six Spanish illustrators that reflect a specific flight path -- between the Spanish and American capital cities. The exhibition, with over 80 works, opens in D.C. first before moving to Madrid in September 2026. Featured artists include traditional sketchbook artist Joaquin Dorao, theatrically influenced conceptual artist Javier Chavarria and graphic novel-style urban sketcher Antonia Santolaya. RSVPs are required for the free opening  Thursday, from 6:30 to 8:30 p.m. Through April 10. Free.
HBCU First Look Film Festival 2025 at Howard University
The annual HBCU First Look Film Festival connects students and members of the public with actors, producers and directors who are graduates of historically Black colleges and universities. The three-day festival at Howard University includes screenings of student and juried films, and events such as a master class with actress and Howard alumna Lauren E. Banks, a discussion with actress Marsai Martin moderated by Loren Lorosa of Power 105.1 FM's "The Breakfast Club," and a Friday-night screening of the documentary "Above The Tide -- 20 Years After Katrina" with a post-film discussion with director and producer Julian Gooden and television journalist Wisdom Martin. Thursday through Saturday. $40 weekend pass; $20 student pass.
'Frame of Mind' closing party at Galactic Panther
It's the final opportunity to see "Frame of Mind," the exhibit from photographer Antonia Tricarico documenting Washington's punk scene in the '90s. Her work, focused on female performers, was published in Rolling Stone and collected by the National Museum of American History. This closing reception features a screening of "Punk the Capital: Building a Sound Movement," a documentary from director James Schneider who sticks around  for a Q+A with Tricarico. 6:30 p.m. $15.
Cider Week celebration at Dacha Navy Yard
Through Tuesday, Dacha Navy Yard adds ciders from Downeast, Blake's, Aspall, Shacksbury, Galipette to its draft list. The special includes an autumnal celebration Friday night, where patrons can go "bobbing for ciders" to decide their next order or join in a Drunk Spelling Bee with prizes. The words in the contest will be (mostly) cider-related. 6 p.m. Free.
Czech Christmas Market at the Embassy of the Czech Republic
The Czech Christmas Market, held inside and on the grounds of the Embassy of the Czech Republic, is known for a large selection of glittering handcrafted ornaments and jewelry, but the day also includes live music, schoolchildren singing Czech carols, tastings of Moravian wines and traditional liqueurs, bakeries serving Czech pastries, a petting zoo, and a puppet theater. Pro tip: Bring cash for food and drinks. Admission requires timed tickets. 9 a.m. to 6 p.m. Free.
Danish Club of Washington Christmas Bazaar at St. Elizabeth's Church
This year marks the 62nd edition of the Danish Club of Washington's Christmas Bazaar, held at St. Elizabeth's Church in Rockville. Look for decorations including candles, embroidery and mobiles, as well as china and jewelry. Freshly made sandwiches and pastries are sold, along with cheese and candy. Cash and checks are accepted. 11 a.m. to 3 p.m. Free.
Icelandic Christmas Bazaar at Fairfax American Legion Post 177
Chunky wool sweaters, Viking-like troll dolls, jewelry and, of course, hot dogs are all for sale at the Icelandic Association of Washington's Christmas Bazaar, which fills the American Legion Post 177 in Fairfax. Sample Icelandic crepes and chocolate while browsing art, home goods and clothing from Iceland and Nordic countries. 10 a.m. to 3 p.m. Free.
Holidays at National Harbor
If the selection of holiday markets wasn't enough, National Harbor is the place to indulge in some early Christmas vibes this weekend. Santa Claus will be at the Capital Wheel Ferris wheel from noon to 4 p.m. Saturday, joined by "toy soldier stilt walkers" for photo ops. The 60-foot, LED-covered tree overlooking the Potomac River is officially lit at 5:30 p.m., and the  seasonal light display includes music recorded by the U.S. Air Force Band. When the animated presentation is over, a fireworks show with red, gold and green explosions erupts over the water. Noon to 6 p.m. Capital Wheel admission ($14.50-$18) required to meet Santa; no fee for tree lighting or fireworks show.
That's So Vintage at Union Market
You don't know what you're going to find at That's So Vintage: a groovy 1960s fur coat, very 1970s wine glasses and dinnerware, '80s dolls and toys, or assorted film cameras, retro sunglasses, and T-shirts and denim from various decades. But that's what makes this treasure hunt at Union Market's Dock 5 so much fun. At least 34 dealers are featured each day, with only 15 appearing on Saturday and Sunday, so you might want to come back both days. Just beware of entry times: Some tickets allow for earlier admission than others. Saturday and Sunday from 10 a.m. to 5 p.m.; entry times vary. $6 general admission; $24 early access.
Kreeger Museum Neighborhood Day
The Kreeger Museum is often overshadowed by museums downtown, but the Foxhall institution, noted for its impressionist and cubist paintings and its welcoming sculpture garden, opens its doors this weekend for a free day of community fun. Explore the sculpture garden with a kid-friendly scavenger hunt or movement activities led by the Washington Ballet; create art inspired by Gene Davis or Phillip Johnson; participate in a drum circle; listen to music from the American University Jazz Combo while having a picnic in the garden. (Food and drink will be available for purchase.) Admission to the museum, exhibitions and sculpture garden is free, with no reservations or tickets required. 10 a.m. to 2 p.m. Free.
Sherry Fair at the Square
Whether you're completely new to Spain's favorite fortified wine or you know the difference between a fino sherry and an oloroso sherry, chances are high you'll learn something at the fifth edition of D.C.'s Mini-Sherry Fair. Hosted by bartender and U.S. Sherry Week Ambassador Chantal Tseng at downtown food hall the Square, this fair is where you can taste more than 20 sherries and interact with sherry experts, with entertainment like music and giveaways as well. Food and cocktails are available for purchase, and you can add on three different 30-minute cocktail classes or jamon carving demo sessions to your general admission ticket. 2 to 5 p.m. $30.23 admission; $18.92 per cocktail class.
Lost Generation third anniversary celebration
Lost Generation is one of the area's brightest young breweries, and it's celebrating three years in business in Eckington with a day-long party. Activities bring back some of Lost Gen's favorite activities, like a lion dance performance, live jazz and a stein-hoisting competition. Look for six new beers, including two stouts aged in Weller bourbon barrels, and a collaboration with Fargo IPA kings Drekker, as well as food from the mighty Steezeburger. 11 a.m. to midnight. Free admission.
DC Beer Festival at Nationals Park
The lineup of breweries featured in this fall's DC Beer Festival at Nationals Park is worth the price of admission, showcasing unlimited tastings of more than 200 beers from regional stalwarts like Right Proper, Mieza Blendery, Burnish and Redbeard, as well as out-of-towners like Miami's Tripping Animals, Fargo's Drekker and Ohio's Jackie O's. But devoted MLB fans might want to also take advantage of the rare chance to take batting practice at Nationals Park: VIP attendees get to access the dugouts and batting cages under the stadium, complete with live pitching. Noon to 3 p.m. or 5 to 8 p.m. $55; $90 VIP. 
19th Annual Parade of Trabants at the Spy Museum
One of the most enduring and unlikely symbols of the end of the Cold War is the Trabant, an East German car whose body was made from recycled plastic. Its smoky, two-stroke engine could go from zero to 62 miles an hour in 21 seconds. And there was such demand for the pokey Trabi that it became an East German status symbol. For almost two decades, the International Spy Museum has hosted a Parade of Trabants to celebrate the November 1989 opening of the Berlin Wall. There are classic cars to see -- and hop in! -- as well as military vehicles and motorcycles. The Alte Kameraden band provides traditional German music while visitors learn about the Cold War, try graffitiing Berlin Wall-style, or see if they could contort themselves enough to be smuggled to West Germany. 10 a.m. to 4 p.m. Free.
Owl Moon Raptor Festival at Black Hill Regional Park
Get up close to vultures, hawks, owls and other birds of prey during the annual Owl Moon Raptor Festival, sponsored by the Owl Moon Raptor Center, which rehabilitates hundreds of sick or injured birds each year, and Montgomery Parks. The afternoon includes talks about different birds, guided bird walks, story time and bird releases. Noon to 4 p.m. Free.
Half and Half Market at Femme Fatale
Half vintage and craft market and half hands-on experiences, Femme Fatale's Half and Half should satisfy a variety of desires in Cleveland Park this weekend. Want to browse vintage clothing and prints and jewelry from local makers? Want to  go DIY and learn how to screen-print bags and T-shirts, or make your own necklaces and bracelets? Just want to chill out and listen to vinyl while sipping specialty coffee? It's all possible at this one-day pop-up. 10 a.m. to 3 p.m. Free admission; screen-printing workshop, $28.52.
Embroider Your Memories: A Beginner's Photo Stitching Class at Shop Made in DC
Bring a favorite photo of your friends, family, pets or favorite to Shop Made in DC's Union Market location for a beginner's hand-embroidery class. Each picture will be imposed onto fabric before class, and during the event, you'll practice different stitches on top of the image. Leave with a displayed, personalized embroidery artwork. 3 p.m. $69.
Bktherula at Fillmore Silver Spring
Bktherula has gotten into the early 2000s nostalgia game, featuring on collaborator Denzel Curry's reworking of "Hard in Da Paint." But the 23-year-old, born Brooklyn Rodriguez, is more about cross-pollinating the glottal poetry of Young Thug with the melancholic melodies of SZA into everything-all-at-once ditties that draw from Atlanta rap subsounds like trap, plugg and rage rap. 8 p.m. $34-$60.
NFL in Berlin Watch Party at Aslin Beer Garden
For the first time, the NFL is hosting a regular-season game in Berlin, and the German Embassy is ready to celebrate. You don't have to be a fan of the Atlanta Falcons or Indianapolis Colts to hang out at the official game-watching party at Aslin Beer Garden on 14th Street NW, but the early (9:30 a.m.) kickoff means that the bar will be pouring coffee for 90 minutes before the beer begins to flow. (That would never happen in Berlin.) Doors at 9 a.m. Free.
Be More Pippi: 80th Anniversary of Pippi Longstocking at the Martin Luther King Jr. Memorial Library
Eighty years ago, Swedish author Astrid Lindgren introduced the world to Pippi Longstocking, a character notable for her freedom, cleverness, amazing strength and the goodness of her heart. A special family day at the D.C. library, hosted with the Embassy of Sweden, brings story time with author Laurie Halse Anderson (a previous winner of the Astrid Lindgren Memorial Award); arts and crafts activities, a movie, and music by Swedish flautist Elsa Nilsson. Birthday cake will, of course, be served. 1 to 5 p.m. Free.
'The Road' with Brian Baker and Ian MacKaye at the Martin Luther King Jr. Memorial Library
Guitarist Brian Baker has spent the past  two decades touring and recording with punk icon Bad Religion, but in his hometown of D.C., he's probably best known as a founding member of the hardcore band Minor Threat. His latest work is "The Road," a book of photographs taken over the years while on tour with Bad Religion and Dag Nasty. Baker discusses "The Road" with his longtime friend Ian MacKaye, the lead singer of Minor Threat and co-founder of Dischord Records. 2 to 3 p.m. Free.
Kids' Pupusa Workshop at El Tamarindo
Let your kids make a mess in a kitchen other than yours. In this workshop with chefs at the Adams Morgan restaurant, your little cooks will  find out how to make mini pupusas while learning about Salvadoran heritage. 10:30 a.m. to noon. $8.
Fridge Alley Marketplace at the Fridge
Launched  in 2009, the Fridge, a gallery and art space hidden in an alley of Barracks Row, was notable for the community that formed around it. Its events might include art workshops or DJs or stilt-walking or creating murals, and the shows featured graffiti and outsider street art instead of what you might find at Dupont galleries. The Fridge closed in 2023 -- it's a long story involving a legal battle over real estate -- but owner Alex Goldstein is trying to bring it back. The pop-up Fridge Alley Marketplace includes 10 to 15 local artists selling their works, plus live painting and a mosaic workshop. 11 a.m. to 4 p.m. Free.
Keep the Beat Week at District E
Welcome to Go-Go Preservation Week, a call from the D.C. Public Library's Go-Go Archive to preserve memories of D.C.'s official music. While a concert featuring the legendary Junkyard Band and Black Alley at the District E theater and event space in Gallery Place is the evening's main attraction, the Go-Go Archive is encouraging fans to bring their favorite photos taken at go-gos over the years to be added to the collection, and to record memories of favorite concerts and events. Food and drinks will be available. 7 to 11 p.m. Free.
Veterans Day ceremonies
Despite the government shutdown, Veterans Day events are taking place on the Mall and at Arlington National Cemetery on Tuesday. Here's a quick rundown of the major events, sorted by their starting time. All are free, and most are also streamed online for those who can't attend in person.
World War II Memorial: The Friends of the National World War II Memorial host an observance with World War II veterans laying wreaths at the memorial's Freedom Wall at 10 a.m. Registration is requested through wwiimemorialfriends.org.
Arlington National Cemetery: Although the ceremony at the Tomb of the Unknowns is limited to official participants, the cemetery's Memorial Amphitheater is open to all, with performances by military bands and remarks by public officials honoring members of the military who have served during peacetime and war, beginning at 11 a.m. The parking lot opens at 8 a.m.
World War I Memorial: Australian ambassador Kevin Rudd is the featured speaker at the Bells of Peace remembrance ceremony in Pershing Park, which also features music by the American Expeditionary Forces Band Brass Quintet; a wreath laying; and bugle performances of "Aux Morts," "The Last Post" and taps. The music begins at 10:45 a.m., with the ceremony at 11.
Vietnam Veterans Memorial: The Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund hosts a ceremony at the wall at 1 p.m., with keynote speaker Tom Burke, the president of the Vietnam Veterans of America. An RSVP is requested through vvmf.org.
U.S. Navy Memorial: A wreath is laid in front of the U.S. Navy Memorial's Lone Sailor statue during the annual Veterans Day tribute, featuring a ceremonial guard and the U.S. Navy Band. The event begins at 1 p.m.
Korean War Veterans Memorial: The Korean War Veterans Memorial Foundation's commemoration includes a wreath laying and recognition of veterans, beginning at 3 p.m. Registration is requested through koreanwarvetsmemorial.org.
Playboi Carti at Capital One Arena
Playboi Carti is the architect of rage rap, a style that favors sonic and mental annihilation with its in-the-red mixing, arcade synthesizers and sternum-rattling bass. Carti set the template with his 2020 album "Whole Lotta Red" and now has begun raging against a machine of his own creation, finding new ways to speak and sound along the Mobius strip of Atlanta rap. His Antagonist tour teams him with labelmates and successors Ken Carson and Destroy Lonely -- rappers who feed the craving for Carti-ish music but not always the hunger for something new. 7 p.m. $63-$312.
'Fresh AIR' at Music Center at Strathmore
Hear some of the D.C. area's most talented young musicians during Strathmore's "Fresh AIR" concert. This showcase is devoted to the six participants selected for Strathmore's highly competitive Artist in Residence program, which helps usher artists into professional careers. The class of 2026 is Michael McSweeney on percussion, Cyrus Mackey on trumpet, Chris Hon on keyboard, Ellen Gira on cello, singer Juan Manu on guitar and violin, and vocalist Kanysha. The program's mentors, well-known local musicians like Christylez Bacon, Chelsey Green and Chuck Redd, also grace the stage for this show. 8 p.m. $35.
Noir at the Bar at Quarry House Tavern
For fans of hard-boiled detective stories and crime novels, there's nowhere else to be on a Wednesday night: George Pelacanos, James Grady and (Washington Post contributor) EA Aymar are among the seven writers reading works-in-progress or favorite pieces during Noir at the Bar at Silver Spring's divey Quarry House Tavern. 7 p.m. Free.
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Movies
Russell Crowe is chilling in 'Nuremberg,' a flawed but essential film
James Vanderbilt's imposing, uneven drama gets enough right that it demands to be seen.

Russell Crowe as Hermann Goring in "Nuremberg." (Scott Garfield/Sony Pictures Classics)


By Monica Hesse | 2025-11-06
It's the day before the Nazis will officially surrender in May of 1945, and while refugees trudge along an Austrian dirt road, a chauffeured limousine bearing a swastika rolls to a stop ahead. Allied soldiers point their weapons; the limo's passenger makes a white flag from his wife's torn slip and then emerges, spit shined and self-aggrandizing. It's Hermann Goring, Hitler's righthand man, and he would like help with his luggage.
So begins "Nuremberg," James Vanderbilt's imposing but uneven drama about the bureaucratic way that a post-World War II globe tried to make sense of what it had just been through. After his surrender, Goring (Russell Crowe) is marshaled to a palatial courthouse to await trial in what amounts to an experiment of international justice: Attorneys from four Allied countries will try him and 23 compatriots for war atrocities. In turn, Goring's handler, the military psychiatrist Douglas Kelley (Rami Malek), will try to make sure none of these high-ranking men choose a coward's suicide before judges can condemn them to a criminal's hanging.
"Tell me about him," Kelley asks his translator as they head to meet their most famous charge. In one of many occasions in which the dialogue is unfortunately brought to you by Wikipedia, the translator (Leo Woodall) replies: "Hermann Goring. President of the Reichstag, minister of aviation, commander in chief of the Luftwaffe, a founding member of the Gestapo secret police, minister of economics, was appointed Hitler's successor in 1939, and was the highest-ranking officer of all time."
If you've read anything about this movie, it probably focused on Crowe's coy, chilling, Oscar-courting performance, for which he learned German well enough to spend much of the film speaking it. Knowing none myself, I asked a German friend to watch with me and give feedback. "He's definitely not bad at all," my friend said, surprised. "You can tell he went through the effort. But you do immediately notice that he's not a native speaker."
My friend then confessed that, had I not dragged him to "Nuremberg," he would have had no interest in watching. He'd grown up in a country constantly wrestling with its past; it was strange to watch Americans wrestle with his past, with accents: "It's like -- would you be interested in an Italian biopic on Abraham Lincoln?" (Hmmm.) He noted that we can't seem to leave the era alone (guilty; I have written four historical fiction novels set in World War II). He wondered whether we like the era so much because it was a time in which Americans were inarguably the good guys.
"Schindler's List" set our gold standard 32 years ago. "The Boy in the Striped Pajamas" (2008) was maudlin and gross. The film I've returned to again and again is "Conspiracy," a quiet 2001 made-for-TV production starring Kenneth Branagh and Stanley Tucci. It's based on the transcript of a real meeting in which high-level Nazis brainstormed -- efficiently, dispassionately -- their final solution. The clinical approach drives home the important point that 6 million Jews were murdered not in frenzied bloodlust, but in government-sanctioned extermination.
"Nuremberg" tries to show that punishment was also government-sanctioned and planful. The easy thing to do would have been to arrange these men against a wall for execution. The harder thing was to wrestle with what makes war actions immoral when war is intrinsically murderous, then to figure out who, exactly, was responsible. Malek plays Kelley as a slick profiteer. He figures that if he spends enough time flashing these bad guys Rorschach cards, he'll have the makings of a bestseller -- 0ne that explains how Germans came to be uniquely evil.

Rami Malek, left, stars with Russell Crowe in "Nuremberg." (Scott Garfield/Sony Pictures Classics)


But as the Kelley/Goring game of cat-and-mouse continues, set mostly in gray prison cells, it's not a spoiler alert to reveal that Kelley finds himself repeatedly surprised by the Nazi sitting across from him. It's also not a spoiler to reveal that nothing about Kelley's research -- which in real life was published as a book called "22 Cells in Nuremberg" -- found that Germans were uniquely evil. Brainwashed, maybe. But mostly they were, as a different controversial book deemed them, "Hitler's willing executioners." They were "ordinary men" living in "an extraordinary political culture."
Now we're getting a fuller picture of why, as my friend pointed out, Americans can't quit fictionalizing World War II. Some of us -- the "Saving Private Ryan" crowd, let's call them -- might like the moral clarity of America being the good guys. But others -- the "Conspiracy" crew -- are compelled and terrified by depictions of how easily robust democracies can become willing dictatorships, anywhere in the world.
At one point, Kelley demands to know what Goring even saw in Hitler, who was, after all, a failed painter and middling soldier. Goring gets a far-off look in his eyes and says, "He made us feel German again ... like we could reclaim our former glory."
Maybe you have been to those political rallies, too.
What makes a meaningful movie about the Holocaust? Its reflection of modern moments and events? Its moral clarity -- good guys and bad? Its emotional weight? Mulling "Nuremberg," I wondered whether it was even possible to measure a film about genocide under the same standards as a different kind of movie. Calling a plot "boring," for example, would seem to buy into a misapprehension that we expect suffering to entertain us. And when the topic is horrific crimes against humanity, I generally could not give a flying monkey about the lighting design.
But, to do my best: "Nuremberg" isn't as impactful as you want it to be. Crowe, yes, and there are some great supporting performances from Michael Shannon and Richard E. Grant as a U.S. Supreme Court justice and a British attorney. The expansive set and cinematography move effectively between grand and claustrophobic. But the pacing is uncalibrated, the scope too scattered, the emotions unearned. Vanderbilt's adaptation of Jack El-Hai's 2013 book, "The Nazi and the Psychiatrist," is sometimes so ham-handed that you forget the man also wrote 2007's excellent, unexpected "Zodiac." This movie would have done better two-thirds as long but focused more tightly, or four times longer and airing on Netflix as a limited series.

From left, Richard E. Grant as Sir David Maxwell-Fyfe, Michael Shannon as Robert H. Jackson and Rami Malek as Douglas Kelley. (Scott Garfield/Sony Pictures Classics)


Still: The human and the historian in me feels compelled to recommend it. Because movies about atrocities are necessary.
There is a point in "Nuremberg" where characters come to that realization themselves. In the middle of the trial, attorneys secure permission to play documentaries of camp liberation, and Vanderbilt uses real archival footage. In camp after camp, we see bodies piled and shoved with bulldozers until their limbs bend or break. A closeup lingers on one corpse's face until the eyes slowly blink -- this man is still, impossibly, alive.
There's no plot, production value or any kind of story arc to the factual footage seen in that fictional courtroom. But, my God, we should all see this movie. Show it again and again.
PG-13. At area theaters. Contains violent content involving the Holocaust, strong disturbing images, suicide, language, smoking and drugs. In English and German. 148 minutes.
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Movies
'Train Dreams' explores what's in a life: Everything and nothing
Joel Edgerton is masterful as a quiet and withdrawn man at the center of a timeless film.

Joel Edgerton stars as Robert Grainier in "Train Dreams." (Netflix)


By Travis Andrews | 2025-11-06
On the first page of John Williams's 1965 novel "Stoner," the narrator tells us the book is about a man whose "colleagues, who held him in no particular esteem when he was alive, speak of him rarely now; to the older ones, his name is a reminder of the end that awaits them all, and to the younger ones, it is merely a sound which evokes no sense of the past and no identity with which they can associate themselves or their careers."
The book proceeds to trace the generally mundane life of a fairly unremarkable man. And now, 60 years after its publication, it's having a surprising resurgence in popularity, especially among young readers who bandy it about on TikTok.
I recently read "Stoner" in book club. (Shout-out to our founder Jesse, who once offered our readers an explanation of why the defense of Winterfell in "Game of Thrones" was disastrous. But I digress.) While I adored it, I haven't stopped thinking about the number of young people I see hyping it, this book in which nothing really happens. I suspect what's appealing for them is a break from the deluge of loud, fast, constant content that insists on their attention every waking minute.
I'm particularly thinking of it today because I've just seen "Train Dreams," a movie that follows the generally mundane life of a man, in which nothing much happens and which I found deeply affecting.
This meditation on life is a 102-minute respite from a world that never gives us a chance to slow down and realize how beautiful it truly is.
Perhaps that's reductive. But, perhaps, that's the point.

Felicity Jones and Edgerton in "Train Dreams." (Netflix)


Clint Bentley's elegiac movie, based on the 2011 Denis Johnson novella, follows the life of logger Robert Grainier (Joel Edgerton) in the early 20th century throughout the Pacific Northwest. He's quiet and withdrawn, though not sullen, when he meets Gladys (Felicity Jones), whom he marries around the beginning of World War I. They build a cabin in the woods and have a daughter, but Robert is pulled away from them for vast stretches of each year to earn his keep by chopping down trees and helping to build the nation's railroads.
Knowing any more would only serve to spoil the film. Much like "Stoner," it's about how a person's life unspools, how the path we think we're on often isn't the one we're actually on, its nooks and crannies and switchbacks and breakneck turns not yet built. As goes the phrase often attributed to Joe Strummer: "The future is unwritten."
Robert watches as it's written, often struggling with the speed at which changes sweeps through the nation.
"The world is an old place," one character says, a thought repeated throughout the film. Robert watches a Chinese man get killed on the rail, without knowing why. He meets Arn Peeples (William H. Macy), an explosives expert who warns that cutting down 500-year-old trees leaves a mark on a man's soul (and, in the movie's only laugh line, tells Robert that all people are worthy save those from Kansas, "a collection of savage lunatics"). He loves, and he loses, and he reckons.
Robert doesn't speak much as he ponders it all, but he doesn't need to. Edgerton's masterful performance takes place on his face, eyes first furrowed with fear and then drenched in sorrow, the creases growing deeper the more he understands how little he understands about the world he helps build and later abandons.

William H. Macy, center, plays explosives expert Arn Peeples. (Netflix)


Make no mistake: This is a ponderous film, at times bordering on languorous. Adolpho Veloso's cinematography is gorgeous, but if spending an awful lot of time staring in awe at the towering trees of the Pacific Northwest doesn't sound appealing, Netflix might have other fare that's better suited to you. If it does sound enticing, don't wait for it to hit the streaming service Nov. 21 -- go to a movie theater and let the image of an Earth disappearing, tree by tree, wash over you while the National's Bryce Dessner's dreamy strings swell and his hypnotic piano makes you forget time.
But forget time as we might, it still marches on, a lesson Robert learns again and again.
Early in his life, he finds himself sitting around the campfire with his fellow loggers. Arn suggests that one day, there might not be any trees left, that they'll have cut them all down in the pursuit of some vague sense of American progress. A younger logger scoffs, claiming that he's seen the trees in Washington and Oregon and there are so many, they could log them for a thousand years. Anyway, he says, whatever they've chopped down will regrow before their work is anywhere close to finished.
Robert just watches. He knows that not everything regrows.
In fact, nothing does.
Not really.
PG-13. At Landmark Atlantic Plumbing, Landmark Bethesda Row and CMX Village Cinemas; available Nov. 21 on Netflix. Contains some violence and sexuality. 102 minutes.
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TV
In 'Death by Lightning,' Matthew Macfadyen plays a Tom with no Shiv
Macfadyen channels his "Succession" character in Netflix's historical dramedy about President James Garfield, which co-stars Michael Shannon and Nick Offerman.

Matthew Macfadyen, center, as Charles Guiteau in "Death by Lightning." (Larry Horricks/Netflix)


By Lili Loofbourow | 2025-11-06
This review contains mild spoilers for "Death by Lightning."
There is a point in Netflix's "Death by Lightning" when Vice President Chester A. Arthur (Nick Offerman) -- a beery, sausage-loving scoundrel -- tries to quit. President James Garfield (Michael Shannon) refuses to accept his resignation, even though Arthur openly insulted him in the press. "I feel it my duty to explain to you that you really ought to fire me. I'm a truly bad vice president," Arthur says in an amusing burst of sincerity, but Garfield genially asks that he give the job another go. "I don't see your game in this!" Arthur responds, baffled, in one of Offerman's many standout moments playing the dissipated, corrupt and recently widowed VP. "For some reason, it eludes me!"
I felt much the same way during my initial viewing of creator Mike Makowsky's star-studded historical dramedy about James Garfield, our 20th president, and Charles Guiteau (Matthew Macfadyen), the man who shot him. "Death by Lightning" is a pleasantly weird show that cheerfully upends much that we've come to expect from presidential biopics. Not just because of its pointedly anachronistic dialogue, with 19th-century characters tossing off phrases like "I'm a lefty" and "I'll keep you posted" in lavish period dress. Or the casual glee with which the show mines comedy out of tragic circumstances (while dutifully amplifying viewers' awareness of a president few Americans could name).
These are jarring juxtapositions, certainly, symptomatic of the show's stylized mash-up of high and low registers (and its penchant for scrambling contemporary and period-appropriate behaviors in an effort to hook modern audiences). That's a lot of hybridity for a four-part series, so it's unsurprising that the show fails to produce a coherent and satisfying take on whatever was going on with Guiteau. Or a robust account of what Garfield's death meant for the country. Many modern-day histories includes winks and nods to the present; not so here. The show wears its authority so lightly it barely seems to have any at all, and the effect is enjoyably disorienting. "Death by Lightning" feels less like responsible history than a damn good yarn, and I mean that in the best way: The events it recounts are so bizarre that I finally gave up Googling whether something could possibly have happened as scripted and read the book on which the series is based instead -- Candice Millard's "Destiny of the Republic: A Tale of Madness, Medicine and the Murder of a President." (Spoiler: Yes, most of it happened.)
The title comes from an 1880 letter Garfield wrote responding to concerns that he was in danger: "Assassination can no more be guarded against than death by lightning," he replied, and the show channels that approach to matters of historical causation, relishing coincidences as much as planning or strategy. Fate is not a factor here. Rather than plead any specific man's historical importance, or insist on cause and effect, it propels itself forward through vibes.

Michael Shannon, left, as James Garfield and Betty Gilpin as Crete Garfield. (Larry Horricks/Netflix)


Macfadyen, the series' co-protagonist, feels as if he hasn't quite escaped the shadow cast by "Succession": He plays Guiteau as a wide-eyed, Gilded Age Tom Wambsgans who never acquired enough capital to land his Shiv. Garfield's shooter is ingratiating, pretentious, and sporadically idealistic; plagued by delusions of grandeur, he keeps slipping down society's rungs. Like Wambsgans, he kisses up to men with power in hopes a little will trickle down if he debases himself enough. Macfadyen is funny and infuriating and manipulative and sincere by turns, expertly deploying an implausible mix of abjection and hubris that echoes the show's own heterodox recipe. Guiteau's hunger for greatness inspires repulsion and sympathy in equal measure, and his misadventures -- including a sexless stint at the Oneida free love colony -- drive much of the series' comedy.
Shannon, by contrast, plays Garfield so marvelously straight that you can't help but be devastated by his eventual demise; rarely has the actor made his trademark gaze this wise and soft. "There's no game," he says quietly in the scene above, putting his arm on Arthur's. Eccentric, intellectual and a straight shooter, Garfield emerges as a gifted albeit reluctant leader whose immunity to dirty politics and indifference to the Republican Party machine equipped him to take it all down.
Garfield's presidency lasted only a few months, so "Death by Lightning" confines itself to four episodes. The show burns through its source material quickly, beginning with Garfield building a table from scratch at his farm in Mentor, Ohio, while his daughter gently ribs him for his many failed domestic projects. Scenes of family life are startlingly modern, with the kids pleading for pancakes and Garfield playfully taking orders. Garfield's marriage to Lucretia, a.k.a Crete (Betty Gilpin, brilliant as ever) is scripted as a partnership of equals -- which, in fairness, it appears to have been, notwithstanding a month-long affair Garfield guiltily confessed to in an earlier stage of the marriage.
The show's other major players are introduced at the tumultuous 1880 Republican National Convention in Chicago which resulted in Garfield's nomination. These include James Blaine (Bradley Whitford), Garfield's future secretary of state, who shares his disgust at the state of the party, and Blaine's enemy Roscoe Conkling (Shea Whigham), the party boss from New York, who spearheaded the movement to nominate Ulysses S. Grant to a third term. Conkling wielded considerable power in the Republican Party through bribes, favors and control of the New York Customs House. Finally, there's Arthur, Conkling's minion -- and his longtime ally and enforcer as a former collector for the Port of New York.

Nick Offerman as Chester A. Arthur. (Larry Horricks/Netflix)


Matt Ross directed all four episodes, and the performances are uniformly excellent, even if they sometimes seem to be operating in different genres. Offerman is a particular delight as the story's sinner turned saint, and Richard Rankin does a great Alexander Graham Bell. The unorthodox score works well (Ramin Djawadi does it again).
The writing is great fun, but just as uneven as the show's overall tone. Some omissions are puzzling; there is little acknowledgment, for instance, that Arthur and Conkling actually lived together during this period. Other changes make the series more moralistic than it generally seems to want to be: The choice to have Guiteau's sister Franny (Paula Malcomson) abandon him at the end, for instance, seems heavy-handed. It's also a missed opportunity given that her husband, Guiteau's brother-in-law George Scoville -- a patent lawyer played by Ben Miles in the series and portrayed as despising him -- actually ended up having to defend him in court. (I long for a court scene in which Macfadyen's Guiteau berates Miles' Scoville for ineffective counsel.) A few plot developments feel overengineered, including one in which a fictional meeting between Guiteau and Arthur inspires Arthur to coax Conkling to donate to Garfield's campaign, whereas others don't make much narrative sense, even in the space of a scene.
But here's the surprising thing: The show is better when it resists the impulse to manufacture linchpins that force the plot into coherence. History is packed with Weird Things That Happened, and "Death by Lightning" works best when it abandons historical (or even moral) interpretations and shakes off tedious or half-true parallels to roll around in the fun. The fact that this is not a major story in the annals of American history gives it space to simply be a rollicking story set in American history, unburdened by the pressure to speak to present-day concerns. And on this front, it undoubtedly succeeds.
Death by Lightning (four episodes) is available for streaming on Netflix.
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Washington Commanders
Mailbag: What's wrong with the Commanders? A little bit of everything.
The questions lean pessimistic, and who could blame you? Reporters Tashan Reed and Tom Schad try to answer how Washington's season got so bad so quickly.


(John McDonnell/for The Washington Post)


By Tashan Reed, Tom Schad | 2025-11-06
The 2025 season is going off the rails for the Washington Commanders. They've gotten blown out in three consecutive weeks, their star quarterback suffered a gruesome injury, and the rest of the roster is pretty beat up, too.
It hasn't even been a calendar year since Washington's appearance in the NFC title game, but that moment couldn't feel further away.
In this week's mailbag, we attempted to answer your questions about how this season went so wrong, so quickly for the Commanders (3-6).
Some questions have been edited for clarity or brevity.

Commanders General Manager Adam Peters, left, and owner Josh Harris shown during brighter days in training camp. (John McDonnell/For The Washington Post)


Do you agree [General Manager Adam] Peters must now start over and build a younger roster around Mr. [Jayden] Daniels? -- Ron Tipton
Tashan: I'd push back against the notion that the Commanders need to start over, but I agree they need to get younger. They can take steps toward doing that through free agency, but they also have looming decisions about whether to extend players such as left tackle Laremy Tunsil and defensive tackle Daron Payne -- and Daniels will become expensive in 2028. Adding more sizable contracts to the books increases the importance of adding more young, cheap talent. The primary method of doing that, of course, is through the draft. Washington has just two picks in the first four rounds of the 2026 draft. It would be wise for Peters to try to change that through swinging some offseason trades.
In terms of specific areas where the Commanders need to improve, the list is long. Investing in the offensive and defensive trenches is always a good idea; Daniels could use another weapon or two on offense; the back end of the defense needs major help; and the collective depth on both sides of the ball needs to be addressed.
Why don't they fire [defensive coordinator] Joe Whitt Jr. after losing so badly the last several games? -- Timothy Hannan
Tom: There are many possible explanations at work here. I think the simplest one is that Whitt's bosses don't think the defensive woes are his fault -- or at least not his fault to an extent that would be fireable. The unit is among the worst in the NFL, statistically speaking. But if you're baking a proverbial blame pie, how much of that is on Whitt's play-calling and coaching, versus poor execution and injuries? There's room for debate there. Is it Whitt's fault the team has 76 missed tackles, for example? Or that Preston Smith isn't generating as much pressure as Dorance Armstrong? Clearly, Dan Quinn and company think not.
Tashan: Quinn hasn't called defensive plays since getting hired by the Commanders and prefers to take more of a CEO approach on game days. With that being said, he's involved in the game-planning process and shares the responsibility with Whitt for the poor results. I've said this a few times, but I truly believe it's more of a personnel problem than a scheme issue. Quinn and Peters must work in concert to improve what they're working with on that side of the ball.
Why no last-minute trades for draft choices? -- John Case
Tashan: Even if they continue to be uncompetitive this season, the Commanders were never about to blow it up and start over. That means core players considered a major part of the team's future, such as wide receiver Terry McLaurin, right guard Sam Cosmi and Tunsil, were off the table. Others whom they may be open to moving, such as Payne, will probably fetch a higher price in the offseason. If Washington traded anyone, it would have been players who might only fetch picks in the later rounds. Those picks aren't meaningless, but they aren't moving the needle. It's also important to keep in mind the Commanders may be awarded compensatory picks in 2027 depending on how free agency plays out.
What do you think was the biggest mistake that was made in the offseason when putting this team together? -- Mark Jones
Tom: This is hardly an original take, but I think it's fair to second-guess the moves at wide receiver. The Commanders have gotten wildly unlucky at that spot, to be fair, with each of their top four wideouts missing at least one game due to injury so far. But Noah Brown and Deebo Samuel Sr. both had significant injury histories coming in, while Jaylin Lane and Luke McCaffrey were both unproven commodities. Hindsight is 20-20, but I think there was an argument to be made even at the time for keeping Olamide Zaccheaus or working harder/spending more for an outside receiver to back up McLaurin and Brown.

Has Jayden Daniels taken a step back, or are his surroundings just worse than last year? (Nick Wass/AP)


I hate to broach this, but I definitely saw a regression in Daniels this season. He was inaccurate at times and seemed to look to run too hastily. He didn't seem to see the field well and didn't seem to want to squeeze in throws. He can't look to run constantly with his smaller frame. I think in time, it will be apparent that they missed on Drake Maye. -- Rick Gallagher
Tashan: Daniels definitely had moments where he didn't seem to see the field or read defenses as well, hesitated and looked to scramble too often, as Hall of Fame quarterback Kurt Warner recently pointed out. I think that's more about injuries, inconsistent pass protection and scheme issues than it is about Daniels regressing. Maye has been better this year, for sure, but it's too early to say the Commanders made a mistake in drafting Daniels. He was a legitimate MVP candidate last year, and I think that warrants some more grace here.
It appears the quality of line play on both sides has deteriorated during the losing streak. It seems possible there are weaknesses that every opposing coordinator can identify and exploit. Beyond injuries on the D line, can you illuminate the problem up front? -- Mark Smith
Tashan: On defense, I think it really just comes down to the injuries. Payne and Javon Kinlaw have made up a stout defensive tackle duo, but it's difficult to overcome losing your top three edge rushers. The offensive line is more intriguing because the unit was playing really well earlier in the season, but they've recently declined sharply despite being fully healthy. During their four-game losing streak, the Commanders have been 19th in yards per rush, 29th in allowed pressure rate and 25th in allowed sack rate, according to TruMedia.
I think a major factor here is the wide receiver injuries. That has allowed defenses to load the box and key in on the run game more easily. Another piece of the equation is the defensive struggles have led to the Commanders getting into a lot of early holes. Playing from behind has forced Washington to get more one-dimensional on offense, which allows opposing pass rushes to tee off on the O-line. The offensive line still needs to just play better -- Cosmi has been coming along slowly since returning from injury -- but the circumstances have been less than ideal.
I get it about injuries -- hard for any team to overcome. I, for one, think there are more reasons for 3-6. How much can also be blamed on coaching/game prep, poor schemes, or just bad personnel? And will Joe Whitt working from the sideline make a difference? -- Alan Cohen
Tom: I agree with you -- and I think Quinn would, too. "[The injury crush] is a difficult one to overcome," he said after the Dallas loss, "but it doesn't make up the whole margin, to me." As for blame, I think when a team is effectively blown out three weeks in a row, everyone is responsible. There is no single person or group to blame. Many of the players who are healthy need to play better. And when players aren't executing consistently, it raises questions about why -- and that points to either preparation or scheme issues. I'm not sure moving Whitt to the sideline will make a difference, but we'll see.
What is at the root of Mike Sainristil's struggles in coverage? -- Jesse Goldberg-Strassler
Tashan: Last season, Sainristil played the majority of his snaps as an outside cornerback and performed well. This season, he transitioned to nickelback and has struggled mightily. There are other factors -- the collective secondary around him has also been much worse, and that reduces the margin for error -- but this could be a matter of him just being used in a role that doesn't fit his skill set.
Facing what seems like a cursed season, will the calls to change the name (and fully purge Snyder) get louder? Will Josh Harris listen? -- Kevin Berry
Tom: Harris has said repeatedly over the past year that this isn't happening. When asked directly by online news outlet Puck last month, he said: "We're embracing the Commanders name." Will the team continue to lean into the spear logo and nod to its history, with stuff like the "Super Bowl era" uniforms of last week? Sure, yeah. But does that mean changing the name? No.

Fans loved the throwback jerseys worn by Jeremy Reaves and the Commanders on Sunday, if not the game's result. (Nick Wass/AP)
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