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White House
Republicans think they laid an immigration trap ahead of the midterms
Republicans still see immigration as a potent political issue, even as polling shows them losing their longtime edge on the topic.

President Donald Trump delivers his State of the Union address on Tuesday. (Chip Somodevilla/Getty Images)


By Hannah Knowles, Natalie Allison | 2026-02-26
Republicans inside the White House and around the country spent Wednesday amplifying a clip that they hope will become a campaign salvo in this year's midterm elections.
The moment, about an hour into President Donald Trump's State of the Union speech on Tuesday, was conceived by Trump and his top advisers as a trap for Democratic lawmakers, asking them to stand if they agree that "the first duty of the American government is to protect American citizens, not illegal aliens."
The effort to highlight the contrast between Republicans' robust clapping and Democrats' decision to stay in their seats began immediately on social media and carried into Wednesday, as House Republicans' campaign arm held meetings to discuss how they could use the moment in ads.
"Remember this when you head to the polls in 2026, 2028, and beyond," the Trump War Room declared.
The moment showed how Republicans still see immigration as a potent political issue, even as polling shows them losing their longtime edge on the topic -- and as strategists from both parties say the midterms will hinge on the economy.
Democrats, and some Republicans, say Trump's overreach has turned the issue of immigration in their favor, creating other viral images that will haunt the party in the midterms: A U.S. citizen fatally shot by border agents. A 5-year-old in a bunny hat detained. Almost 6 in 10 voters disapprove of Trump's handling of immigration and say the president has gone too far in trying to deport undocumented immigrants, according to a Washington Post-ABC News-Ipsos poll ahead of Trump's address.
But Republicans are still elevating the issue, which strategists say could help turn out their core supporters amid a daunting voter enthusiasm gap with Democrats. They have sought to link immigration to a host of other issues, from welfare fraud to crime.
"I think it resonates more than we think, even though there's been a big shift," Democratic pollster Celinda Lake said of the GOP's immigration rhetoric, suggesting their "Americans versus immigrants" framing has "some real power."
A February AP-NORC Center poll found that Americans still trusted Republicans more than Democrats on immigration -- but only by a four-point margin, down from a 13-point lead in October.
Democrats are looking to go on the offensive on immigration, blasting Trump's policies as cruel and excessive. While Virginia Gov. Abigail Spanberger opened her Democratic rebuttal speech by hitting Trump on affordability, the newly elected governor pivoted to criticizing the Trump administration's aggressive approach to immigration enforcement.
She denounced "poorly trained federal agents" who have detained and arrested U.S. citizens during Trump's immigration operations and invoked the "little boy in a blue bunny hat" whose picture went viral. The 5-year-old was eventually transported to a detention center out of state with his father before being released.
"Our president told us tonight that we are safer because these agents arrest mothers and detain children. Think about that," Spanberger said. "Our broken immigration system is something to be fixed, not an excuse for unaccountable agents to terrorize our communities."
A spokesperson for the Democratic Congressional Campaign Committee echoed that message, saying in a statement that the border could be secured and the system repaired "without shooting American citizens on their own streets and terrorizing communities."
Trump came up with the idea himself to prompt lawmakers to stand and dictated the line to his staff writing his speech, according to a senior White House official who spoke on the condition of anonymity to discuss the internal process.
Trump allies immediately promoted it. Stephen Miller, a top adviser to Trump and key architect of his immigration policy, pinned the footage to the top of his X account. Republican strategists said they were eager to use the moment against vulnerable Democratic incumbents such as Rep. Tom Suozzi (D-New York), whom the cameras caught with his eyes closed.
Vice President JD Vance, whom the White House is deploying to Wisconsin on Thursday as its first messenger to campaign after the State of the Union, used the opening of his Fox News interview on Wednesday to try to drive home the point.
"What a sad commentary that is on the Democratic Party," Vance said of the notion that Trump's comment about prioritizing citizens over "illegal aliens" was controversial. "But apparently it was to the Democrats."
Senate Minority Leader Charles E. Schumer (D-New York) on Wednesday brushed off the criticism.
"Of course we support Americans," Schumer told reporters. "We're not going to be a prop in Donald Trump's little show."
Other Republicans are skeptical the moment will resonate. One GOP strategist in a swing state, speaking on the condition of anonymity to be candid, dismissed it as "political theater."
"What swing voters want is results. It's about the economy," the strategist said. He said the immigration issue could be useful as a targeted message to Republicans less likely to turn out, but declared it "more of a negative than a positive" with the swing voters the party needs to reach.
A memo from the Republicans' Senate campaign arm the morning after Trump's speech also emphasized the economy, telling campaign teams that voters consistently rank it as their top issue.
Trump's ratings on the economy have sunk since he took office: 57 percent of U.S. adults disapproved of how he handled the issue in The Post's latest poll. Americans were especially sour on his use of tariffs, which upended the global economy.
White House spokeswoman Abigail Jackson told The Post that Trump "remains focused on delivering for American citizens and driving down costs for consumers," noting declines in rents and mortgage rates in the last year and Trump's efforts to reduce prescription drug prices.
"President Trump will always stand up for Americans, especially when Democrats remain sitting," Jackson said in a statement.
Dave Carney, a Republican strategist who previously advised President George H.W. Bush, said immigration messages like the one Trump baited Democrats with on Tuesday are largely effective. But "the overarching theme" of the midterms will be the economy, he said. And it will take much more than just Trump staying on message to win over voters concerned about the cost of living, Carney said. Voters are actually going to have to feel relief.
"What he says and what he does are good, but none of the sort of macroeconomic stuff matters until families in their home feel more comfortable," Carney said. "It isn't about the stock market or trade deficit. What will matter is what the cost of gasoline is -- which is hugely improved -- and what groceries cost and what the rent and their monthly bills are."
Jason Roe, a longtime GOP strategist in Michigan, said he wished Trump had laid out more of an agenda for the coming year for Republicans to run on. "Promises made, promises kept only gets you so far," he said.
Democrats say Trump has given them plenty to campaign against -- including promises broken.
"Trump and the Republican majorities took ownership of high prices in 2024, because they promised that they were going to lower them fast," said Andrew Bates, a former aide to President Joe Biden. "They were saying things like, it will be easy day one, immediately -- and now people have lived with the opposite for over a year."
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Elections
Ranking the 2028 Democratic presidential contenders
The early race is wide open.

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)


By Amber Phillips | 2026-02-26
While no one has officially declared their candidacy just yet, the unofficial 2028 Democratic presidential field is taking shape -- and it's sprawling.
The possibilities include former presidential candidates, governors, senators, House members and even celebrities. And some of them are sending strong signals that they're ready to run for president.
Here's how the field is shaping up. This is our second ranking so far. Let us know what you think.

California Gov. Gavin Newsom tops the very early polls in regard to who Democrats would consider voting for. (Sean Rayford/Getty Images)


Gavin Newsom: California's Democratic governor is often a foil when there's a Republican in the White House. Newsom has embraced that role, and used it as a launchpad to introduce himself to the rest of the country.
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 Trump's pro-GOP redistricting effort. He gave Trump some of his own medicine on social media by mocking the president, including going there about Trump's age. (Trump is 79, Newsom is 58.) There isn't much polling this early on, but Newsom -- who has a new memoir out this month -- is at, or near, the top in most polls asking Democratic primary voters who they'd like to have as their nominee.
He has said he hopes to reshape his brand, casting himself as more of an everyday man than a slick, liberal state governor.
"I've become a caricature of myself and contributed to it," he told the Atlantic recently, "as it relates to this perception of privilege and wealth that has dogged me -- and at times infuriated, not just frustrated, me."
Josh Shapiro:  The popular Pennsylvania governor is in many ways Newsom's opposite. He comes from a swing state, is lesser known nationally and sometimes criticizes the most liberal wing of the party, especially on issues relating to Israel. (Shapiro is Jewish and talks extensively about his faith).
Shapiro also talks a lot about working with the Republican legislature in Pennsylvania and has appeared side by side on television with Utah's conservative, Republican governor -- who recently said Shapiro would make a good president. Like any serious contender, Shapiro also has a memoir.

Sen. Mark Kelly (D-Arizona) has suddenly entered the conversation for 2028. (Marvin Joseph/The Washington Post)


Kamala Harris: Harris is a top choice among Democratic primary voters, some early 2028 polling finds. She's still on a book tour about her shot-out-of-a-cannon presidential campaign. Interestingly, the former vice president and presidential nominee has recently appeared to take on an outsider pitch. "Both parties have failed to hold the public's trust," she told Democratic officials recently.
Mark Kelly: The Arizona senator is fresh off a showdown with the Trump administration over a video where he and other Democratic lawmakers remind service members they don't have to obey illegal orders. Trump said the video was "punishable by death," while Defense Secretary Pete Hegseth tried to censure Kelly, who is a retired Navy captain.
A judge rejected that effort, and ruled Hegseth had "trampled on Senator Kelly's First Amendment freedoms." Also, a grand jury in D.C. declined to indict Kelly and the other lawmakers in the video with federal crimes.
Kelly, a former astronaut, recently told the BBC he will "seriously consider" running for president. "We're in some seriously challenging times," he said.
Pete Buttigieg: President Joe Biden's transportation secretary is frequently cited by Democrats as one of the party's best messengers. He has been laying relatively low since the end of the Biden administration, but he was the top pick over even Newsom in a November poll of New Hampshire primary voters, who are traditionally some of the earliest Democrats to vote. (Though that could change.) At 44, he's one of the youngest potential candidates.
JB Pritzker: The Illinois governor, like Newsom in California, has positioned himself as someone willing to fight Trump. His battles with the Trump administration over immigration actions and the president's attempted National Guard deployment to Chicago raised his national profile.
Pritzker is a billionaire from the family who owns Hyatt Hotels, and his wealth could prove to be a boon, allowing him to self-fund a campaign. (One of his biggest applause lines at the party's 2024 convention was that voters should "take it from an actual billionaire" that Trump was rich in only one thing: "stupidity.") He has argued for increased taxes on the rich, but his wealth could be a liability at a time in which some in the party are casting billionaires as a political foils.
Wes Moore: The first-term Maryland governor is the only sitting Black governor and has frequently clashed with Trump in recent weeks, including about a massive sewage spill in the Potomac River. Moore signed a bill making it harder for Immigration and Customs Enforcement to detain people in his state. He is trying to eliminate the last remaining Republican congressional district in his state to push back on Republican gerrymandering, though Moore has been unable to convince fellow Maryland Democrats to do it.
Andy Beshear: Kentucky's Democratic governor talks often about how he has won in a state that voted for Trump three times. He's subsequently pitching himself as someone who can turn rural America against Trump.
"We still have to grapple with the fact that the Democratic Party has lost ground in many parts of the country, especially in rural America," he wrote after Democrats won big elections last November. His national profile is relatively low, but he could get some more traction with a book coming out later this year about his Christian faith.

Polling potential 2028 candidates on whether they're running for president at Crooked Media's "Crooked Con" in Washington on Nov. 7.


Rahm Emanuel: The former Chicago mayor has experienced a successful presidential campaign (he was President Barack Obama's chief of staff). He's been vocal lately about Democrats' need to find moderate solutions to problems, and has hit the road to share headline-grabbing policy ideas: a national social media ban for children, a mandatory retirement age for federal politicians and judges of 75 and bringing back accountability systems for teachers.

Rep. Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez in Germany recently, where she stirred up 2028 talk. (Liesa Johannssen/Reuters)


Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez: The New York lawmaker is one of the best-known liberal leaders in her party, and her star power could instantly change the race if she decided to run. (Another option, should she decide to leave the House, is U.S. Senate). She recently went on a major international trip, attending a Munich security conference where she faced numerous questions on foreign affairs and appeared to stumble over a question about Taiwan.
Gretchen Whitmer: The governor of another swing state -- Michigan -- is often talked about as a potential candidate, but has suggested she is uninterested in running. "I don't know if I need to be the main character in the next chapter, but I want to have a hand in writing it," she's said recently of what will come after her second, and final term as governor, ends in 2027.
Ro Khanna: The California House member drew national attention for his role in advancing legislation that led to the release of the federal government's Epstein files. And he 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.
Any number of U.S. senators:  The Democratic field is so wide open that it's hard to count out anyone at this point.
Sen. Cory Booker, of New Jersey, ran for president during the 2020 cycle; questions about whether he might run again intensified after he broke the record for longest floor speech in the Senate in modern history last spring.
Like Kelly, Sen. Elissa Slotkin, of Michigan, took part in the video on refusing illegal orders. She said she's received 1,000 threats for her role in the video, but that she refuses to back down from its message: "The intimidation is the point, and I'm not going to go along with that."
Sen. Chris Murphy, of Connecticut, has been a prominent Democratic voice on foreign policy for many years. He also regularly says Trump is trying to steal the midterms.
Sen. Chris Van Hollen, of Maryland, traveled to El Salvador to support illegally deported Kilmar Abrego Garcia, who lives in Maryland.
Stephen A. Smith or another celebrity:  The ESPN commentator is no fan of Trump, but he said he's considering running for president, pitching himself as a centrist. He recently told CBS he's "giving strong consideration to being on that debate stage for 2027," and that he plans to make a decision on running this year.
Democrats I've talked to say to leave room for surprise candidates. "There may be someone running we've never thought of," a senior national Democratic strategist said.
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Justice
Prosecution of Kilmar Abrego Garcia faces critical test in court hearing
Justice Department lawyers must convince a federal judge that they did not seek to indict the Maryland man in retaliation for his successful challenge of his illegal deportation to El Salvador.

Kilmar Abrego Garcia speaks at a rally in Baltimore in December. (Stephanie Scarbrough/AP)


By Jeremy Roebuck | 2026-02-26
NASHVILLE -- The Justice Department faces what could be one of its last chances to salvage its criminal case against Kilmar Abrego Garcia at a pivotal court hearing Thursday.
Prosecutors must convince a federal judge that their decision to charge the 31-year-old undocumented immigrant and Maryland resident in a years-old human trafficking case was not made to punish him for successfully challenging his illegal deportation to El Salvador last year.
Abrego's lawyers have urged U.S. District Judge Waverly D. Crenshaw to throw out the case, contending that it amounts to little more than a retaliatory effort driven by top Trump administration officials.
Such "vindictive prosecution" arguments are notoriously difficult to win in court and require defense attorneys to prove that charges would not have been brought but for improper motives on the part of government lawyers.
But Crenshaw, in a ruling last year, already determined that the timing of Abrego's indictment and public statements about the case from administration officials established "a realistic likelihood of vindictiveness" that the government must now rebut.
If it fails, one of the more high-profile Justice Department prosecutions of President Donald Trump's second term could crumble before any evidence is put before a jury.
"If there has ever been a case for dismissal on those grounds," Sean Hecker, an attorney for Abrego, wrote in recent court filings, "this is that case."
The legal saga that has ensnared Abrego in the 11 months since officials mistakenly deported him to El Salvador has come to represent what critics decry as overreach by the Trump administration in its efforts to crack down on illegal immigration.
For months, administration officials resisted court orders to return Abrego to the United States -- rulings backed by the U.S. Supreme Court.
They complied only after securing the two-count indictment against him in May, stemming from a 2022 traffic stop in Tennessee in which authorities allege he was caught driving nine undocumented immigrants through the state as part of a human smuggling conspiracy. Investigators had opted not to pursue a case at the time.
Since then, administration officials have continued to malign Abrego publicly, while he's spent time in and out of the custody of U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement. The agency has threatened to deport him again -- this time to Africa -- despite his stated willingness to voluntarily leave, if allowed, to Costa Rica.
A federal judge in Maryland ordered Abrego released from immigration custody late last year, ruling that, despite those threats, ICE had taken no tangible steps to prepare for his removal and continued detention amounted to a violation of his rights.
In ruling that Justice Department officials may have brought the criminal case in retaliation, Crenshaw singled out comments from Deputy Attorney General Todd Blanche -- the Justice Department's No. 2 official -- in a Fox News interview the day Abrego was brought back to face charges. Blanche said the department had launched its investigation after the federal court in Maryland found that the Trump administration had "no right to deport him."
"What should we do as the Department of Justice when a judge is accusing us of doing something wrong?" Blanche said. "We have an obligation ... to investigate it, and that's exactly what we did."
Those "remarkable statements" on their own came close to establishing proof of actual vindictive motives, the judge wrote. But Crenshaw said at the time that more evidence was needed to prove that Blanche or officials under him had been directly involved in the decision-making to seek an indictment against Abrego.
Robert McGuire, the former acting U.S. attorney in Nashville, initially maintained that the decision to prosecute Abrego over the 2022 incident was his alone.
But communications between him and some of Blanche's top deputies that surfaced as part of the case last year appeared to tell a different story.
Instead, those records showed, McGuire was in frequent communication with Blanche's office from the day Homeland Security officials referred the human smuggling case to his office for possible prosecution in late April, just days after the Supreme Court ordered the government to facilitate Abrego's return to the United States.
Associate Deputy Attorney General Aakash Singh, a Blanche deputy who oversees matters involving U.S. attorney's offices around the country, told McGuire that prosecuting Abrego should be considered a "top priority," according to an April 27 message quoted in court filings.
"The only 'independent' decision Mr. McGuire made," Hecker said in a recent filing, "was whether to acquiesce in [the Office of the Deputy Attorney General's] directive to charge this case, or risk forfeiting his job as Acting U.S. Attorney ... for refusing to do the political bidding of an Executive Branch that is avowedly using prosecutorial power for 'score settling.'"
Abrego's lawyers have sought to subpoena Blanche and Singh to testify about their involvement in the case's origins.
But Crenshaw, in a December ruling, suggested such testimony may not be necessary because of his earlier finding that there was a realistic likelihood that the motives behind the case were retaliatory.
Prosecutors now must convince the judge that there were legitimate reasons, aside from the embarrassment Abrego had caused the Trump administration, for charging him three years after authorities first declined to pursue the human smuggling case.
To accomplish that goal, prosecutors intend to elicit testimony at Thursday's hearing from two Homeland Security Investigations agents involved in the decision to reopen the investigation and from McGuire himself.
McGuire has defended the three-year delay between the traffic stop and Abrego's indictment, saying he had no idea that the stop had occurred until Homeland Security officials referred it to him for possible prosecution in April.
He chose to pursue the case at that point, he said in an affidavit, because he "believed that all the competent evidence showed that [Abrego] committed a serious federal crime."
But Crenshaw already has expressed skepticism that McGuire's justifications are enough.
"Cases do not magically appear on the desks of prosecutors," the judge wrote in October. "The motivations of the people who place the file on the prosecutor's desk are highly relevant."
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Politics
One week into DHS shutdown, dogs in costume parade through the Senate
Forward momentum in the Senate came from a parade of dogs in Mardi Gras costumes as senators remain stuck on DHS funding.

Sen. Thom Tillis greets a dog and their owner as he hosts a "Doggi Gras" in the Hart Senate Office Building on Wednesday. (Anna Moneymaker/Getty Images)


By Anna Liss-Roy | 2026-02-26
It was a rare day for the Senate. Despite their differences, the unlikely crew forged ahead, one at a time, persevering through delays and distractions toward a shared destination.
One stole a whiff of another's bottom. Another laid down on the floor.
Wednesday was a memorable day to be a dog on Capitol Hill.
Dozens of dogs paraded through the Senate in Mardi Gras costumes and beads. Never mind that the government is partially shut down, or that Mardi Gras was last Tuesday, or that dogs probably don't know what Mardi Gras is.
The event --"Doggi Gras" -- was for humans, and was held by North Carolina's retiring Sen. Thom Tillis (R). The parade is silly, he concedes, but that doesn't mean it isn't important.
"Having Democrat, Republican offices, lobbyists, whoever has a dog that wants to come and participate ... you end up building better relationships," Tillis said. "It makes for a better environment, a more productive environment."

Dogs dressed in Mardi Gras attire attend the event on Wednesday. (Anna Moneymaker/Getty Images)


The event was not without its critics, who argued that congressional officials' time would be better spent passing legislation, or solving the shutdown that was on its 12th day. There's little sign that the U.S. Department of Homeland Security, the only department affected by the shutdown, will reopen soon. Senators remain stuck at an impasse after another vote on reopening failed Tuesday, meaning the Transportation Security Administration, the Federal Emergency Management Agency and the U.S. Coast Guard remain unfunded.
A post from Tillis advertising the event drew jeers: "Passing the Save America Act is crucial to our country and you are holding Mardi Gras pet parades. Sad," one message read, referring to a bill that would require voters to show ID to cast ballots. "The USA is a failed nation and you are spending time on this type of dog s---," read another. A third, which summed up the disdainful tone of the complaints, said in part, "Who the hell cares about this?"
Asked to respond to the criticism, Tillis laughed. But his tone hardened.
"I don't find their comments particularly well-informed," Tillis said. "Grow up. I mean, my god, you can walk and chew gum here."
At 3:58 p.m., the senator led Gus, a staff member's chocolate lab, out of his office and down the hall to the official Doggi Gras meeting spot: a large, wide open atrium in the neighboring Senate office building.
That space, normally cold and echoey, was packed. People on higher floors lined windows and balconies, peering at the spectacle below.
Their view: all kinds of dogs, adorned in feathered boas, sunglasses, even "Tito's vodka" sweaters.
The event, billed as a parade, functioned more like a fashion show.
When each participant's turn came, dog and owner strutted toward Tillis, who parked himself at the center of the cooing crowd, holding a bullhorn and announcing each contestant. His staff handed out necklaces and bandanas as everyone craned their necks for a view of the participants.

The dog parade was hosted by Sen. Thom Tillis (R-North Carolina.)


Luigi, a 1-year-old bulldog, trotted down the runway in a jester costume, stopping only once for a quick floor sniff before proceeding to Tillis's extended hand.
Some participants had rockier runs. "Aw, Bernie," one woman said sympathetically as her dog's tutu began to slide down his rear end midway through his walk. Bernie sniffed a kneeling photographer, plunked down and lowered his head beneath his lifted leg. "Come on, buddy, let's see your promenade," Bernie's human coaxed.
The Senate's most famous dog, Babydog, also made an appearance.
Her owner, Sen. Jim Justice (R-West Virginia), in his electric wheelchair, followed behind his dog, who peered back at him from her wagon.
"This light moment makes us better in every way, it touches our soul," Justice said in an interview after his and Babydog's walk. "These are the moments in life that have made America what America is."

Tillis greets Babydog, Sen. Jim Justice's dog. (Anna Moneymaker/Getty Images)


Besides Tillis and Justice, the crowd was comprised mainly of congressional staffers.
One of them, Alyssa Hayes, works on the Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works for Sen. Sheldon Whitehouse (D-Rhode Island). She was joined by dogs Kido and Doffy. "This just seemed like a fun way to destress for an hour or so," Hayes said.
Jackson Wetherbee, a congressional intern, came out to support George, a dog in his office. "It's awesome," Wetherbee said. "It's a good way to get out of the office and meet some people."
Josh Jamison, who works in Sen. Tim Sheehy's (R-Montana) office, previously participated in Tillis's canine Halloween events with his dog, also named George. There are multiple ways to spin an event like this amid an ongoing shutdown, he said, but: "This took all of 20 minutes out of our day, to come down here on a Wednesday afternoon in between votes and hang out with dogs. I think if folks have an issue with that, there's a larger conversation to be had."
Tillis held the Halloween dog event annually for nearly a decade. "Howl-o-ween" evolved from an informal gathering outside his old office to an official event that is now declared with a resolution, and approved by the Rules Committee.
This fall, amid the longest government shutdown in U.S. history, that approval never came. Tillis's office decided to postpone the event, and rebrand it Doggi Gras. A February event, they reasoned, would land before election season picked up -- and after the shutdown ended.
That shutdown did end, after 43 days. But two weeks before Doggi Gras, the current, albeit smaller shutdown, began, as negotiations stalled between Democrats and the White House to fund DHS.
This time, Tillis proceeded.
"It's like 45 minutes to an hour of laughter at the end of the day with fellow pet owners," Tillis said. "I mean, who can be against that?"
By 4:30 p.m., most of the dogs had left. Some, led by their owners, headed outside, presumably to take care of business.
Now, senators and staffers plan to return to business of their own -- finding a way to keep the government funded and running, with the shutdown on day 13.
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Politics
Trump stirred rumors for years. Now, it's the Clintons' turn to speak about Epstein.
Bill and Hillary Clinton have survived decades of scrutiny and conspiracy theories. Often, their adversaries come out on the losing end.

Former president Bill Clinton and former secretary of state Hillary Clinton attend President Donald Trump's second inauguration on Jan. 20, 2025, at the U.S. Capitol. (Shawn Thew/AFP/Getty Images)


By Karen Tumulty, Yasmeen Abutaleb | 2026-02-26
At the Conservative Political Action Conference in 2015, Donald Trump was road-testing themes for a presidential campaign when his interviewer, Fox News host Sean Hannity, dropped a name into their onstage discussion.
"Bill Clinton," Hannity prompted the celebrity real estate developer.
"Nice guy," Trump replied. "Got a lot of problems coming up in my opinion with the famous island with Jeffrey Epstein -- a lot of problems."
So took root a rumor that Trump has since repeated over and over, often to deflect questions about his own association with the convicted sex offender.
Eleven years later, there remains no evidence that Clinton set foot on the notorious island, much less the 28 times that Trump claims. On Friday, the former president will testify under oath before the House Oversight Committee as part of its Epstein investigation.
The panel will question his wife, former secretary of state Hillary Clinton, on Thursday, although her connections with Epstein and his longtime associate Ghislaine Maxwell are significantly more tenuous than her husband's.
Epstein pleaded guilty in 2008 to two charges of soliciting prostitution, including one involving a minor. He was arrested on federal sex trafficking charges in 2019 and died in federal custody later that year. His death was ruled a suicide. Judges and lawmakers say that over decades, he abused, trafficked and molested scores of girls, many of whom have come forward in court and in other public forums.
Bill Clinton took about half a dozen trips on Epstein's private jet in 2002 and 2003, and he is referred to tens of thousands of times in the trove of Epstein-related documents the Justice Department has released. None include direct correspondence between the two or refute claims by the former president's aides that he severed ties with Epstein years before his 2019 federal indictment.
Among the files, however, are photos of Clinton with Epstein and -- more problematically -- of the former president aboard a private plane with his arm around a woman on his lap and in a bubbling pool with another. The women's faces are redacted, and it is unclear when and where the photos were taken.
No doubt those images will be among what the committee will ask about on Friday. The lawmakers will also want to know more about a trip Clinton took to Africa in 2002  aboard Epstein's Boeing 727.
Although the 10-day excursion to seven countries was billed as an opportunity for Clinton to discuss economic development and the fight against HIV/AIDS, the airborne entourage included "about four young women aged 20 to 22 years old," according to an FBI report dated July 22. One of the women was a masseuse, another a model and a third described herself as a ballerina, according to the report.
None of the emails or FBI accounts implicate Clinton in any wrongdoing or detail any interactions he may or may not have had with women on the plane. He has denied any wrongdoing or that he had any knowledge of Epstein's criminal activities.

Bill Clinton is seen in a photo with Ghislaine Maxwell and Jeffrey Epstein. The photo, released by House Oversight Committee Democrats on Dec. 12, 2025, was provided to Congress by the Jeffrey Epstein estate. (House Oversight Committee)


The Clintons' depositions will be taken at a performing arts center in Chappaqua, New York, near their home. They initially resisted complying with the committee's subpoenas, which they called invalid and legally unenforceable, but capitulated days before the House was expected to hold them in criminal contempt of Congress.
The Clintons asked to be allowed to testify in public. The committee declined, opting instead for a closed-door proceeding.
"Who benefits from this arrangement? It's not Epstein's victims, who deserve justice. Not the public, who deserve the truth. It serves only partisan interests. This is not fact-finding, it's pure politics," Bill Clinton wrote on X earlier this month.
He added: "I will not sit idly as they use me as a prop in a closed-door kangaroo court by a Republican Party running scared. If they want answers, let's stop the games & do this the right way: in a public hearing, where the American people can see for themselves what this is really about."
Oversight Committee Chairman James Comer (R-Kentucky) said in a statement that the Clintons' testimony is "critical to understanding Epstein and Maxwell's sex trafficking network and the ways they sought to curry favor and influence to shield themselves from scrutiny."
He added, "Our goal for this investigation is straightforward: we seek to deliver transparency and accountability for the American people and for survivors."
For the Clintons, this has a familiar feel. In more than three decades on the national stage, the couple have been at the center of countless -- often outlandish -- conspiracy theories and accusations. Yet they have usually come out on top politically.
When the Republican House was moving to impeach Clinton in 1998 for lying under oath about his affair with a White House intern and obstructing justice, the GOP lost five seats in that year's midterm elections.
Speaker Newt Gingrich (R-Georgia) -- not Clinton -- was unseated as a result. Gingrich later told The Washington Post that his own daughters had implored him: "Don't pick a fight. This economy is really good." Clinton's approval rating, meanwhile, hit an all-time high of 73 percent in the Gallup poll the week he was impeached.
"He and his wife have the capacity to drive people into the most self-destructive behaviors," former Clinton aide Paul Begala said in an interview. "What does Congressman Comer think he's gonna get here? He's the dog who caught the car, right? And it never works out for the dog."
It would seem that no conspiracy theory about the Clintons is too far-fetched for Trump to seize upon. In 2019, after Epstein was found hanging in his federal prison cell in what Trump's own administration deemed a suicide, Trump spread social media posts, with a hashtag #ClintonBodyCount, suggesting that the Clintons had him murdered. In 2025, Trump and his "official war room account" dredged up a 2016 video that falsely claimed that the couple were responsible for other deaths.
As Trump's own long association with Epstein has come under scrutiny, the president has directed Attorney General Pam Bondi and the Justice Department to investigate Epstein's ties to prominent Democrats, including Clinton. Trump has said that he and Epstein had a falling out in the mid-2000s. Trump has maintained that he did not know about Epstein's criminal behavior.
It is not surprising that the files regarding Bill Clinton do not include the kind of incriminating emails that have brought down other prominent people who associated with Epstein, both in the United States and abroad.
The former president doesn't use email, and has sent only a handful ever, all of which were when he was president, an associate said. Only in recent years has Clinton begun to text, mostly with family. Nor, the associate added, did Epstein have Clinton's personal phone number.
Although Bill Clinton is frequently mentioned in the batches of files, none appears to include direct communications with either of the Clintons. Many of the emails involve Epstein sharing articles about the Clintons or their foundation with other associates and exchanges about previous social interactions with them. In one email, written in 2016, Epstein told author Michael Wolff that Bill Clinton had never visited his island.
There are also FBI reports about a 2002 trip to Africa that Bill Clinton took on Epstein's plane, and communications between Clinton aide Doug Band and Maxwell. The numerous emails between Band and Maxwell during 2004 and 2005 were flirtatious and at times sexually suggestive.
Maxwell, who is serving a 20-year sentence in federal prison for trafficking young sexual abuse victims to Epstein, was also at the 2010 wedding of the Clintons' daughter, Chelsea. In an interview last year with Deputy Attorney General Todd Blanche, she said she was invited as the date of her then-boyfriend Ted Waitt, a tech billionaire who was a major donor to the Clinton Foundation.
"President Clinton was my friend, not Epstein's friend," Maxwell said. She took credit for having been "very central" to the establishment of the Clinton Global Initiative, an annual philanthropic gathering sponsored by the Clinton Foundation that began in 2005. Maxwell remained in the Clintons' circle for years afterward, she said, and indicated that she last saw the former president at a dinner sometime between 2016 and 2018.
The Clinton Foundation has said it received only one donation, for $25,000, from an Epstein-affiliated foundation, in 2006. It is not clear how deeply the Oversight Committee plans to look into this issue, or whether it has any evidence to back Maxwell's broader claims.
When Maxwell was called before the Oversight Committee earlier this month, she declined to answer lawmakers' questions and invoked her Fifth Amendment right against self-incrimination. But her attorney David Oscar Markus said she was "prepared to speak fully and honestly" if first granted clemency by Trump.
Both Trump and Clinton "are innocent of any wrongdoing," he added. "Ms. Maxwell alone can explain why, and the public is entitled to that explanation."
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White House
Trump administration to withhold $259M in Minnesota Medicaid funds, citing fraud
The move, announced by Vice President JD Vance, targets alleged health care fraud and signals a broader crackdown that could extend to other states.

Vice President JD Vance speaks alongside Mehmet Oz, head of the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services, at a news conference in Washington on Wednesday. (Tom Brenner/AP)


By Matt Viser, Dan Diamond | 2026-02-26
Vice President JD Vance announced Wednesday that the Trump administration would withhold $259 million in Medicaid payments for Minnesota, escalating its fight with the state as the White House seeks to elevate health care fraud as an election-year issue.
"We have decided to temporarily halt certain amounts of Medicaid funding that are going to the state of Minnesota in order to ensure that the state of Minnesota takes its obligation seriously to be good stewards of the American people's tax money," Vance said at a news conference, standing alongside Mehmet Oz, the administrator of the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services.
Vance said the decision could presage similar crackdowns in other states, including California, as part of a "war on fraud" that President Donald Trump announced Tuesday in his State of the Union address. Trump's administration has been at odds on a wide range of fronts with Minnesota Gov. Tim Walz, a Democrat.
The governor's office did not immediately respond to a request for comment. Walz late Wednesday called the move part of a "campaign of retribution."
"Trump is weaponizing the entirety of the federal government to punish blue states like Minnesota," Walz wrote in a social media post. "These cuts will be devastating for veterans, families with young kids, folks with disabilities, and working people across our state."
Federal authorities in Minnesota have investigated the sweeping abuse of safety net programs for years, but in recent months news reports, a viral video, and a flood of criticism from right-wing influencers and politicians have drawn new national attention to the issue. At a news conference in December, Joe Thompson, a prosecutor with the U.S. attorney's office in Minnesota, said that authorities had identified "significant fraud" in 14 state Medicaid programs -- and that fraud may account for more than half of the $18 billion that went to those programs since 2018.
The payments have already gone to providers, but the federal decision means that, for the time being, the state of Minnesota won't be reimbursed. Oz claimed that the initial impacts may not be severe for the state, with money in a rainy-day fund it could use to cover the shortfall.
"This is not a problem with the people of Minnesota, it's a problem with the leadership of Minnesota and other states who do not take Medicaid preservation seriously," he said.
Medicaid, a safety net program that helps low-income Americans, children and older adults access health and social services, is funded jointly by states and the federal government. Health officials said the decision to halt payments could affect services for people receiving treatment for substance-use disorder, mental illnesses and other conditions.
Randy Anderson, an addiction counselor in Minnesota, said state officials have already warned that a prolonged freeze on Medicaid reimbursement could force significant operational changes because the financial burden shifts entirely to the state. The extended standoff with the Trump administration has been compounded by limited communication from Minnesota officials, he added.
"We aren't even sure what this means yet," Anderson wrote in a text message Wednesday night.
Oz visited Minnesota in January, framing the trip as a "fact-finding mission," after Nick Shirley, a conservative activist, drew attention to Somali-run day cares and alleged in a widely shared video that the centers were fraudulently billing the government.
Minnesota officials have disputed Shirley's account, and some day care operators have said he misrepresented their encounters.
But the viral video energized the president's MAGA base, with conservatives demanding accountability and consequences for those involved in the alleged fraud schemes. Walz soon ended his reelection bid. Federal officials and House Republicans quickly opened their own investigations into Minnesota's Medicaid program, with Oz announcing plans last month to withhold more than $2 billion in annual Medicaid funding from the state. Minnesota officials quickly appealed the decision.
Trump directed Cabinet officials to prioritize the issue, too. One Treasury official is leaving· his post after privately raising objections to the crackdown, The Washington Post reported Wednesday.
"This is disgraceful. It's happened for too long," Vance said Wednesday. "Our social safety net will disappear unless we take fraud more seriously."
Trump on Tuesday night suggested without evidence that the federal government could balance its budget by cracking down on waste, fraud and abuse. Experts and analysts have cast doubt on similar claims in the past.
Oz has said that he believes the total amount of annual Medicaid fraud is $100 billion.
"The timing [of Trump's announcement] was advantageous for the administration," Capstone, an investment research firm, wrote to clients Wednesday. "Republicans face deteriorating favorability ratings on health care and affordability just as these issues are surging among voters' top priorities ahead of the 2026 midterm elections."
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Politics
Rep. Ilhan Omar demands investigation after State of the Union guest arrested
Omar said her guest, Aliya Rahman, was "aggressively handled."

Aliya Rahman, a U.S. citizen, was forcefully removed from her car by immigration enforcement agents in January as part of the Trump administration's crackdown on alleged undocumented immigrants. (Tim Evans/Reuters)


By Mariana Alfaro | 2026-02-25
Rep. Ilhan Omar (D-Minnesota) on Wednesday demanded an investigation into the arrest of her guest at Tuesday's State of the Union address, who was removed from the House chamber after standing to protest President Donald Trump's words.
Omar said the guest, Minneapolis resident Aliya Rahman, "stood up silently in the gallery during the president's speech for a short period of time, part of which other guests were also standing." Following Rahman's arrest by Capitol Police, she was charged with unlawful conduct; according to Omar's office, Rahman was released early on Wednesday morning.
Rahman, a U.S. citizen and Bangladeshi American software engineer, was forcefully removed from her car by immigration enforcement agents as part of the Trump administration's crackdown on alleged undocumented immigrants in January. She said at a congressional forum that she was injured during the detention, and now no longer has full use of her arms. On Wednesday, Omar said in a statement that Rahman was "forcibly removed" from the House gallery "despite warning officers about her injured shoulders."
In a statement, the Capitol Police office said that all State of the Union tickets "explain that demonstrating is prohibited." Capitol Police said Rahman began "demonstrating" at around 10:07 p.m. -- nearly an hour before the president ended his remarks -- and that she ignored multiple requests to sit down.
"It is illegal to disrupt the Congress and demonstrate in the Congressional Buildings," Capitol Police wrote.
Omar said on Wednesday that Rahman was "aggressively handled" until someone intervened to get her medical attention. Rahman, a traumatic brain injury survivor, was taken to George Washington University Hospital for treatment and, after she was released, was booked at the Capitol Police headquarters, Omar said.
"The heavy-handed response to a peaceful guest sends a chilling message about the state of our democracy," Omar said in her statement. "I am calling for a full explanation of why this arrest happened."
On Wednesday, Rahman spoke to the news program "Democracy Now!" about her arrest, saying she was making no facial expressions, no gestures, no signs and no sounds when she was arrested.
"There are only two things you can do at the State of the Union, and they are, sit down and stand up," she said. "All kinds of people were standing up all night. Me too. I stood up at the moment that I heard this man say some of the most racist things I have heard come out of any leader's mouth about the people of my city."
In January, video of Rahman being aggressively pulled out of her car by immigration enforcement agents in Minneapolis went viral. The incident escalated condemnation of the Trump administration's immigration enforcement actions in Minnesota, which led to the deaths of two U.S. citizens, Alex Pretti and Renee Good.
Earlier this month, Rahman was among U.S. citizens who testified before congressional leaders about the aggressive tactics of federal immigration enforcement agents. She described her encounter with federal agents in detail, saying she became trapped in a traffic jam of Immigration and Customs Enforcement vehicles while driving to her doctor's appointment in Minneapolis on Jan. 13. Agents asked her to move her vehicle, then shattered her car window and dragged her from the vehicle before taking her into custody, she said.
"I yelled, 'I'm disabled,'" she said. "And the agent said, 'Too late.'"
During the State of the Union address on Tuesday, Trump celebrated his administration's immigration enforcement actions, but made no mention of the Pretti and Good's deaths, or of the many U.S. citizens who have been negatively impacted by the enforcement operations.
Omar, alongside Rep. Rashida Tlaib (D-Michigan), openly heckled Trump in response to his rhetoric on immigration, demanding that he take accountability for the deaths of Pretti and Good, and for the aggressive actions some immigration enforcement agents have taken against U.S. citizens.
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Opinions
How to make NATO great again
Burden sharing can take many shapes, and benefit both domestic industry and allied economies.

A Polish Abrams tank near Orzysz, Poland, on Sept. 17. (Kacper Pempel/Reuters)


By Paula J. Dobriansky, Paul J. Saunders | 2026-02-26
Paula J. Dobriansky is vice chair of the Atlantic Council's Scowcroft Center for Strategy and Security and a former under secretary of state. Paul J. Saunders is president of the Center for the National Interest and publisher of the National Interest.
At January's World Economic Forum in Davos, Switzerland, Canadian Prime Minister Mark Carney announced the collapse of the rules-based order. German Chancellor Friedrich Merz likewise declared at February's Munich Security Conference that the rules-based "order, imperfect as it was even at the best of times, no longer exists." Meanwhile, Secretary of State Marco Rubio, who led the American delegation in Munich, was more forward-looking, announcing a "new era in geopolitics" ahead of the trip and outlining a vision for a NATO that retains what works while adapting to new realities.
The United States is already moving to redefine the alliance on more sustainable terms, particularly on burden sharing and strengthening the defense industrial base. The outlines for a path forward are there, and many European leaders privately acknowledge as much. But convergence will come only if European allies focus less on the old order and engage seriously with the new one.
It's worth understanding how NATO got here, because today's tensions long predate the current administration. Two long-term drivers have brought the alliance to this point.
The first is China's rise. China's booming economy, soaring military spending, expanding nuclear arsenal, and rising self-confidence and assertiveness have been obvious since shortly after many in the West supported China joining the World Trade Organization in 2001 and opened their markets to Chinese exports. China used that market access to build an export-driven industrial machine that undercut Western manufacturers, gobbling up critical supply chains and converting the profits into military power. Regrettably, U.S. and Western policy largely failed to respond, leaving the United States and its allies economically dependent, disadvantaged and vulnerable.
The second driver is America's frustration with the evident costs and less evident benefits of international leadership. 
The United States and its allies created NATO to advance their shared security interests in facing the Soviet Union. However, America now sees China as its principal threat -- and as not only a security threat, but also an economic threat. Yet U.S., European and Canadian economic interests do not overlap in the same ways, or to the same extent as their security interests have, now or in the past. Responses to China's economic threat -- such as efforts to rebuild domestic manufacturing -- can quickly provoke disputes among security allies that are simultaneously economic competitors.
In Munich, Under Secretary of Defense Elbridge Colby aptly described NATO's challenges and suggested a new basis for a revitalized alliance, which he called NATO 3.0. "Europe must assume primary responsibility for its own conventional defense," he said.
It's not just rhetoric. President Donald Trump's Feb. 6 executive order "Establishing an America First Arms Transfer Strategy" fleshes out this approach. The order aims to ensure that U.S. arms sales support both America's strategic interests and efforts to rebuild domestic arms manufacturing. It pursues these goals in part by giving priority to arms deliveries to countries that are investing in their own self-defense, are geographically critical or contribute to U.S. economic security. Countries like Poland, the Baltic states, Norway and Denmark -- all spending above 3 percent of gross domestic product on defense as of June 2025 -- stand to benefit, as do Finland, Sweden and Britain, which are spending significantly on new capabilities. The policy could also help Ukraine indirectly by accelerating deliveries to NATO countries that plan to transfer American weapons onward.
While its intent is to encourage allied investment in U.S. domestic defense manufacturing -- an important goal -- the Trump administration could also consider how allies could enhance U.S. economic security through co-production in their countries. Expanding U.S. defense firms' operations in allied countries can serve American interests by generating additional revenue for U.S. manufacturers, driving down unit costs through greater scale and binding allies' economic interests more tightly to America's. An existing Abrams tank maintenance facility in Poznan, Poland, offers a ready-made opportunity to expand collaboration.
For far too long, NATO focused more on its size than on its purpose and capabilities. Trump has launched a series of necessary disruptions that, if successful, could sustain the alliance well beyond its 100th anniversary in 2049. It looks messy, but the outcomes could be profound. Getting there will take disciplined U.S. effort toward this new strategic vision -- and European allies willing to match American ambition with their own.
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Opinions
RFK Jr.'s war on vaccines is coming for the elderly
The miseries of aging are more linked to late-life infections than was previously understood. 

(Yan Wu/The Washington Post; iStock)


By Donald G. McNeil Jr. | 2026-02-26
Donald G. McNeil Jr., a former global health reporter for the New York Times, is the author of "The Wisdom of Plagues: Lessons From 25 Years of Covering Pandemics."
Robert F. Kennedy Jr. is waging a multifront war on vaccines, and confidence in them is waning. His main victims, of course, are kids -- more than 3,000 measles cases have been reported since he took office, about 75 percent of them in children. But he is also threatening us older Americans.
We may be fairly measles-proof, but we are still susceptible to many infections. By propping up our fading immune systems, study after study has found, vaccines can make our declining years longer and happier.
In 1954, the year Kennedy and I were born, the life expectancy of an American male was 66.7 years. It's now 76.5, and most of us who reach 65 can expect to see our 80s.
Whether those extra years are lively or miserable is partly up to us. Lifestyle choices that Kennedy sensibly endorses can help: Don't smoke, don't drink too much alcohol, do avoid obesity, get exercise, eat healthfully, and get screened for cancer and heart disease. It's also partly up to luck: Parkinson's, multiple sclerosis, muscular dystrophy, Lou Gehrig's disease, arthritis, hard-to-detect cancers and crippling falls can strike with little warning.
But vaccines increasingly play a role. Before the 1970s, shots were almost never offered to adults, except during emergencies like the 1947 New York City smallpox outbreak.
Now we have a smorgasbord of adult vaccines against shingles, pneumococcal disease, respiratory syncytial virus, flu and covid, along with regular tetanus/diphtheria/whooping cough boosters and, for those at risk, hepatitis A and B shots. Many more are in development, including ones for arthritis, breast cancer, Lyme disease and norovirus.
I welcome this. As a former foreign correspondent, I was a grateful pincushion. I sought every shot available: yellow fever, typhoid, hepatitis, rabies, Japanese encephalitis, polio boosters, others I've forgotten. The only side effects I ever had were sore arms and sometimes a few hours of nausea. Having interviewed victims of a few of those diseases, I would always choose the needle over the risk.
When you're young, getting sick and recovering can strengthen your immune system. But in later life, infections that were once minor can cascade into lethal ones.
For example, we typically estimate that between 20,000 and 50,000 Americans die of flu each year. Only a few of those -- usually in the dozens to low hundreds -- are children. Most are seniors killed by complications. If you're bedridden and can't clear your lungs, pneumonia may set in. If you have diabetes or cardiac issues, flu's inflammation can trigger a stroke or heart attack.
That's why "senior" flu shots are four times as powerful as normal ones: Old immune systems need a bigger kick in the B and T immune cells to produce protective antibodies.
In January, a study of about 332,000 older Danes followed for three flu seasons found that those who got the "senior" shot were less likely to be hospitalized or have a heart attack.
More recently, an analysis of 15 Chinese studies encompassing 23 million seniors found that those who had gotten any flu shots were 18 percent less likely to have heart attacks.
Flu is by no means our only risk. Those of us lucky enough have grandchildren know that they are adorable vectors for everything circulating in kindergartens, which can include whooping cough or RSV.
Both of those cause hacking and breathlessness, which is especially dangerous for adults with asthma or chronic obstructive pulmonary disease. Inflamed airways may develop secondary pneumonia, sometimes with the antibiotic-resistant bacteria that loiter in hospitals and nursing homes.
And don't forget what is perhaps the most excruciating scourges of old age: shingles. It can last for weeks, and victims say it's agonizing. In the days before antiviral drugs, one of my uncles died blind in one eye from it; the blisters sprouting along his inflamed nerves spread across his head and into his eyeball.
But this new era of adult vaccines is teaching us something unexpected: The miseries of age are more linked to late-life infections than we'd realized. Preventing those infections may have marvelous side effects.
Remarkably, shingles shots, for example, appear to be strongly protective against dementia, which we all fear. Exactly why is not clear, but two studies among elderly residents of Wales and Australia found that vaccine recipients were 20 percent less likely to develop it. Those with early signs seem to progress more slowly. A study in Canada had similar results, and a recent study among Kaiser Permanente members in Southern California found an even greater effect: Two vaccine doses made them 50 percent less likely to get a dementia diagnosis within three years. Another large study also found fewer heart attacks and strokes among those vaccinated.
Another surprise is that covid shots appear to protect against Type 2 diabetes (once called "adult-onset" diabetes), which can lead to heart disease, dialysis, blindness and even amputations of toes and feet.
A recent study of the medical records of 2 million Canadians who had coronavirus tests during the pandemic found that those who tested positive had an 18 percent higher chance of getting a diabetes diagnosis during the follow-up period of two-plus years. Patients hospitalized with covid had nearly double the diabetes risk, and those who had been in intensive care had triple. Covid-vaccinated Canadians -- even those only partially vaccinated -- had no increased risk.
And a recent study of 15 million American Medicare recipients found that RSV shots were almost 80 percent effective at preventing the blood clots that the virus can trigger, causing strokes and heart attacks.
Kennedy and his advisory panel have not actively attacked the CDC's recommendations for adult vaccines, but there are plenty of hints that they could.
In the past, Children's Health Defense, which Kennedy founded, has tried to make shingles vaccine sound unsafe because of an adjuvant -- an immune booster -- it contains.
In December, his advisory panel announced that it would ask for more safety data on RSV shots for children -- even though those shots were safety-tested for years in studies enrolling hundreds of thousands of kids. That could put both toddlers and their grandparents at risk.
Kennedy has repeatedly attacked flu shots. In a USA Today interview, he said he hadn't had one since 2005 and speculated that they were "a potential culprit" for his vocal spasms. (He told a skeptical reporter that dystonia was a known risk of flu vaccines, though that defies common sense and is not true for any vaccine approved before 2005, according to an analysis by MedPage Today.) In a CBS interview, he agreed that he had made it harder for children to get flu shots, adding "maybe that's a better thing." Last year, he canceled the CDC's pre-winter campaign reminding Americans to get flu shots.
In the past, he has called mRNA-based covid vaccines "the deadliest vaccines ever made," when in fact immunologists consider them the safest, because they do not contain whole weakened or killed virus or bacterial toxins, as most others do. Once in office, he canceled $500 million in federal grants for mRNA research, which experts consider our best hope for countering any future pandemic and an ideal platform for potential new vaccines against cancers, rare diseases, avian flu and other threats.
In his relentless undermining of vaccines, Kennedy is working to make our lives shorter and harder. Congress should pay attention. One-third of the Senate is over 70 and almost one-third of the House is over 65. But Kennedy is a danger to younger politicians, too -- on Election Day. Babies don't vote, but we geezers do.
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What it's like to watch a dictatorship strangle your home country
This is not a time for optimism about Cuba -- not yet. But I hope soon.

(Sarah L. Voisin/The Washington Post)


By Carlos Eire | 2026-02-26
Carlos Eire is an author and the T.L. Riggs professor of history and religious studies at Yale University.
Imagine yourself living in Cuba right now, with no steady supply of electricity, day after day. Never mind the gloom at night. The worst thing about this pre-industrial lifestyle is that without reliable refrigeration you can't keep food from spoiling.
So, you spend lots of time scrounging for food, which is always in short supply, waiting in line for bits of meat that are often unavailable. If you do find some protein, you have no fuel or electricity with which to cook it. You might not have running water either. That, too, is available only intermittently and unpredictably.
But how can you scrounge for food and other necessities? Good luck finding transportation to take you where you need to go. Few buses. Few taxis. If you are among the lucky ones with access to a car, you'll have to wait weeks to get just a few gallons of gasoline.
Worse, inflation and currency devaluations constantly eat away at the purchasing power of your meager income or pension.
Monstrous heaps of stinking trash clog the streets, except in the enclaves reserved for tourists or communist oligarchs and apparatchiks. Garbage trucks disappeared a while ago -- including the 100 Hinos and Kyokutos donated by Japan in 2019. These are broken down and irreparable, save for the few reserved to cart away the refuse of tourists and elites.

Garbage in a Havana street on Feb. 17. (Ramon Espinosa/AP)


Unsurprisingly, vermin and insects multiply, including swarms of mosquitoes that spread dengue and chikungunya fever.
Good luck, too, finding medications for these epidemics, or any other malady. There are few to be found. This is true of all medical supplies and equipment. Ambulances are as rare a sight as snowflakes. Then, a final indignity: No hearses for funerals. No coffins, either.
But one thing remains abundant: repression. Should you dare to complain about these ludicrous privations, or call for change to address them, you will be warned to shut up. If you refuse to heed that warning, you will end up in some prison. Be careful: There, the guards reward common criminals for abusing political prisoners.
Cuba's 67-year-old dictatorship is dying, or so it seems from news reports and personal accounts of the millions who struggle to subsist beneath it. It is a victim of its own monumental failures, which have strangled the island's economic development and driven nearly one-third of its people into exile.
Cuba has been a hellish place ever since its takeover in 1959 by the military junta that still rules today. But in the past few years, due mostly to the inane policies pursued by its communist leadership, it became a failed state, unable to feed its own people. It survives on life support provided by other nations and -- ironically -- by the 3 million Cubans in exile who send billions of dollars in remittances back to their families.
All is collapsing: infrastructure, agriculture, power plants, social and medical care, sanitation, transportation, schools, the tourism industry and everything else -- with the exception of the machinery of repression. Sadly, as essential goods and services vanish, the one thing that Cuba's inept government keeps in tip-top shape is its eagerness to stifle and punish dissent. It is this fiendishly effective repression that prevents the final disintegration of the callous communist junta that calls itself "the Revolution."

A poster of Fidel Castro hangs on a government-owned factory in Old Havana in 2022. (Sarah L. Voisin/The Washington Post)


You might ask yourself: What is next? Will Cuba's dictatorship strike some kind of deal with President Donald Trump? What are the chances of positive changes?
Unfortunately, the prime directive of Cuba's communist dictatorship remains what it has always been: Stay in power. Nothing else matters to them.
Consequently, the immediate future of Cuba cannot be predicted, because as Trump ramps up the pressure on Cuba's leaders and speaks of ongoing negotiations with them, he keeps the details of all potential "deals" under wraps.
Trump's intervention in Venezuela offers no clues. He seems to have chosen a cautious and gradual transition for that nation. But Cuba is in much worse shape than Venezuela, and it has no oil to fund the massive reconstruction that the island desperately needs.
What will happen if the people of Cuba, especially its youth, take to the streets to demand regime change, as Iranians did last month? Such a popular revolt is possible, you bet, but what would be the outcome? Would Cuban protesters be slaughtered by their dictatorship? Or could a massive, unprecedented display of discontent cause the dictators to flee the island?
What if, in other words, Cuba suddenly finds itself freed from its long nightmare?
We exiles, along with the brave Cuban dissidents on the island, have plans. Many plans. I affixed my signature to one such plan, which is linked to a petition drive, a few days ago. Naturally, our plans share common goals but are beautifully diverse, the exact opposite of the rigid ideology that enslaved our island. But reaching a consensus will be a challenge, for sure. Creating a genuine democracy will take time, and plenty of arguing and negotiating.
But first the nightmare must end. The gloom lift. The dawn arise.
As much as I and most other Cubans would love to see Cuba rebuilt and quickly transformed into a free, democratic, prosperous nation, this moment in history, right now, is full of uncertainty, too freighted with the potential for chaos, violence, disappointment.
This is not a time for optimism -- not yet. I am keeping my optimism under lock and key. At least for now. But oh, how I itch to unlock it. The sooner, the sweeter.
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The Post's View
Buyer's remorse in Asia
Trade deals risk unraveling after the Supreme Court's tariff decision.

A Feb. 12 protest in New Delhi against India's trade deal with the United States. (Manish Swarup/AP)


By Editorial Board | 2026-02-26
Many Asian governments used threats from President Donald Trump as a pretext to enact unpopular but necessary free-market reforms. Yet mounting fallout from the Supreme Court's tariff decision threatens to roll back progress across the region.
After "Liberation Day," when Trump imposed double-digit tariffs on allies and adversaries, the leaders of export-dependent Asian countries rushed to strike new trade deals. To get lower tariff rates, they agreed to pry open their closed markets to allow in American beef, auto parts and crude oil. Now that Trump has imposed a baseline tariff of 15 percent, lower than what they negotiated bilaterally, some leaders feel buyer's remorse.
Asian governments were already facing protests from farmers, labor unions and nationalists for giving up too much. Those criticisms have gotten louder since last Friday.
Leaders of India's opposition Congress Party have faulted Prime Minister Narendra Modi for opening sensitive sectors of the agricultural market in exchange for an 18 percent tariff. Bowing to pressure, India has paused a trade delegation trip while it reassesses its commitment to move to a "zero barrier" status for almost all U.S. exports.
Vietnam is seeking clarity after promising to buy 90 Boeing jets and to adopt zero tariffs on most U.S. industrial and agricultural goods in exchange for getting a 20 percent tariff rate on its exports. In Thailand, the opposition People's Party called the 19 percent tariff negotiated by the government "a diplomatic blunder."
South Korean lawmakers had been dragging their feet on passing legislation to accept a deal with Trump that would lower its tariff rate to 15 percent, and the opposition is calling on them to halt proceedings.
"Almost all countries and corporations want to keep the deal that they already made -- knowing that the legal power that I, as president, have to make a new deal could be far worse for them," Trump said on Tuesday. "These countries are now happy, and so are we."
The reality is messier. Trump has boasted about securing $18 trillion in foreign commitments to invest in America. If that money was ever going to materialize, which always seemed unlikely, it's more of a pipe dream now.
The one country that's gloating is China. Beijing refused to negotiate a trade deal with Trump in response to his tariffs, retaliating with its own levies and and using its leverage over critical rare earth minerals to get the president to back down.
Trump now heads to Beijing at the end of March with a weaker negotiating hand. With the 15 percent worldwide tariff stacked onto sector-specific nonemergency tariffs -- such as those on steel, aluminum, solar panels and electric vehicles -- China's effective average tariff rate has dropped from 32 percent to 24 percent in the wake of the Supreme Court's decision, according to a Morgan Stanley analysis.
This all could have been avoided. To start, Trump might have relied on a more solid legal basis for imposing tariffs. He could have engaged in more traditional trade talks to make deals that are harder to unwind. Instead, the promise of liberalizing Asia's tightly protected markets -- a goal that's eluded presidents of both parties for decades -- risks once again slipping away, which would be a shame on both sides of the Pacific.
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The Post's View
Banning stock trading for lawmakers is popular but unworkable
Requiring advance warning before buying and selling securities would be an easy and effective fix.

Rep. Kat Cammack (R-Florida) takes a selfie with President Donald Trump after his State of the Union address on Tuesday. (Chip Somodevilla/Getty Images)


By Editorial Board | 2026-02-25
Most lawmakers stood and cheered during Tuesday's State of the Union when President Donald Trump called on Congress to pass the Stop Insider Trading Act. The president said the legislation would prevent members from "corruptly" profiting off the stock market. But insider trading is already illegal, and building a consensus around tighter restrictions for Congress has proved nearly impossible.
House Republican leaders formulated the bill Trump supports to preempt a Democratic version. The GOP alternative would let lawmakers hold stock they already own and reinvest dividends. It would also let spouses and other family members trade on behalf of lawmakers. The Democratic plan prohibits members and their immediate families from owning individual stocks unless the spouse trades in connection with their primary employment. It would also apply to the president.
Polls show more than 80 percent of voters support banning members of Congress from trading individual stocks, and political consultants tell clients in both parties it's a no-brainer message. Privately, however, many members are skeptical. Dozens of House Republicans oppose the bill Trump namechecked on Tuesday, and it's hard to imagine the GOP version getting the needed votes in the Senate.
There is room for meaningful reform, however, around transparency. The House GOP bill requires lawmakers to give seven days of notice before selling any stock. That would be a major improvement from the Stop Trading on Congressional Knowledge Act, which passed in 2012 and requires lawmakers to report trades within 45 days, but it's still not enough.
Members of Congress should be able to trade freely -- so long as they disclose those trades in advance. The chairman of a key committee revealing plans to dump large quantities of a stock could signal a coming policy change and erode whatever advantage he had from selling early.
Lawmakers frequently fail to comply with the current rules. Fines for a first-time violator of the Stock Act begin at just $200, according to the Campaign Legal Center. Stiffer penalties would improve compliance. Technology has improved so that all planned lawmaker trades could be easily compiled on an easy-to-navigate website.
Whatever rules around stock trading apply to the legislative branch should probably also apply to the elected leaders of the executive branch, but this is one of the biggest blockers. Democrats say they won't vote for a stock trading ban if it doesn't cover the president, but the White House has made clear Trump will veto anything that restricts his own ability to buy stocks.
Another good idea would be to apply any new disclosure rules around stocks to prediction markets. If Congress somehow bans individual equities trading but not betting on these burgeoning platforms, members will start putting money there. If a lawmaker places a wager, it should be instantly known to the public for maximum transparency. That would deter improper activity.
If tougher transparency rules deter someone from running for office, the country is probably better off without them in public service. But no one should have to liquidate their assets, and take their skin out of the economic game, just to serve the country.
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The Post's View
Tariff refunds are the only way
The government can do this the easy way or the hard way, but the stolen money needs to be returned.

A FedEx driver delivers packages in Georgetown. (Benoit Tessier/Reuters)


By Editorial Board | 2026-02-25
It's hard to undo almost a year's worth of theft, but that doesn't make theft permissible.
More than a thousand companies, including FedEx this week, have now filed lawsuits seeking refunds for the tariffs that have been struck down by the Supreme Court. Rather than fight each case individually, the government should simply return the money it stole from Americans -- with interest.
Justice Brett M. Kavanaugh warned in his dissent last Friday that refunding tariffs would be messy. That's true: Returning an estimated $175 billion by some estimates to thousands of businesses will be tricky. But that's a flimsy rationalization for defending an abuse of power by the executive branch.
The government already said it would. Last year, when this case was being argued in lower courts, attorneys for the Trump administration warned that they would need to refund the money if the tariffs got struck down.
The fact that so many great American brands, such as Costco and Revlon, have gone to court seeking their money back undermines President Donald Trump's claims that foreigners pay tariffs. These have always primarily been taxes on Americans.
Awkward situations are inevitable. Many companies that stand to get windfalls from refunds already passed costs along to customers, who won't be made whole. But others held off on raising prices, trying to stay competitive.
Courts share some blame for the magnitude of the mess. Last May, when the Court of International Trade unanimously ruled against using the International Emergency Economic Powers Act to impose tariffs, they had raised just $28.8 billion. Had the Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit allowed that injunction to stay in place while the administration appealed the decision, the amount to refund would be about a sixth as much.
The government doesn't need to make the process more complex than it needs to be. Forcing every harmed business to sue to get its money back, which appears to be the plan at this point, is legally unnecessary. It's also a boon for lawyers who charge by the hour.
In fact, the government already has refund procedures for wrongly collected tariffs. Mistakes happen for legal tariffs all the time, and getting the money back is an administrative process that doesn't require lawsuits.
The IRS refunded $461.2 billion to 117.6 million individual income taxpayers in fiscal year 2024. By comparison, Customs and Border Protection's task is small. If CBP needs to hire some contractors for a few months to handle the one-time surge in refunds, that's a small price to pay.
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Letters to the Editor
To 'supercharge' defense, use extra funding outside the Pentagon
Readers on defense spending, public golf in D.C., home rule and more.

(Kevin Wolf/AP)


By Letters to the Editor | 2026-02-25
There's no rule that says the funding outlined in the Feb. 22 front-page article "Extra $500B for military trips Pentagon planners" has to go to the Pentagon. There are many federal agencies that are vital to national defense where an extra $500 billion would go a long way and also allow the administration to trumpet its investment in America's warfighters.
The Energy Department could use additional funds to expand and fortify the electric grid with targeted investments in interregional transmission lines that ensure power is flowing to military installations and the neighboring communities where troops and military families live, making them more resilient against outages from extreme weather. These kinds of investments would quite literally answer the call in the National Defense Strategy to "supercharge the U.S. defense industrial base" by ensuring that defense manufacturers have assured access to the electricity they need to produce critical munitions without having to compete with data centers, semiconductor chip manufacturers and other critical technologies that are driving unprecedented demand on the grid.
The administration could also split funds between the Energy and Commerce Departments and the Environmental Protection Agency to reinvigorate America's coal communities by cleaning up coal ash and other hydrocarbon waste, and turning that pollution into valuable feedstock to produce critical minerals that are essential to defense platforms and advanced national security technologies. That would help free America from its dependence on unreliable Chinese supplies, strengthen the supply chain serving America's warfighters and bring high-paying jobs to these communities.
We can easily invest more in the military by remembering that there are many agencies outside the Pentagon that contribute to national defense.
Will Rogers, Washington
The writer was a senior adviser to the U.S. Army during the Biden administration and an adviser to the U.S. Senate on defense appropriations.
Regarding the Feb. 23 editorial "A new reminder of America's debt problem": Our national debt, now over $38 trillion, is on an unsustainable path and must be addressed. The Editorial Board was correct in pointing out that economic growth can contribute to moderating the impact of this mounting debt. The editorial should have also mentioned another important way of addressing our debt burden: combating tax evasion.
The net tax gap, which is the portion of the gross tax gap that will never be recovered through enforcement or other late payments, was estimated at $600 billion for 2022. This tax evasion occurs largely with high-income individuals and businesses organized as partnerships and happens because much of the income of these taxpayers is unknown to the IRS and therefore goes untaxed. Indeed, Charles Rettig, who was IRS commissioner in the first Trump administration and the Biden administration, said in 2021 that the total revenue lost to the government each and every year could exceed $1 trillion.
The issue of tax cheating was labeled as the tax gap by former IRS commissioner Charles Rossotti. His research identified some expanded reporting techniques and added enforcement staffing to shrink this enormous gap. Funds to accomplish this goal were included in the Inflation Reduction Act, but they were eliminated by the current administration. Fewer IRS "cops on the beat" suggests that tax evasion will only grow.
As annual deficits continue to mount and the burden of a growing national debt continues to be passed on to succeeding generations, Congress should provide the funding to the IRS to ensure all taxpayers pay the taxes they legally owe.
Alexander Boyle, Chevy Chase
Walter Smith's Feb. 20 letter, "This isn't what the Framers had in mind for D.C." said that the Framers of the Constitution intended that the exclusive legislative jurisdiction of Congress over the District of Columbia was narrowly limited to protecting itself and the seat of the national government without being forced to rely on help from local or state governments.
It is true that Congress wanted to avoid the humiliation of its flight from Philadelphia to Princeton, New Jersey, because of a mutiny by veterans demanding six months of back pay, and this provided an important motive for the exclusive legislation clause. However, there is no evidence that the clause was intended to be narrowly limited.
I was director of research for the U.S. House Committee on the District of Columbia between 1975 and 1992. The first time Congress vetoed an action by the D.C. Council was on Dec. 20, 1979. Congress overturned, under the 1973 Home Rule Charter, a council act that would have regulated the location of foreign chanceries in certain residential areas. The House and Senate District committees both unanimously reported resolutions to do so, acting on statements from the State and Justice departments that such action was warranted. At the time, the Democratic chairmen of the House and Senate District committees issued memorandums outlining various justifications for overturning acts of the council.
Interested parties can access copies of these memorandums and legislative histories of other instances in which Congress has overturned council acts by visiting the D.C. History Center's New Columbia Archives Home Rule collection.
Nelson Rimensnyder, Washington
Regarding the Feb. 21 editorial "Why does the government own golf courses?":
There are plenty of good reasons for the federal government to own the District's three public golf courses. They are unique National Park Service sites that preserve American history and culture, like so many others around our country. And they have provided decades of access and enjoyment for generations of Washingtonians, unlike limited-access and high-cost clubs around the region. Transfer these public properties to private ownership and watch prices rise, access drop and a unique public institution in our nation's capital be sacrificed in the name of self-serving greed.
Brendan Shane, Washington
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Opinions
Cartoon by Lisa Benson
Lisa Benson cartoon on Trump, tariffs refunds and American consumers. 

(Lisa Benson/Tribune Content Agency)


By Lisa Benson | 2026-02-25

(Lisa Benson/Tribune Content Agency)
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The Post's View
The Post prevailed in court. Yet the damage is done.
"First Amendment rights have been restrained"

The Washington Post Building (John McDonnell/The Washington Post)


By Editorial Board | 2026-02-25
A federal judge's ruling Tuesday to limit the government's ability to search devices seized from a Post reporter during a raid he authorized is a rebuke to the Trump administration, but this whole ordeal has been bad for press freedom. Magistrate Judge William Porter acknowledged The Post's and reporter Hannah Natanson's "First Amendment rights have been restrained."
The judge criticized the Justice Department for failing to alert him to the existence of a 1980 privacy law that protects reporters against searches or seizures in many situations. "This omission has seriously undermined the court's confidence in the government's disclosures in this proceeding," Porter wrote. He also revealed that he declined the Justice Department's initial requests for a warrant because they were too broad.
The upshot is that the judge plans to review Natanson's devices for information relevant to the case of one person who has been accused of leaking classified information. Porter understandably doesn't trust the Justice Department to look through all her communications. He said that would be "the equivalent of leaving the government's fox in charge of the Washington Post's henhouse." Law enforcement officials have said that neither Natanson nor The Post were targets in the investigation that led to the Jan. 14 raid of her home.
Last year Attorney General Pam Bondi rolled back a Justice Department policy intended to discourage prosecutors from using aggressive investigative tactics against journalists. But her new guidance still requires the Justice Department to exhaust other methods of obtaining evidence before targeting journalists. Porter wrote that he might not have signed off on the search of Natanson's property in the first place if he had been aware of the 1980 privacy law that the government did not raise in its warrant application.
The government has a prerogative to safeguard its secrets and prosecute leakers. At the same time, journalists have a First Amendment right to gather and publish information in the public interest. By seizing and retaining Natanson's devices, the government has curtailed her ability to contact sources and access prior communications and chilled additional sources from communicating with her. That won't stop the Post from continuing to report on the government exactly as it did before.
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Global Opinions
'People Power' is not what ends dictatorships
The Philippines' uprising 40 years ago has been romanticized. But Tiananmen Square is a better guide. 

Ferdinand E. Marcos on Feb. 25, 1986 in Manila. (Bullit Marquez/AP Photo)


By Keith B. Richburg | 2026-02-25
Forty years ago this month, an estimated 1 million Filipinos took to the streets of Manila to topple an obdurate dictator and added a new term to the lexicon of popular protest: "People Power."
Anger had been building against President Ferdinand Marcos following a "snap" election he tried to steal. When his defense minister, Juan Ponce Enrile, and armed forces chief of staff, Fidel V. Ramos, joined the opposition and holed themselves up in two military camps, Marcos ordered them arrested. But following a call from the influential archbishop of Manila, a million people armed only with flowers, rosary beads and prayers surrounded the camps. Marcos's commanders, confronted with throngs of nuns, priests and ordinary civilians pleading, weeping and kneeling in prayer, refused orders to open fire and clear the streets, and Marcos subsequently fled to exile in Hawaii.
The concept of "People Power" was born, inspiring nonviolent protests against authoritarian regimes across Asia, Africa and Eastern Europe. But was the wrong lesson learned? Did "People Power" really topple the regime? Or was it the military that decided to back a national uprising over a sick and aging dictator?
The late 1980s saw several unhappy counterpoints to the Philippines' example.
In 1988, I reported extensively on the nationwide student-led uprisings in Myanmar against the decades-long military dictatorship of Gen. Ne Win. Most of the time, I was reporting from Thailand, since journalists were largely barred from Myanmar. I slipped in twice as a tourist. In Myanmar, the military didn't break rank. In August, thousands were killed when Burmese troops opened fire. In September, Ne Win was publicly shunted aside -- by a new junta.
More people probably better recall the student-led pro-democracy protests in China one year later, when young people amassed at Beijing's Tiananmen Square and in other major cities. China's paramount leader Deng Xiaoping ordered the People's Liberation Army to forcibly crush the protest and clear the square. Hundreds, possibly more, were slaughtered. The Tiananmen uprising produced inspirational images -- of the single protester standing defiantly in front of a row of tanks or of the "Goddess of Democracy" statue erected by students -- images the Communist Party has tried to systematically erase. But Tiananmen also produced something else: a template for autocrats worldwide.
"People Power" may have inspired millions worldwide. Tiananmen Square taught dictators how to survive. When Iranians began protesting in December and January, many in the diaspora were predicting a Philippine-style "People Power" uprising that would bring about the downfall of the ayatollahs and their incompetent, repressive Islamic Republic. But what we saw instead was the Persian version of the Tiananmen massacre, on steroids.
Crushing a popular uprising requires more than a single ruthless autocrat willing to slaughter people to stay in power. The dictator needs the troops to remain loyal and be willing to pull the trigger. Soldiers in the Philippines were unwilling to shoot priests and nuns to keep the regime in power. Soldiers in Myanmar and China were.
We often think of security forces as a monolithic group, but the opposite is usually true. Paranoid autocrats, worried about a possible coup, often intentionally seed their armed forces, national police and palace guards with diffuse and competing command structures and loyalties. That attempt at coup-proofing often lays the groundwork for a "green on green" split. It's what I learned to look out for when reporting on revolutions.
Case in point: I was based in Indonesia in 1998 when longtime strongman President Suharto and his "New Order" regime fell. Thousands of protesters armed with molotov cocktails had been facing off against heavily armed riot police in Jakarta. When the marines showed up, I was expecting a bloodbath. But, surprisingly, the marines inserted themselves between the protesters and police -- backs to the protesters, daring the police to fire. Some scuffles ensued, but the marines ultimately forced the police to back off. At that moment, it became clear that Suharto was finished. He was gone a few weeks later, and a fragile new democracy began to take hold.
The recent "Gen Z" protests have followed the same pattern. In Tanzania and Kenya -- like in Iran -- troops opened fire and killed demonstrators, crushing the embers of hope for change. But in Bangladesh, the army withdrew support from Prime Minister Sheikh Hasina, who subsequently fled to India. Elections on Feb. 12 were widely praised as the freest in decades.
So if the ayatollahs in Iran have their day of reckoning, it will not come just from protesters taking to the streets. It will only come when the men with guns in Iran decide they will no longer shoot their own people to support a repressive regime.
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Opinions
Don't save Social Security
Trying to fix the retirement program is infeasible. Better to find new ways of achieving its goals. 

Social Security Administration headquarters in Woodlawn, Maryland. (Matt McClain/The Washington Post)


By Ramesh Ponnuru | 2026-02-25
Another report, another dire prediction about Social Security. The Congressional Budget Office now estimates that the program's trust fund will run out of money in 2032, during the next presidential term. The predominant response of official Washington was to ignore this warning like the ones before it. The serious-minded, public-spirited exceptions continued to ask: How are we going to save Social Security?
Virtuous though they are, they're asking the wrong question. It's even backward, in that it focuses on the program rather than on the goals the program is supposed to serve. Better to ask instead: What kind of retirement system makes sense?
And despite Social Security's popularity, few Americans would design it as it currently is if they were answering that question from scratch. Rational policymakers wouldn't just eliminate the program's structural imbalance. They would also change the way it distributes checks.
As two experts on the program recently wrote, Social Security sends only 7 percent of its benefits to the poorest 20 percent of senior citizens. The richest 20 percent receive 29 percent.
The rationale for the disparity is that there should be some connection between how much a worker puts in and how much he takes out. But that link is pretty loose, and nearly all current retirees receive more than they paid. A middle-class worker who retires in the next decade will, on average, receive 47 percent more than the sum of what the person paid in taxes and the interest on that money. The skewed benefit structure means that even though Social Security paid out $1.6 trillion last year, around 6 percent of seniors still live in poverty.
To get a sense of how perverse that is, consider another recent finding of the CBO: If everyone older than 65 were given a flat annual benefit worth 150 percent of the poverty line -- that would be about $32,500 for a couple this year -- the program would no longer be insolvent and senior poverty would be abolished.
If we were starting over with a Social Security design, it would take into account the fact that middle-income and high-income workers have many more options for saving and investing than existed when the program began in the 1930s. My American Enterprise Institute colleague Andrew Biggs points out how lavish its benefits are for top earners by international standards: "The maximum Social Security benefit, which today would come to about $100,000 per year for a high-income couple, is two to four times higher in dollar terms" than in countries such as Britain and Canada.
People with high lifetime incomes would face a trade-off if the U.S. had a retirement system that gave them lower government-provided benefits: Their taxes would be lower and they would need to save more in 401(k)s, IRAs and the like. The CBO has modeled the effect of cutting future benefits across the board and found that people would work, save and invest more. In the long run, holding benefits to just the level that Social Security has the means to pay would make the economy 5 percent larger.
That's consistent with what happened when Congress cut some near-retirees' benefits in 1977: The affected group did enough extra work to make up for about half of the cuts. The same thing happened when Congress gradually increased the retirement age a few years later. Speaking of which, any newly designed system would surely involve a higher retirement age, given that life expectancies have risen from 62 to 79 since Social Security began.
That doesn't mean everyone's future benefits should be cut. A reform that shielded low earners from any cuts would presumably have a smaller but still significant pro-growth effect. We might even consider raising benefits for the lowest earners to end senior poverty. In any case, a better-designed system would take account of its effects on savings and economic growth, especially given that Americans now have longer retirements that require more savings than in the 1930s.
The U.S. can't start from scratch, of course. The challenge is to solve the problems that the current system has created -- while also moving toward a better system for future workers and retirees. Reformers should keep in mind the core goal: making sure senior citizens have a decent standard of living while not putting too great a burden on younger Americans. To the degree that the Social Security policy debate occurs today at all, instead of being pushed off into the future, it focuses too often on trying to bring the current system into actuarial balance in the least politically painful way. That's not good enough. Aim higher.
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Capital Weather Gang
CWG Live: A couple showers possible today. Sunnier the next several.
It should be around 60 Saturday, but snow is in the forecast for Monday. 

The Tidal Basin in D.C., pictured early Wednesday. (Jeanne Stuart McVey/Flickr)


By Ian Livingston | 2026-02-26
Welcome to cwg.live, updated around-the-clock by Capital Weather Gang meteorologists.
Happening now: Clouds fill our skies through the morning. Some showers are possible, focused on the midday to early afternoon and south of the Beltway. Highs should reach the mid- and upper 40s.
What's next? Seasonably chilly tonight, then warmer the next few. Sunshine rules Friday and Sunday. Saturday could top 60. But snow is increasingly probable for Monday.




Yes, snow is in the forecast on Monday. But after that wintry system passes on Tuesday, the weather pattern is poised to shift in a radical way. The jet stream dip that has allowed repeated bouts of frigid air to plunge southward will retreat to the north. This will allow much milder air to surge in from the south and west.
The National Weather Service Climate Prediction Center gives high odds of above normal temperatures between March 5 and 11. The European modeling system predicts highs in the 60s and 70s. Such weather, if it materializes, will launch spring into action, with pollen erupting, early flower blooms and the onset of the cherry blossoms bud development.

Predicted high and low temperatures from the European modeling system over the next 15 days. (WeatherBell) 


However, sometimes models exaggerate the intensity of warm spells in the longer range. Sneaky cold fronts from the north can thwart the progression of warm air and, instead of 60s and 70s, 50s dominate.
And, assuming the warm spell does happen as predicted, there are some signs it could be a case of "false spring." There are some indications that a disruption of the polar vortex could bring one last surge of wintry cold in mid- to late March.
Today's daily digit -- 6/10: A little cooler than yesterday but not bad. Maybe some clearing late in the day. | ? Your call?
The digit is a somewhat subjective rating of the day's weather, on a 0-10 scale.
Forecast in detail
Today (Thursday): Lots of clouds. Perhaps some showers. The most persistent precipitation should be south with the best chance of a non-accumulating snowflake north. There could also be some clearing before sunset. Highs mainly in the mid- and upper 40s, but cooler in any steady precipitation. Just a light wind out of the northeast. Confidence: Medium-High
Tonight: Continuing to clear out through the evening and mainly clear overnight. Near normal or a little chillier than average in most spots with lows in the upper 20s to around freezing. Winds are calm after dark. Confidence: Medium-High
Tomorrow (Friday): Sunshine rules and winds are light. Temperatures rise to about the upper 40s or low 50s. Confidence: Medium-High
Tomorrow night: Skies are mainly clear and temperatures dip near 30 to the mid-30s for lows. Confidence: Medium-High
A look ahead
Springlike on Saturday. Blue skies rule as temperatures rise to the upper 50s to lower 60s. Confidence: Medium
A little cooler to close out the weekend Sunday. Still a good deal of sun, although clouds may increase later in the day. Mid-40s to near 50 should do it. Confidence: Medium
Light snow or some mixed precipitation is on tap Monday. The progression is still up in the air, but it could focus through the day or start later and last into the night. At least light accumulation is possible with highs in the 30s. Then on Tuesday, it's a bit milder or about 35 to 40 for afternoon readings. Mixed precipitation may persist into the morning. Confidence: Medium
Snow potential index -- 4/10 (|): Snow is becoming more likely on Monday. The timing and intensity is still uncertain.
The snow potential index is a daily assessment of the potential for at least 1 inch of snow in the next week, on a 0-10 scale.
On this date in 1993, a calendar-day record 2.7 inches of snow fell. It was a light, powdery snow as temperatures hovered in the 20s. But it was just an appetizer for the "Storm of the Century," which arrived three weeks later. On March 12 and 13, a monster storm produced 6 to 14 inches of snow and ice across the region, along with strong winds.
Here are other notables for the day:
	Average high: 51
	Average low: 34
	Record high: 74 (1932)
	Record low: 12 (1970)
	Record precipitation: 1.21 inches (1912)
	Record snowfall: 2.7 inches (1993)

Jason Samenow contributed to this report.
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D.C., Md. & Va.
He reported a stolen car. Then ICE arrested him at a police station, he says. 
DC police face criticism for allegedly assisting ICE in arresting immigrants at police stations

(Craig Hudson For The Washington Post)


By Jenny Gathright | 2026-02-25
When 37-year-old Jose Argueta reported his car stolen in Maryland in November, he did not realize he had set off a chain of events that would eventually lead to him spending Christmas at an immigrant detention center.
But, he recently alleged as part of an ongoing lawsuit, that's what happened.
Argueta said that in early December, he received a call from someone claiming to be with D.C.'s police department, telling him they had found his stolen car and asking that he pick it up at a station in Northeast Washington. After he walked in to the police station, he said he was handcuffed and taken into custody by officers, one of whom had the word "ICE" on his shirt. They told him they had used information from the stolen vehicle report to determine Argueta was in the country illegally.
"They tricked me into coming to the station to arrest me," he said. "I was just trying to get my car back, but it was all a lie."
Argueta was detained for about a month in various detention centers before being released on bond in early January, he said.
Argueta's account -- filed as part of a lawsuit over warrantless arrests by Immigration and Customs Enforcement -- is one of two recently surfaced examples of immigration agents arresting people at D.C. police stations, renewing concerns from some advocates over the local force's ongoing cooperation with the federal agency. That relationship was part of the focus of a D.C. Council hearing Wednesday examining the police department's performance.
The Trump administration has worked to expand partnerships with law enforcement agencies across the country, attempting to enlist local police in its mass deportation campaign. In liberal jurisdictions, those efforts have met resistance, either through long-standing sanctuary policies or new bans on cooperation.
The new accounts have fueled skepticism about whether D.C. police are complying with the letter and spirit of the city's sanctuary law, which prohibits local police from providing federal immigration agencies with a person's custody details, location, address, personal identifying information or criminal case information absent a warrant signed by a judge.
"These examples are people that would not have entered federal immigration detention if it were not for [D.C. police] actively assisting ICE," said Austin Rose, an attorney for the Amica Center for Immigrant Rights. "I don't know if the collaboration is formalized or whether it's just happening, but either way, I think it's violating D.C.'s laws."
D.C. police spokesman Tom Lynch said the department was investigating the claims in the sworn declarations.
Asked about Argueta's situation at Wednesday's council hearing, interim D.C. police chief Jeffery Carroll said he did not want to speculate until he learned more about the incident and his department's involvement.
"Obviously it sounds not good, but we need to investigate that to find out what happened," he said.
In another example cited in the lawsuit, a man said a D.C. police officer pulled him over on Jan. 2 because his motorcycle plates were expired. She handcuffed him and took him to a police station, he said. Another man not in a D.C. police uniform was with her, the declaration states.
"I wasn't sure who he was," the man said in a sworn declaration submitted to the court. He used a pseudonym -- "Benito Lopez" -- in the court filing for fear of retaliation in the United States and Venezuela.
The man said he was in the process of applying for asylum and until recently, had been working as a delivery driver in the District.
He recalled being at the police station for about three hours, given a court date and then told he was free to go. But as he was preparing to leave the station, the man testified, two officers wearing green vests walked in, one of whom had earlier accompanied the D.C. police officer.
When he asked why he was being arrested again, they responded: "You are done with them but not with us." They handcuffed him and told him they were with Homeland Security Investigations, a branch of ICE.
"At no point was I presented with a warrant or told how ICE knew to come get me at the police station at that moment," the man said in the declaration.
He has since been ordered to be deported, the court filing states. He said he had never been convicted of any crime, and had not missed deadlines or court appearances related to his immigration case.
The declarations come more than six months after President Donald Trump declared a crime emergency in D.C., seized temporary control of the city police department and surged federal law enforcement into the city.
While residents of D.C. are used to police cooperation with federal agencies, the city had in the past maintained policies that barred officers from assisting with civil immigration enforcement. For many in the deep-blue city, seeing D.C. police alongside ICE and HSI at traffic checkpoints and delivery driver stops after the surge was jarring. A Washington Post-Schar School poll in August found that 70 percent of Washingtonians thought the local police department should help federal deportation efforts either "not much" or "not at all."

Agents with Homeland Security Investigations join D.C. police officers as they conduct traffic checks on Aug. 13. (Alex Brandon/AP)


D.C.'s former police chief issued a policy in August, allowing her officers to share information about people not in their custody with federal immigration agencies. A federal judge, in a lawsuit filed by the city to maintain the chief's authority over the department, said the Trump administration was likely allowed to compel D.C. police to help enforce immigration laws during the month-long federal takeover.
Even after the emergency expired, residents say they have continued to see D.C. police working alongside immigration agents, at times patrolling in the same vehicles. D.C. Mayor Muriel E. Bowser (D) and members of her administration have stressed that immigration enforcement is not a focus of the city police department, but have acknowledged that federal authorities who are part of a joint task force can enforce immigration laws.
Bowser previously said she would work to remove homeland security officers from the task force, but that has not yet happened, according to documents the police department submitted to the D.C. Council on Tuesday. The department also said the chief's order allowing information-sharing between D.C. police and immigration authorities was still in effect, according to documents submitted as part of the council's annual performance oversight process.
The department did not answer the council's questions about how many times its officers had shared information with immigration enforcement, saying it does not track that data.
Rose, with Amica, said federal immigration arrests anecdotally appear to have fallen significantly since the spike in the summer and fall. The federal government reports warrantless immigration arrests to Amica as part of the lawsuit -- and while there were 30 such D.C. arrests reported in December, that number had fallen to 11 by January, he said.
Amica and a coalition of advocacy groups still want stronger enforcement of a federal judge's order limiting warrantless immigration arrests in the city.
In his sworn declaration, Argueta said he had never been arrested "in my entire life" before his December encounter with immigration agents in D.C. After he paid his bond, he said, he went back to his home and job in Maryland, where he has lived for more than a decade.
"I am very angry and traumatized from what happened," he said. "I don't want this to happen to other people."
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Maryland
Staffer at assisted-living facility charged with killing 87-year-old resident
Maryland authorities allege that Robert Fuller was killed by a man who later shot at a state trooper.

Robert Fuller salutes after speaking in Augusta, Maine, in 2017. (Joe Phelan/Kennebec Journal)


By Dan Morse | 2026-02-26
An 87-year-old resident of a Maryland assisted-living facility was shot and killed by a man authorities say was a 22-year-old staff member who later fired two shots at a state trooper during a traffic stop, according to records filed in Montgomery County District Court on Wednesday.
The incidents -- 10 days apart and in different areas of the state -- led to the arrest Tuesday afternoon of the staff member who is being held in a Montgomery jail.
Maurquise Emillo James was charged with first-degree murder in the Feb. 14 death of Robert Fuller, a retired attorney who had written a mystery novel and was shot in the head at the Cogir facility in Potomac, according to court filings. James has also been charged with attempted first-degree murder in the traffic stop incident early Tuesday, according to state officials. That trooper wasn't hit by a bullet, officials said, but was so close to the gun blasts that he suffered stippling injuries to his face.
"By sheer circumstance and the quick actions taken by our trooper, he narrowly escaped a tragedy," said Michael Jackson, superintendent of the Maryland State Police.
James was arrested later on Tuesday. Investigators say they have linked shell casings found at both scenes and they appear to have been fired by the same gun, according to court records.
A motive for either incident remains unclear. Officials said Wednesday that nothing appeared to have been taken from Fuller's apartment.
James, who was pulled over in Baltimore, worked as a medication technician who delivered daily medications to residents at the senior living facility. Police released a video of a suspect on Friday who they now say they believe is James. The video shows a slender person, from the back, wearing dark pants with long dark hair flowing over a yellowish checkered jacket.
Other parts of video, not released last week, show the person going inside a door to the facility and coming out 12 minutes later. Seen from the front, officials said Wednesday, the person appeared to be wearing a mask and a wig.

Montgomery County Police released a surveillance image of a person they say is a suspect in the killing of Robert Fuller. (Montgomery County Police)


Court records do not indicate if James has retained an attorney. A woman who answered a phone number linked to James's family in Baltimore declined to comment Wednesday morning. A spokesperson at Cogir's corporate headquarters had earlier declined to discuss the incident, other than saying the company and staff were cooperating with investigators and that "the safety, security and well-being of our residents" was the chain's highest priority.
New court records state that investigators believe James disabled a door sensor at the senior living facility about one month before the shooting, which allowed at least part of his movements to go undetected. Police also alleged that James tampered with another sensor at the facility early Monday morning after his shift ended.
The Feb. 14 shooting of Fuller, at around 5 a.m., touched off a seven-day mystery that began to focus on James several days ago, according to a police affidavit filed in Montgomery County District Court. Having already combed through weeks of surveillance videos taken inside the facility, investigators watched two more -- one from Jan. 9 and one from Jan. 26.
The Jan. 9 video appeared to show James in the area of an exterior door that at the time had been tampered with, according to court records. The Jan. 26 video appeared to show James walking outside the facility in the snow at 1:40 a.m., more than two hours after his shift had ended, according to the affidavit.

Police say this surveillance image shows James wearing a mask and a wig in a courtyard area at the facility on Feb. 14. (Montgomery County Police Department)


On Sunday, a tipster came to the Montgomery County Police Headquarters with information about the case, saying that employees at the facility thought a co-worker might have been involved in Fuller's death, according to court filings. The employees said they had seen the video after it was released by the police, according to the tipster, and they connected the plaid jacket and the person's distinctive gait to James.
Co-workers on early Monday found James coming out of an empty activity room at 12:50 a.m., according to court records, which describe James as going to his car and driving off while leaving behind belongings. A Cogir staff member and security officer then looked at the outside doorway James had used and saw that the latching system had been tampered with, according to the affidavit.
A former judge advocate general's officer with the Navy Reserve, Fuller was affectionately called "the captain" by staff members inside the facility. He had spent much of his life in Augusta, Maine, where he was a well-known attorney and philanthropist. He self-published a mystery novel titled "Unnatural Deaths" in 2009. His death stunned friends from Augusta, who said they couldn't imagine someone wanting to harm Fuller.
"We're all puzzled up here about it," Dave Rollins, the city's former mayor who now serves in Maine's House of Representatives, told The Washington Post last week. "Bob was very confident, very opinionated. But I never knew him to have been nefarious, creating grudges, settling grudges. He was not in that realm at all."
The night of Feb. 13, Fuller went to bed in his apartment at the Potomac facility. At 7:34 a.m. the next morning, he was discovered unresponsive. Paramedics and officers were called, and after seeing the wound to his head they at first thought he may have died by suicide, according to police officials. But they couldn't find a gun.
The traffic stop in Baltimore on Tuesday morning touched off a hunt for a gunman, according to police officials. In describing what happened Tuesday, Maryland state officials said they were on the search for a gunman last seen driving off in a gray Infiniti with no working headlights and a damaged front end.
The officials said the Baltimore incident unfolded at about 3:30 a.m. Tuesday, when a state trooper saw a speeding vehicle. He tried to conduct a traffic stop of a gray Infiniti with darkly tinted windows.
"The trooper approached the vehicle and while within inches of the door, the driver opened his door just enough to fire two rounds at our trooper," the state police superintendent, Jackson, told reporters. "The driver then fled the scene."
The trooper did not fire any shots, officials said. He was taken to a hospital for injuries and released.
Earlier on in the case, detectives interviewed staff members of the facility, including James. He said that in his job as a medication technician, he had given medication on the night of Feb. 13 to Fuller and his roommate, according to court filings.
"We do not have a good sense of why he shot and killed Mr. Fuller," said Montgomery County Police Capt. Sean Gagen. "Upon speaking with him, he said their relationship was very good and he would never have hurt Mr. Fuller."
Investigators who searched two residences linked to James found "numerous wigs" and a mask, according to Gagen.
Fuller was born in 1938 and earned an undergraduate degree from Princeton University and a law degree from the University of Pennsylvania. He moved to Augusta and worked as an assistant attorney general, according to his longtime friend Bill Bridgeo, a former city manager there.
Fuller transitioned into private practice while working a parallel career with the U.S. Navy Reserve. He'd sometimes arrive at social events dressed in his formal Navy whites with a ceremonial sword, inside its scabbard, attached to the hip.
Fuller dove into local causes. "He would contact me fairly frequently about ideas he had, what he could do for the community," Bridgeo said. "He had a substantial family fortune he had inherited that he drew upon to support the causes he believed in."
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Capital Weather Gang
CWG Live: Iffy chance of precipitation tomorrow. Some wintry potential early next week.
It's uncertain if we get some rain, and maybe wet snow north of D.C., on Thursday, or if precipitation stays to our south. 

A partly cloudy Saturday on the National Mall. (Brian Paeth/Flickr)


By Dan Stillman | 2026-02-25
Welcome to cwg.live, updated around-the-clock by Capital Weather Gang meteorologists.
Happening now: Skies may trend clearer for a while this evening, then cloudier again overnight as lows settle into the mid-30s.
What's next? It's uncertain if we get some rain, and maybe wet snow north of D.C., on Thursday, or if precipitation stays to our south. Highs in the 40s and 50s Thursday through Saturday. Wintry weather possible between Sunday night and Tuesday.
Weather models continue to suggest the potential for snow or mixed precipitation in the Monday to Tuesday time frame. Today's data suggests the best opportunity comes during the first half of that range and has largely consolidated what once looked like two waves.

(Ian Livingston)


It does look like there will be plentiful cold air in place on Monday with highs forecast to reach the 30s off lows in the 20s.
On the European model, the brunt of the storm is Monday night and largely snow, then ending as a mix or even rain. The American GFS brings snow in earlier on Monday then continues it through late day.
Verbatim, they both offer potential for plowable snow. It's too far out to consider that a realistic option, so we can avoid the actual numbers for now.
The system averages of these models keep the wintriest impact from D.C. and north, with an emphasis on north. A few other ideas keep the storm weaker and further south without much impact.
Capital Weather Gang's winter weather expert Wes Junker noted many of the models look "overcooked" and the storm idea lacks atmospheric support. "That doesn't preclude snow but suggests there's not much of an upside from a dusting to 3 inches despite the model forecasts," he wrote.
We'll keep you posted.




While there is little to no chance of impactful snow in the D.C. area Thursday, there is still a lack of model consensus as to exactly what will happen as low pressure tracks to the south of the area.
Looking at the latest data, it remains uncertain whether we will see:
	A period of steady rain, mixed with a bit of wet snow north of the Beltway
	Just a chance of a few light rain showers
	Or the precipitation miss to the south, except maybe clipping Southern Maryland with some rain.

If we do see precipitation in the D.C. area, it's probably between 9 a.m. and 5 p.m.
If there is any snow north of the Beltway, temperatures should be at least a few degrees above freezing. So accumulation on paved surfaces is unlikely, maybe a light accumulation on grass.
Forecast in detail
Tonight: Partly cloudy as winds diminish during the evening. Comfortable evening 40s dip to the mid- to upper 30s for overnight lows. Confidence: High
Tomorrow (Thursday): A period of rain, maybe mixed with wet snow north of D.C., is possible, or the precipitation may end up staying south of our region. Otherwise mostly cloudy with highs in the mid- and upper 40s plus light winds. Confidence: Low-Medium
Tomorrow night: Partly cloudy with lows in the 30s. Confidence: High
A look ahead
We're between systems Friday and Saturday, leaving us partly sunny with highs in the upper 40s to mid-50s Friday, and warmer mid-50s to near 60 Saturday. Lows are in the 30s Friday night and mid-30s to near 40 Saturday night. Confidence: Medium-High
A cold front comes through Sunday. It's timing, uncertain as of now, will determine if highs reach the 50s to near 60, or stall in the 40s to near 50. Confidence: Low-Medium
Models are hinting at some potential for one or two waves of wintry precipitation during the period Sunday night through Tuesday, with colder Monday and Tuesday highs in the 30s to near 40. Too soon for any more detail than that. Confidence: Low
Today's daily digit -- 7/10: Partly sunny and upper 40s to mid-50s in the afternoon make up for a cloudy morning with rain or snow shower chance. | ? Your call?
The digit is a somewhat subjective rating of the day's weather, on a 0-10 scale.
Snow potential index -- 2/10 (|): Monitoring some winter weather potential early next week. The SPI will gradually rise if model runs the next few days start to show a consistent signal for accumulating snow.
The snow potential index is a daily assessment of the potential for at least 1 inch of snow in the next week, on a 0-10 scale.

(Midwest Regional Climate Center, adapted by CWG) 


Each of D.C.'s winter months have been colder than normal, and snow and ice have been on the ground for long stretches. Taking everything together, the Midwest Regional Climate Center's Accumulated Winter Season Severity Index ranks this winter so far right on the border line between severe and extreme.
The index takes into account how cold it's been, how much snow has fallen and the duration of snow cover. This year's severity rating ranks as the highest in D.C. since 2009-2010, which was D.C.'s snowiest on record. That season wasn't especially cold, but the incredible snowfalls propelled it into the extreme category.
At the moment, this winter ranks ahead of 2013-2014, the next most severe winter in the last 15 years, but there's a chance that it will ultimately fall behind it in the rankings. That winter 12 years ago featured a cold and snowy March, which bumped up its rating from severe to extreme.
The winter of 1960-1961 was the most severe on record. December, January and February were all substantially colder than normal and a hefty 40.3 inches of snow fell. It made this winter look somewhat tame by comparison.
On this date in 1930, the temperature soared to a February record of 84 degrees, the warmest day observed so early in the year. The toasty day came amid an exceptional stretch of warmth that began Feb. 19 and ended Feb. 26 -- highs surpassed 70 four times and were 66 degrees or higher on all but one day.
Here are other notables for the day:
	Average high: 51
	Average low: 34
	Record high: 84 (1930)
	Record low: Minus-1 (1914)
	Record precipitation: 1.19 inches (1886)
	Record snowfall: 6.5 inches (1894)

Jason Samenow contributed to this report.
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        The right-wing influencer launched a video series about Charlie Kirk's widow that is provoking outrage among conservatives -- and raising Owens's profile.
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Tech
As MAGA embraces Erika Kirk, Candace Owens goes on the attack
The right-wing influencer launched a video series about Charlie Kirk's widow that is provoking outrage among conservatives -- and raising Owens's profile.

Candace Owens on set of "Candace" on Sept. 13, 2021, in Nashville. (Jason Davis/Getty Images)


By Will Oremus | 2026-02-26
Right-wing influencer and conspiracy theorist Candace Owens is lobbing her latest "truth bomb" at the heart of the conservative movement that made her a star.
Late Wednesday, Owens released the first hour-long episode of a new video series focused on Erika Kirk, widow of Charlie Kirk, who took over his role as CEO of Turning Point USA after his killing last September. The series, titled "Bride of Charlie," promises to unearth secrets from Erika Kirk's past relevant to her stewardship of the powerful conservative nonprofit -- though the first episode delivered little in the way of concrete allegations.
The series is Owens's latest broadside against a conservative establishment that once welcomed her as a young Black woman who vocally opposed both the Black Lives Matter and #MeToo movements.
During President Donald Trump's first term, Owens worked as communications director at Turning Point and became one of Trump's most prominent Black supporters. Now she's stoking divisions within Trump's MAGA base that have been simmering since Charlie Kirk's grisly assassination by taking on his widow, who has been lionized by the political right -- including by Trump at this week's State of the Union address.
In the process, experts say, Owens is all but guaranteeing herself a surge of exposure in a political attention economy that increasingly rewards explosive claims and personality-driven drama.
"You can absolutely grow an audience by people being mad at you," said Casey Fiesler, a professor of information science at the University of Colorado.
Trump invited Erika Kirk to the State of the Union on Tuesday and asked her to stand as he credited her late husband with helping to reinvigorate Christianity and belief in God among young Americans. "Thank you, Erika," Trump said after hearty applause died down. "You've been through a lot. In Charlie's memory, we must all come together to reaffirm that America is one nation under God and we must totally reject political violence of any kind."
Owens did not respond to a request for comment Wednesday. Turning Point USA did not immediately offer a comment on Owens's project. Her new video reached more than 1 million views a few hours after it was posted.
Leading conservatives began to condemn Owens's latest project even before the first episode was released, after she posted a trailer on Monday that led with Charlie Kirk's assassination and then showed Erika Kirk taking control of Turning Point and holding high-profile fundraisers in his honor.
The trailer suggested that the series might delve into Kirk's ties to a Romanian charity that was allegedly associated with a human trafficking scandal -- a conspiracy theory that at least one misinformation research group has previously found to be unsupported by evidence.
One of the strongest denunciations of Owens in response to the trailer came from Ben Shapiro, founder of the conservative media outlet the Daily Wire, who called her an "evil, twisted human being." Owens worked for the Daily Wire until 2024, when she left amid a conflict over her criticism of Israel's war in Gaza, in which she used rhetoric widely considered antisemitic.
Dan Bongino, the conservative influencer who recently returned to podcasting after a brief stint as deputy director of the FBI, also attacked Owens in an episode Tuesday. "This just can't be what this [conservative] movement is," Bongino said in his podcast on Rumble, a conservative video platform. "And if it is, I don't -- I just don't want any part of it."
Owens is among a handful of right-wing, anti-Israel influencers whose profiles have risen since Charlie Kirk was shot dead while speaking at a college in Utah on Sept. 10, amid a struggle over the future of the movement to mobilize young conservatives.
Nick Fuentes, a far-right podcaster who has spoken admiringly of Adolf Hitler, also drew rebukes from Shapiro and other conservative pundits after he was interviewed by former Fox News host Tucker Carlson in October.
In the video episode Owens published Wednesday, she read aloud from a lengthy letter that suggested Erika Kirk might be a psychopath, before pivoting to a detailed examination of her family tree.
Owens also addressed some of the criticism she received for the trailer, suggesting that it was appropriate to place Kirk under scrutiny because of her powerful position.
"A young woman with absolutely zero professional qualifications has been inserted at the top of a charity organization that pulled in over a quarter-billion dollars last year, and the media is telling you you have no right to know or to ask anything about her," Owens said.
"These talking heads are claiming that the public simply wanting to ensure the person who is running that organization is, I don't know, at a bare minimum moderately honest about who she says she is -- no, that inquiry makes you a monster," she added.
Owens did not elaborate on her trailer's implication that the series might seek to connect Kirk to a human trafficking scandal.
Renee DiResta, a research professor at Georgetown University's McCourt School of Public Policy, said Owens has proven herself skilled at connecting with online audiences by positioning herself as a truth-seeking champion for her viewers.
"Candace built her following by branding herself as a straight talker willing to pick fights," DiResta said. "She uses that now to package even baseless theories in an entertaining way, and her audience gets to feel that they're insiders learning the 'hidden truths' about people they also distrust or see as villains."
While some prominent online conspiracy theorists amplify claims that originated with others, Owens has been known to advance novel theories, citing unnamed, highly placed sources, said Lea Marchl, a news verification researcher at NewsGuard, a company that tracks misinformation and rates news sites' credibility.
"Often she'll lean on conspiratorial language, like, 'Isn't it interesting that so-and-so person was close to the scene that day,'" Marchl said. Owens's tendency to rely on "innuendo" rather than "outright false claims" can make her theories difficult to debunk, even when they seem outlandish, she said.
In the trailer that suggested Erika Kirk was linked to a disgraced Romanian child adoption center, however, Owens appeared to be drawing on a conspiracy theory that NewsGuard has previously researched and found to be baseless, Marchl said.
In a debunking last September, the company looked into claims spreading online among conspiracy-minded liberals that an Evangelical youth ministry called Romanian Angels, which Kirk founded in 2012, had been kicked out of Romania over allegations of human trafficking. NewsGuard said at the time it found "no evidence" that the group had been accused of human trafficking or asked to leave the country.
Political commentators with divisive messages can thrive on social media platforms such as TikTok and Instagram because the angry responses their videos generate can boost engagement and lead algorithms to place them in more users' feeds, University of Colorado's Fiesler said. And when people like Owens criticize the right, their videos can get traction across a wider political spectrum as liberals join conservatives in sharing and arguing about them.
More than 5.8 million people subscribe to Owens's YouTube channel -- fewer than Shapiro's 7 million subscribers but more than Tucker Carlson's 5.2 million. She tops both on Instagram, where 6.4 million people follow her, and where she sells hats, shirts and mugs with slogans like "Conspiracy Girlie," "Candace Intelligence Agency" and "We don't know-know, but we know."
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The Optimist
Child, 4, arrived alone for heart surgery. His doctor became his mom.
"I think he is alive today because of Amy and Ryan stepping up to the plate and taking him in," said Jason Cole, True's cardiologist. 

Amy Beethe, a pediatric cardiac anesthesiologist at Children's Nebraska, with her son True, whom she met when he was undergoing a heart catheterization in January 2022. She and her husband adopted him. (Courtesy of Amy Beethe)


By Sydney Page | 2026-02-26
Amy Beethe walked into a pre-operation room in January 2022 and was struck when she saw her patient: a small, underweight child in a hospital bed, covers pulled up to his chin.
The 4-year-old was scheduled for a heart catheterization. He did not have a parent or guardian with him. His eyes scanned the room, she said, wide and full of fear.
"You could tell he was scared and nervous, and didn't know anyone," said Beethe, a pediatric cardiac anesthesiologist at Children's Nebraska. "I don't really see kids by themselves in pre-op."

True when he was hospitalized in January 2022. (Amy Beethe)


The child, named True, was born with congenital heart disease, a complex defect that meant the left side of his heart was underdeveloped. A few months earlier, in the fall of 2021, he underwent open-heart surgery, then faced months of complications.
What concerned Beethe most about True's situation, though, was not his medical records. It was his home life. True was in foster care, and his caseworker -- who would normally accompany him to medical appointments -- had covid-19, so True was at the hospital for a multi-hour surgery alone.
"I was just so taken aback," Beethe said.

True during an ultrasound in July 2022. (Amy Beethe)


She called True's caseworker to ask about his situation and learned he had six siblings, five of whom were placed with their grandmother because of a domestic violence situation.
At home True had not been getting the medication or meals he needed, the caseworker told Beethe. And after his surgery months earlier, he rarely had visitors. As a result, he was sent to a rehab center to recover, and rehab staffers took him to the catheterization procedure, where he met Beethe.

True in April 2022. (Amy Beethe)


The caseworker explained that it was a struggle to find a suitable home for True, given his specialized medical needs and, half-jokingly, asked Beethe: "Are you an option?"
In fact, she was.

True at the hospital in May 2022. (Amy Beethe)


Beethe and her husband, Ryan Beethe, became licensed foster parents in 2017 after having three biological children. They decided to do so, Amy Beethe said, after she saw the effects of child abuse in her work at the hospital.
"A little girl came in with a gunshot to her head, and she was the same age as my biological daughter. She looked like my daughter," Beethe said. "The only difference between this girl and my daughter was who her parents are."
Over the years, the Beethes had fostered and adopted three children. Taking in True at their home in Omaha felt like an obvious choice.

True in January 2022. (Amy Beethe)


Beethe said she quickly saw True's sense of humor and personality coming through. Just before the anesthesia fully kicked in, True tricked her, pretending to be asleep. He popped his eyes wide open and said: "Boo!"
"I thought, I love this kid. This kid is funny," Beethe said. "This kid needs a break ... he needs a better family."

Beethe and True bonded right away. (Amy Beethe)


Ryan Beethe visited True in the hospital as he recovered, and they instantly hit it off.
"He was such an easy kid to love," Ryan Beethe said. "It was meant to be."

True with his siblings on his first day at the Beethes' home. Top row, from left: Izzy, Brooklyn and Shae. Bottom row, from left: Hayes, True, Briggs and Xaiden. (Amy Beethe)


The Beethes brought True home in February 2022. True's oldest brother has a different biological father than his siblings and was living with his father. True's remaining five siblings were still living with their grandmother.
"True would always talk about his siblings," Beethe said.
Every week or two, the family would invite True's biological siblings over for playdates. Through these visits, the Beethes learned more about their home life.

The Beethe family on True's adoption day in August 2023. (Courtesy of Amy Beethe)


"I started talking to the caseworker, and I said, 'I don't think anybody is in a good spot in that home,'" Amy Beethe said. "I said, 'Give me a minute to see what I can do.'"
The Beethes decided to take in True's older sister Laney. They checked with family and friends to see if anyone was willing to foster the other four siblings. Amy Beethe's sister and her husband took in one child, Ryan Beethe's brother and his wife took in another child, and Beethe's colleague -- a fellow anesthesiologist at the hospital -- took in the remaining two.

The extended family on adoption day. (Courtesy of Amy Beethe)


"The six all found homes," Amy Beethe said.
The six children were adopted on the same day in August 2023.
"There was one big, huge adoption," Amy Beethe said. "It's a butterfly effect of kindness."
Amy Beethe said her biological children have welcomed their adopted siblings with open arms.

True with his siblings in 2024. Top row, from left: Shae, Brooklyn, Laney and Izzy. Bottom row, from left: Xaiden, Briggs, Hayes and True. (Amy Beethe)


"Everybody was on board with it and thought it was awesome," Amy Beethe said. "They don't know any different ... it's just like, this is who my family is."
Amy and Ryan Beethe are each one of three children and didn't expect to have eight kids.
"I never thought I would have this big of a family, but I'm very happy I did," Amy Beethe said. "Everyone goes to bat for each other. It's a loving house."

The Beethe children on the first day of school in 2024. (Amy Beethe)


True's cardiologist emphasized the importance of a supportive home.
"I think he is alive today because of Amy and Ryan stepping up to the plate and taking him in," said Jason Cole, the medical director of heart failure and transplant at Children's Nebraska. "The home setting for kids as complex as True is vital to not only their survival but also their well-being."

The Beethe family on vacation in December 2024. (Amy Beethe)


Cole said seeing another doctor become a parent to their patient has been extraordinary.
"I was there when he was in the hospital alone, by himself, and I watched Amy come along and never leave his bedside," Cole said. "It's exceptionally rare, and it's amazing to actually see."
True is being closely monitored and is stable for now. Eventually, Cole said, he will need a heart transplant, but there is no telling when that will be.

True with his medical team before a catheterization in April 2025. (Amy Beethe)


"It's really a moment-by-moment, visit-by-visit decision with him," Cole said.
To be a candidate for a heart transplant, he said, a person must have a strong support system to ensure they are well taken care of after the surgery.

True with Jason Cole, his primary cardiologist at Children's Nebraska. (Amy Beethe)


"Before Amy and Ryan adopted him, he would not have been a candidate," Cole said. Since his adoption, "he is medically in a place that allows him to have all the options available to him."

Amy and Ryan Beethe with their eight children. (Erin Brodhead Photography)


True, now 9, said he is grateful for his mom and dad, and the chance they gave him and his siblings.
"I like having a big family," he said. "I'm feeling good."
True's parents said he is thriving.
"You can just tell he's in the right spot," Ryan Beethe said. "He's completed our family."

Amy Beethe with her son True in April 2022, after he suffered a brain bleed requiring a craniotomy. (Amy Beethe)


The Beethes said they hope sharing True's story, which was first reported by KETV in Omaha, will inspire others to consider taking in a foster child.
"They are like a little flower bud that just blossoms," Amy Beethe said. "If more people would do it, it would change the world."
Her husband added that their family is overflowing with love: "They help you just as much as you help them."
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Immigration
Trump administration's third-country deportation policy unlawful, judge finds
The ruling could make it more difficult for the government to send migrants to countries that are not their own. 

A U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement flight in Seattle in August. (Lindsey Wasson/AP)


By David Nakamura | 2026-02-26
A federal judge in Boston ruled Wednesday that the Trump administration's policy of deporting undocumented immigrants to countries where they are not citizens is unconstitutional, saying the government must provide more time for people to legally challenge their removals over concerns that they could face imminent danger.
U.S. District Judge Brian E. Murphy's final decision invalidates a policy memo last spring from U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement that allows enforcement officers to deport migrants to countries that are not their own with as little as six hours' notice.
The ruling could make it more difficult for the administration, which immigration experts said has sent thousands of migrants to so-called third countries, to continue to use the practice as widely, as authorities seek to speed up President Donald Trump's mass deportation program.
In an 81-page ruling, Murphy said the administration must give migrants "meaningful notice before removal to any third country" and allow them time to raise a country-specific objection. The judge criticized the government for implementing a policy that relies on vague "assurances" that the migrants will not be persecuted or harmed once they arrive in the third countries.
"This new policy -- which purports to stand in for the protections Congress has mandated -- fails to satisfy due process for a raft of reasons, not least of which is that nobody really knows anything about these purported 'assurances,'" Murphy wrote.
The judge did not define how much advance notice the administration must provide before seeking to deport migrants to countries where they are not citizens. He stayed his decision for 15 days to allow the administration to seek an appeal, which government lawyers have said they are likely to do.
The ruling is the latest legal decision in a case that has stretched on for nearly a year. Last spring, Murphy certified a class-action lawsuit challenging the administration's third-country removal policy and, as the legal fight played out, temporarily enjoined the government from moving forward without issuing a written notice and meaningful opportunity for the migrants to challenge their deportations.
The Supreme Court later set aside his injunction, allowing the administration to resume its rapid third-country deportations.
Murphy's final ruling on the merits of the case Wednesday "is a forceful statement from the court that the administration's third-country removal policy is unconstitutional," said Trina Realmuto, executive director of the National Immigration Litigation Alliance, which is helping represent the plaintiffs. "Under the government's policy, people have been forcibly returned to countries where U.S. immigration judges have found they will be persecuted or tortured."
In a statement, a Department of Homeland Security spokesperson noted the Supreme Court's previous rulings in the case and said the agency is confident it will prevail if the case reaches the high court again.
"DHS must be allowed to execute its lawful authority and remove illegal aliens to a country willing to accept them," the spokesperson said.
The Trump administration spent more than $40 million last year to send hundreds of migrants to at least two-dozen countries that are not their own, according to a report this month from Senate Democrats.
The 30-page analysis from the minority members of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee accused the administration of entering into opaque financial agreements with foreign governments -- including some with poor records on corruption and human rights -- to rapidly expand a program for third-country removals that once had been reserved for exceptional circumstances.
Its authors contend that the State Department has failed to conduct sufficient oversight to ensure that payments to those countries are not being misspent and that migrants transferred to their custody are not being abused or mistreated.
Administration officials have said they have no choice but to partner with foreign governments that are willing to accept undocumented immigrants whose native nations do not agree to take them back. In most cases, the migrants have criminal histories, authorities said, though public records have shown that some have not been convicted of crimes in the United States.
The report from Senate Democrats, which provides the most comprehensive look at the administration's third-country removal program, found that the U.S. government has sent migrants to two-dozen third countries. The analysis focused primarily on five nations -- El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Rwanda, Eswatini and Palau -- with which the Trump administration has entered into direct financial payments totaling $32 million.




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.washingtonpost.com/immigration/2026/02/25/federal-judge-migrants-deportations-trump-ruling/



	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next





	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next



Immigration
Texas grand jury declines to charge Homeland Security officer in fatal shooting
The death last March of Ruben Ray Martinez in South Padre Island, Texas, was not disclosed by the Department of Homeland Security for nearly a year.

The shooting death of a man in Texas was not disclosed by the Department of Homeland Security for nearly a year. (Alex Wong/Getty Images)


By Robert Klemko | 2026-02-26
A grand jury on Wednesday declined to indict a federal immigration agent who killed a man accused of striking an agent with his car in Texas last March, a shooting death not disclosed by Department of Homeland Security for nearly a year.
Cameron County District Attorney Luis V. Saenz released a statement shared with local media saying that a grand jury had declined to charge anyone in the case. A DHS spokeswoman said the a grand jury had "unanimously found no criminality."
The involvement of a federal agent in the death of Ruben Ray Martinez, 23, was only revealed this month, when American Oversight -- a nonprofit watchdog group -- published federal documents obtained via public records request. Martinez is the third U.S. citizen known to have been fatally shot by DHS personnel since President Donald Trump launched an aggressive immigration crackdown in January. The other two are Renee Good and Alex Pretti, who were killed days apart in January while monitoring and protesting immigration enforcement activity.

Ruben Ray Martinez, a U.S. citizen who was shot and killed in Texas by a federal immigration agent last year, in an undated photo. (Rachel Reyes/AP)


Martinez was killed on March 15 in South Padre Island, where Homeland Security Investigations personnel were conducting immigration enforcement with local police. During that effort, officers and agents responded to a major vehicle accident in a commercial area populated with bars and beachwear stores. The internal documents said Martinez declined instructions to stop his vehicle while approaching a roadblock and struck a Homeland Security Investigations agent, "who wound up on the hood of the vehicle."
An agent then fatally shot Martinez through the open driver's side window, the documents say.
A witness to the shooting, Joshua Orta, 25, disputed the government's version of events in a written statement provided to lawyers for Martinez's mother, Rachel Reyes. Martinez was given conflicting instructions from multiple law enforcement officers, Orta wrote, and never struck an agent.
Orta, who was a lifelong friend of Martinez, was riding in the passenger seat when Martinez was killed. He had been planning to participate in the family's legal fight for transparency and civil compensation, lawyers for Martinez's mother said, but was killed over the weekend in an unrelated, fiery vehicle crash in San Antonio.
The South Padre Island Police Department, whose officers are equipped with body cameras, has declined to make public video evidence of the shooting, citing an ongoing investigation into the shooting by the Texas Department of Public Safety. That investigation is likely ended as a result of the grand jury decision, attorneys for Martinez's mother said, adding that they expect to soon have an opportunity to review the footage.
Charles M. Stam, a Houston-based attorney representing Martinez's mother, said he did not have high expectations for a grand jury but remained disappointed.
"We believe that it is essential now that the Texas Department of Public Safety publicly disclose the full findings of their investigation, so that Ruben's family and the public can determine for themselves whether ICE's story is accurate and why Ruben was killed that night," Stam and his co-counsel Alex Stamm and Butch Hayes said in a statement Wednesday evening. "We have sought that information, and we will continue to do so. ... Today's event changes nothing."
Douglas MacMillan contributed to this report.
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National
FBI searches L.A. Unified School District office, home of superintendent
It's unclear what agents sought at locations tied to Alberto Carvalho, the superintendent of the country's second-largest district.

People enter the home of Los Angeles Unified School District Superintendent Alberto Carvalho on Wednesday. (William Liang/AP)


By Praveena Somasundaram | 2026-02-25
FBI agents on Wednesday searched the headquarters of the Los Angeles Unified School District and the home of its superintendent.
Law enforcement officers served a search warrant at LAUSD, the second-largest district in the nation, and the nearby home of its superintendent, Alberto Carvalho, FBI spokesperson Laura Eimiller said. The FBI also searched an address in Southwest Ranches, Florida, as part of the same investigation, a spokesperson for the agency's Miami field office said.
The FBI did not disclose the reason for the searches. Warrants for the searches were sealed as of Wednesday morning, Eimiller said. Generally, searches occur in the early stages of FBI investigations, she said.
In a brief statement Wednesday, LAUSD said it was aware of the law enforcement activity at its headquarters and its superintendent's home. The district said it was cooperating with the investigation but did not give details. Attempts to reach Carvalho were unsuccessful.
LAUSD is home to more than 520,000 students, according to its website, a majority of whom are Hispanic or Latino.

Alberto Carvalho, superintendent of the Los Angeles Unified School District. (Damian Dovarganes/AP)


Carvalho has clashed with the Trump administration in recent months. In January, the 1776 Project Foundation, a conservative education advocacy group, sued the district over a decades-old program that offered benefits to Black, Hispanic, Asian and other non-White students, describing the program in the lawsuit as "overt discrimination against a new minority: White students."
Last Wednesday, the Justice Department moved to join the case. The department claimed in a news release that it wanted to do so to combat racial discrimination.
In August, the district began standing up "safe zones" to shield students traveling to and from school from Immigration and Customs Enforcement officers. ICE agents then briefly and mistakenly detained a teenage LAUSD student.
"This cannot happen," Carvalho said at a news conference that day. "This is the exact type of incident that traumatizes our community."
Carvalho has publicly shared his experience as a former undocumented immigrant. In a Time magazine essay published in June, as President Donald Trump sent National Guard troops to Los Angeles, Carvalho described how his path to citizenship connected him to those of his students who face the same struggles he did -- and whose families now feared for their safety as they went to school. 
But LAUSD schools would remain "safe and welcoming spaces for every child, regardless of immigration status," Carvalho promised in the piece.
Before taking LAUSD's top post in February 2022, Carvalho spent more than a decade as superintendent of Miami-Dade County Public Schools in Florida.
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National Security
Iran, U.S. resume nuclear negotiations as Trump's war clock ticks down
Tehran is expected to deliver a new proposal on nuclear enrichment in Geneva as the United States continues to amass military forces in the Middle East.

U.S. special envoy Steve Witkoff arrives at his Geneva hotel on Thursday during a new round of indirect talks between the United States and Iran on Iran's nuclear program. (Fabrice Coffrini/AFP/Getty Images)


By Karen DeYoung, Noah Robertson | 2026-02-26
The third round of nuclear talks between the United States and Iran has begun in Geneva, as much of the world holds its breath to see if the massive military force President Donald Trump has assembled in the Middle East is a threat designed to bring the Iranians to heel or a promise to attack if negotiations don't immediately produce a deal to his liking.
"I don't think a final decision has been made yet," said Sen. Mark R. Warner (D-Virginia), one of a small group of senior congressional leaders briefed on the president's plans just hours before Trump delivered the annual State of the Union speech Tuesday evening before a joint session of lawmakers.
"Now whether you believe that or not is a totally different question," said one person familiar with the administration's outreach to lawmakers who spoke on the condition of anonymity regarding sensitive discussions.
Chief U.S. negotiator Steve Witkoff and his fellow negotiator, Trump's son-in-law Jared Kushner, arrived Thursday morning in Geneva and were seen meeting with Omani Foreign Minister Badr Albusaidi, who is serving as an intermediary in the indirect talks between the U.S. and Iran.
Trump's address Tuesday provided few if any clues as to his ultimate intentions. He repeated claims to have "obliterated Iran's nuclear weapons program" with airstrikes in June but said the Iranians were starting to rebuild it and "are at this moment pursuing their sinister ambitions." He said Iran has refused to pledge never to have a nuclear weapon and was already working on intercontinental ballistic missiles (ICBMs) "that will soon reach" the continental United States.
All of those assertions have been questioned by international nuclear inspectors, who have assessed that most of Iran's underground nuclear facilities remain intact, although their entrances are buried under rubble from the June bombings and have not yet been reached. Iran has amassed a worrisome amount of highly enriched uranium for which there is no other use but a nuclear weapon, although it has repeatedly said it has no intention of producing one.
Whatever Iran's intentions may be, there is no evidence of an active plan to build a bomb, Rafael Mariano Grossi, head of the International Atomic Energy Agency, said last week in an interview with French television. Grossi was expected to attend Thursday's Geneva meeting to provide the IAEA assessment and the parameters of inspections under any new agreement.

People hold the "Lion and Sun" pre-Iranian Revolution national flags during a protest against Iran's government in front of the United Nations Office in Geneva on Thursday. (Pierre Albouy/Reuters)


A report last year by the U.S. Defense Intelligence Agency -- before the June U.S. and Israeli strikes -- said that while Iran has missiles capable of targeting the Middle East and Europe, it could only produce a "militarily-viable" ICBM by 2035, "should Tehran decided to pursue the capability."
Israel and the United States have said that much of Iran's missile launch sites were destroyed during the June attacks.
As the drumbeats of possible war have increased, the administration has offered several different rationales for a U.S. attack: protecting Iranian civilians protesting the regime, Tehran's refusal to agree to U.S. terms for a deal and defending some 35,000 U.S. soldiers based in the region from a possible attack.
While Trump has consistently said his goal is to prevent Iran from having a nuclear weapon, others in the administration have said Tehran must end all nuclear enrichment, surrender some 900 pounds of highly enriched material that is close to weapons-grade, curtail its ballistic missile program and end support for proxy militias in the region such as the Houthis in Yemen and Hezbollah in Lebanon.
Tehran has chosen to take Trump at his word, saying that the current talks are only about a verifiable pledge that Iran will not produce nuclear weapons in exchange for U.S. lifting economic sanctions.
Ali Shamkhani, an adviser to Iran's supreme leader, said an agreement was "within reach" if the talks stick to Iran's pledge not to build a nuclear weapon, adding on social media Thursday morning that Iran's foreign minister has "sufficient support and authority" to come to a deal in the negotiations.
The new proposal Iran has said it is bringing to Geneva includes "token enrichment" -- which Tehran says is its sovereign and legal right under the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty -- for medical purposes and other research, according to two people familiar with the negotiations who spoke on the condition of anonymity about closed-door diplomacy.

An Iranian soldier walks across Enqelab square in Tehran earlier this month. (Majid Saeedi/Getty Images)


When an earlier round of talks took place last spring, Witkoff said publicly that Iran would be limited to 3.67 percent enrichment, the level agreed to in the 2015 deal under the Obama administration that Trump withdrew from during his first term. But within weeks, after some Republican lawmakers publicly rejected that option, Witkoff quickly pivoted, telling ABC in a May interview: "We cannot allow even 1 percent of an enrichment capability."
Under the 2015 agreement, Iran shipped its then-existing enriched uranium stockpiles to Russia. This time, Tehran has said it will not allow the material to leave the country, although some officials have suggested they might be open to "diluting" enriched uranium to a lower level.
A number of Republicans and Democrats have said that military pressure on Iran can be useful if it leads to a nuclear deal. "What they're doing right now, which is what I think is smart, is diplomacy backed up by force," said Sen. Dan Sullivan (R-Alaska), a member of the Armed Services Committee.
Sen. Jeanne Shaheen (New Hampshire), the senior Democrat on the Foreign Relations Committee, said that "if the result of the buildup means that we can get people to the table and they can negotiate a diplomatic end to the current situation, that would be good -- good for the United States, good for Iran, good for the region."
But the question, raised by Democrats and foreign policy analysts, is what exactly the administration sees as a minimum viable deal and whether Trump will pull the trigger before negotiations have run their course.
"What I heard was real concern about, if you take out the ayatollah and take out their regime, what happens next?" Shaheen said, referring to Iran's supreme leader and her conversations with foreign leaders. "Do you have the IRGC [Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps] take over? Do you have all out civil war across the country? It's really not at all clear. That's why the lack of a strategy on the part of the president and the administration is so distressing."
At the same time, "the president hasn't explained why now is the moment for another war in the Middle East," said Rep. Jim Himes (Connecticut), the ranking Democrat on the House Intelligence Committee. "If anything, he has done the opposite by continuing to insist publicly that previous strikes 'obliterated' the Iranian nuclear sites."
"If this administration intends to take military action against Iran," Himes said, "it must articulate a clear objective to the American people and seek constitutionally mandated congressional authorization."
Amid the negotiations, Iran has responded with threats, vowing in public statements to retaliate in kind to any U.S. attack. On Wednesday, Tehran accused Trump of telling "big lies" in his Tuesday speech, including his assertion that 32,000 Iranians had been fatally shot by security forces during the 10 days of street protests that swept the country last month.
The U.S.-based Human Rights Activists News Agency says more than 7,000 people were killed during the demonstrations. Iranian officials have said about 3,000 people were killed, at least 200 of them police officers, by "terrorist" groups that took over peaceful demonstrations, but thousands of cases are still under investigation.
"We will enter the negotiating room with sincerity and goodwill," said Deputy Foreign Minister Majid Takht-Ravanchi, a member of the negotiating team led by Foreign Minister Abbas Araghchi, in an interview with NPR. "If there is political will on all sides, I believe the deal can be reached as soon as possible."
Ellen Francis, Ellen Nakashima and Susannah George contributed to this report.
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Asia
An emboldened Kim flaunts nuclear ambitions while leaving room for U.S. talks
Offering "peaceful coexistence or eternal confrontation," North Korea's leader said he would only restart talks if the U.S. ends "hostile" policies and accepts Pyongyang's nuclear status.

People at a rail station in Seoul watch a news broadcast showing North Korea's leader Kim Jong Un attending the ninth congress of the Workers' Party of Korea. (Jung Yeon-Je/AFP/Getty Images)


By Michelle Lee | 2026-02-26
SEOUL -- In the seven years since President Donald Trump and North Korean leader Kim Jong Un walked away from nuclear negotiations, Kim's nuclear ambitions and weapons arsenal have only grown more potent. This week, Kim left room for restarting talks with Washington -- but only on his own terms.
In remarks laying out his policy priorities for the next five years, Kim declared North Korea's nuclear program -- which he has been advancing despite international sanctions -- as "permanent" and "completely and absolutely irreversible," vowing to expand his nuclear-capable munitions and arguing that the weapons are necessary to protect North Korea's interests in a quickly shifting geopolitical landscape.
Kim also announced new weapons systems that he plans to pursue, including sea-launched long-range ballistic missiles capable of reaching the continental U.S., multiple-launch rocket systems aimed at South Korea, and artificial intelligence-powered unmanned systems.
"It is our party's firm and unwavering will to further strengthen state nuclear forces and thoroughly exercise nuclear-armed state status," the Korean Central News Agency (KCNA) on Thursday quoted Kim as saying as he concluded the ninth congress of the ruling Workers' Party of Korea, the first such meeting since 2021.
North Korea now has about 50 nuclear warheads and has enough fissile material to produce up to 40 more, according to the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute, which tracks the global arms trade.
Kim said North Korea is open to restarting talks with Washington only if the United States ends its "hostile" policies and accepts Pyongyang's nuclear status -- a tall order, given the long-standing U.S. policy to pursue North Korea's denuclearization.
Pyongyang views U.S. joint military drills with South Korea and U.S.-led international sanctions as hostile acts, and has repeatedly demanded the U.S. change course as a precondition  for a return to talks with Washington.
"The prospect of the DPRK-U.S. relations depends entirely on the attitude of the U.S. side," state media quoted Kim as saying, using the abbreviation for North Korea. "Whether it is peaceful coexistence or eternal confrontation, we are prepared for everything, and that choice is not made by us."
Trump has said he wants to meet with Kim and, during a trip to Asia last October, offered to extend his trip if Kim agreed to meet. But Kim did not respond.
Instead, in his remarks this week, Kim bashed the "America First" foreign policy under Trump, blaming Washington for its "hegemonic ambition" and "arbitrary practices that make the world noisy and uneasy," state media reported.
"The world at present is completely different from the one five years ago, and international relations have been plunged into the vortex of chaos and upheaval," Kim said, according to state media. "Due to the U.S. hegemonic policy, a serious change is taking place in the existing international order and structure of international relations based on the multilateral system, and the standard of justice and the value of strength are being reevaluated."
Kim's stance underscores his growing self-confidence as a leader whose standing in the world has vastly changed since the Russian invasion of Ukraine, analysts say. North Korea has been one of the strongest -- and among only a few -- backers of Moscow, dispatching at least 12,000 troops to fight in Vladimir Putin's war against Ukraine.
That support, in return, has made Kim suddenly relevant internationally, rubbing elbows with Putin and Chinese leader Xi Jinping in a show of defiance against U.S. global power. North Korea may have also received much-needed cash, oil and military technology from the Russians, U.S. officials say, despite sanctions that ban such support.
"North Korea is in a very different place now, and most of us who follow North Korea understand that. They're not interested in engagement in the way they were in the past," Joel Wit, a former State Department official who helped negotiate a 1994 nuclear agreement with North Korea, said Thursday at an event for his book "Fallout: The Inside Story of America's Failure to Disarm North Korea."
"They have new allies, certainly Russia, and they've always had China. Their nuclear and missile forces have grown," Wit said, adding that Kim is "feeling like he's a player on the world stage now."
In week-long party meetings, Kim emphasized the need to strengthen the nation's economy as well as its conventional and nuclear forces, and shook up his party leadership structure to strengthen his grip on power. His teenage daughter, who South Korean intelligence officials believe is being trained to become his successor, accompanied Kim at a military parade in Pyongyang where thousands of goose-stepping soldiers marched through Kim Il Sung Square.
Kim also doubled down on his hard-line stance toward South Korea. In recent years, Kim has declared the South an enemy state and formally abandoned the long-standing North Korean goal of reunification.
In his remarks, Kim said North Korea would be justified in using nuclear weapons against South Korea -- the most explicit nuclear threat Kim has made against South Korea, said Rachel Minyoung Lee, senior fellow at the Washington-based Stimson Center's Korea Program and North Korea state media specialist.
Instead, Kim called on his country to build stronger relationships with "anti-imperialist independent countries," probably a reference to Pyongyang's recent efforts to strengthen ties with Russia's key allies and partners, including Belarus, and socialist nations in Southeast Asia, such as Laos and Vietnam.
North Korea's troop deployment to Russia appears to have "fundamentally transformed" how it sees its role on the world stage, Lee said. Russia appears to have given North Korea the recognition it seeks as a nuclear state, and China has stopped publicly calling for North Korea's denuclearization in recent years -- reinforcing Kim's views and "giving North Korea even less incentive to engage Washington," Lee said.
"It is precisely this self-confidence, or what many would describe as an emboldened Kim Jong Un, that poses the greatest hurdle to North Korea's reengagement with the United States and the West," Lee said.
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Americas
Cubans attempted to 'infiltrate' island on U.S. speedboat, Havana says
The crew of the Florida-registered vessel opened fire on border agents, Cuba's Interior Ministry said. Cuban forces returned fire, killing four.

Cuban coast guard ships docked at the port of Havana on Wednesday. (Adalberto Roque/AFP/Getty Images)


By Samantha Schmidt, Adam Taylor, Karen DeYoung, Christine Armario | 2026-02-26
The American speedboat that Cuban officials said opened fire on border agents Wednesday was carrying 10 armed Cubans who were attempting to infiltrate the country "for terrorist purposes," the country's Interior Ministry said.
Cuban authorities seized assault rifles, handguns, molotov cocktails, body armor and fatigues from the Florida-registered vessel, the ministry said in a statement late Wednesday. The men on board were Cuban nationals who had been living in the United States, the ministry said.
The speedboat was less than a nautical mile off Villa Clara province on Cuba's northern coast Wednesday morning when Cuban border agents approached and asked for identification, the ministry said earlier. The men on the speedboat opened fire on the Cuban vessel, the ministry said, wounding its commander.
The Cuban forces returned fire, the ministry said, killing four men aboard the speedboat and wounding six. The wounded were evacuated to receive medical attention.
Cuban authorities named the six survivors and one of the four who were killed. They were working to identify the other three deceased.
Maria de Jesus Galindo, the daughter of one of the men identified by Cuba as a detained member of the speedboat crew, Conrado Galindo Sariol, said she had no idea her father was traveling to Cuba until she saw his name on the list released by the Cuban government. She thought he had been working his usual job delivering packages for Amazon in areas just outside Miami.
The 22-year-old last saw her father three days ago and hadn't been in touch with him on Wednesday. She said her father, a Cuban national in his 50s, had been living in the U.S. for 10 years and had not been back to Cuba since.
"It was a total surprise," she said. "I'm in shock. I never would have expected this."
The Washington Post could not independently confirm Cuba's version of events. Secretary of State Marco Rubio, who was traveling in the Caribbean·, said earlier Wednesday that the United States would conduct its own investigation rather than rely on the account of the Cuban government.
"We will verify that independently as we gather more information," he told reporters in St. Kitts and Nevis, "and we'll be prepared to respond accordingly."
In response to a reporter's question, Rubio said no U.S. government personnel were involved.


The Cuban ministry said the border agents acted in defense of the nation.
"In the face of current challenges, Cuba reaffirms its determination to protect its territorial waters, based on the principle that national defense is a fundamental pillar of the Cuban State in safeguarding its sovereignty and ensuring stability in the region," the ministry said earlier Wednesday.
The Trump administration has been blowing up private vessels in the Caribbean and the eastern Pacific Ocean since September. U.S. authorities have reported 42 strikes on boats that they say it says were smuggling drugs, killing at least 143 people. U.S. forces have also boarded and seized ships that officials say it says were carrying Venezuelan oil.
Tensions between Washington and Havana have escalated in recent weeks as President Donald Trump's effective oil embargo on the communist nation worsens a years-long humanitarian crisis.
After capturing Venezuelan President Nicolas Maduro in a surprise military raid on Jan. 3, the Trump administration took control of Venezuela's oil exports and banned petroleum deliveries on which Cuba relied.
In an executive order last month, Trump declared the Cuban government's "policies, practices, and actions" an "unusual and extraordinary threat" to U.S. national security and threatened to impose tariffs on all goods from any country that supplied it with oil.
Rubio was in St. Kitts to attend a meeting of the Caribbean Community, or CARICOM, when he learned of the attack. He said the U.S. Coast Guard was informed by its Cuban counterpart.
"Suffice it to say, it is highly unusual to see shootouts in open sea like that," he said. "It's not something that happens every day.
"It's something, frankly, that hasn't happened with Cuba in a very long time."


U.S. Southern Command reported striking three vessels in the Caribbean and the eastern Pacific on one day last week, killing 11 people.


Rubio, the Miami-born son of Cuban immigrants, has said the administration hopes its economic chokehold will help topple what he has called the "illegitimate regime" in Havana.

The waterfront in Caibarien, in Cuba's Villa Clara province, in 2017. (AFP/Getty Images)


Stephane Dujarric, spokesman for U.N. Secretary General Antonio Guterres, warned this month that the administration's moves could precipitate a humanitarian "collapse" and urged dialogue. In a shift, the U.S. Treasury Department issued new guidance Wednesday loosening some restrictions on fuel.








Washington has maintained an embargo on most trade with Cuba since 1960, the year after the communist revolutionary Fidel Castro overthrew the government of U.S. ally Fulgencio Batista, and cut diplomatic relations in 1961.
President Barack Obama and Raul Castro, Fidel's brother and successor, restored ties in 2015, but the thaw was brief. During Trump's first term, he canceled much of the diplomatic outreach and ramped up pressure on Havana.
His tariff threat against potential oil suppliers is backed up by U.S. warships deployed in the Caribbean. Mexico quickly canceled shipments, but Russia has sent a tanker loaded with 200,000 gallons of fuel to the island, where it is expected to arrive in the coming week.
Trump and Rubio, a former senator, have both depended on Cuban American voters who oppose the government in Havana for electoral success in Florida. Trump has said that the administration is "talking ... to the highest people in Cuba," although he has not indicated what he wants from its government.
Cuban officials have said that they are open to conversations and that messages have been exchanged, but no significant talks have taken place.
"We have always been willing to maintain a serious and responsible dialogue with the different governments of the United States, including the current one," Cuban President Miguel Diaz-Canel wrote on X last month. But such talks must be based on "sovereign equality, mutual respect, principles of International Law, and mutual benefit without interference in internal affairs and with full respect for our independence."
Andy Gomez, former director of the University of Miami's Institute for Cuban and Cuban-American Studies, said the best word to encapsulate the current moment in Cuba's history is "uncertainty."
"You have Raul Castro who is going to be 95 years old in a couple of months," he said, "and then we have a president of the United States that operates on whims."
Aaron Schaffer contributed to this report.
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National Security
Rubio visits the Caribbean as Trump's Iran gambit nears tipping point
Marco Rubio attended a regional summit to emphasize the Trump administration's focus on the Western Hemisphere even as the prospect of conflict in the Middle East looms. 

Secretary of State Marco Rubio attends a meeting with Caribbean Community leaders in Basseterre, Saint Kitts and Nevis, on Wednesday. (Jonathan Ernst/AFP/Getty Images)


By Adam Taylor | 2026-02-26
BASSETERRE, St. Kitts and Nevis -- Secretary of State Marco Rubio landed on the Caribbean island of St. Kitts early Wednesday for what was intended to be a showcase of the Trump administration's focus on the Western Hemisphere after the U.S. military's capture of Venezuelan President Nicolas Maduro last month.
Rubio's brief visit to St. Kitts, where he a meeting of the leaders of the Caribbean Community, or CARICOM, comes as the administration's focus on this region is being tested by the large buildup of U.S. military assets in the Middle East and the looming threat of significant strikes against Iran if talks this week in Geneva over Tehran's nuclear program fail to make progress.
The U.S. delegation touched down here bleary-eyed after a late departure following President Donald Trump's State of the Union address Tuesday evening, in which he awarded a Medal of Honor to a pilot injured in the Maduro raid but also devoted a chunk of his 1-hour, 48-minute speech to the Middle East, promising not to let Iran have a nuclear weapon. Rubio, who in the hours before the speech also briefed members of Congress's Gang of Eight on Iran, is scheduled to return to Washington on Wednesday evening.
Speaking to the assembled Caribbean leaders Wednesday, Rubio joked about his busy schedule.
"It was two hours, the [State of the Union] speech, and then we got on a plane and came here. And when I told my colleagues I needed to come here to St. Kitts and Nevis on a work trip, they were like, 'Oh, sure, you're going on a work trip,'" Rubio said, in a response that prompted laughter, according to a transcript of his closed-door remarks shared by the State Department.
Rubio told the room that his visit was a sign of a new approach to the Caribbean for the United States.
"I am very happy to be in an administration that's giving priority to the Western Hemisphere after largely being ignored for a very long time," Rubio said, adding that the Trump administration wanted "the region to be seen."
The State Department declined to say why Rubio will not stay longer at the summit, which continues until Friday. The United States is not a member or official observer of CARICOM, which has 15 full members, mostly former British colonies.
Antony Blinken, who served as secretary of state during the Biden administration, had visited a CARICOM heads of state meeting in 2023 and a high-level meeting on Haiti organized by the bloc the following year.
Rubio's visit to the Caribbean comes amid deep uncertainty about the Trump administration's intentions in the region. The president's second term has offered "more questions than answers for Caribbean leaders," said Jenna Ben-Yehuda, a former State Department official who served in numerous policy and intelligence roles in the Western Hemisphere.
Caribbean countries have been split over the U.S. military's deadly campaign against alleged drug smugglers. Last year, amid escalating strikes on boats, CARICOM issued a statement calling the region a "zone of peace" that should be free from military intervention. Trinidad and Tobago, which has offered practical and rhetorical support to the administration's moves, declined to sign the agreement.
Since then, the operation to arrest Maduro, as well as U.S. warnings and an oil embargo aimed at the government in Cuba, have added to a sense of regional instability. Though in what appeared to be an acknowledgment of growing concerns about the humanitarian situation in Cuba, the U.S. Treasury Department on Wednesday issued new guidance loosening some restrictions on fuel shipments.
On Wednesday, Cuban authorities also announced that their forces had killed four people on an American speedboat· after it opened fire on Cuban border agents. Rubio told reporters he could not confirm the details published by Cuba but that U.S. authorities would conduct their own investigation.
"We are going to find out" what happened, Rubio said. "We're not going to just take what somebody else tells us."
There is a "strategic anxiety right now within Caribbean states about what's going to happen in the next few months, maybe the next couple of years" in the region, said W. Andy Knight, an expert on Caribbean politics at the University of Alberta.
Most Caribbean nations want more U.S. engagement but they are "yet to see how the promise of increased attention will translate into policy action that directly benefits them," said Ben-Yehuda, executive vice president of the Atlantic Council, a Washington-based think tank.
Rubio addressed some of these worries during his remarks.
"Irrespective of how some of you may have individually felt about our operations and our policy toward Venezuela, I will tell you this, and I will tell you this without any apology or without any apprehension: Venezuela is better off today than it was eight weeks ago," he said.
The country's new interim leadership had "done things that eight or nine weeks ago would have been unimaginable," he added, noting cooperation on efforts to stop drug trafficking and energy security in the Caribbean.

Secretary of State Marco Rubio meets with leaders of the Caribbean Community in Saint Kitts and Nevis on Wednesday. (Jonathan Ernst/Reuters)


Rubio, a former senator from Florida whose parents were from Cuba and who grew up adjacent to the Caribbean enclaves of Miami, is seen as a key figure in the Trump administration's focus on the Western Hemisphere. Most notably, he took on a leadership role in the operations that resulted in Maduro being arrested and taken to New York City to face drugs and weapons charges.
The administration dubs this focus the "Donroe Doctrine," likening it to the 1823 position put forward by President James Monroe that formalized opposition to European colonialism in the hemisphere. Under Trump, it's been held up as a justification for everything from electoral support for Argentina President Javier Milei to the president's public threat to seize the Arctic territory of Greenland.
Rubio held two bilateral meetings while at the summit: one with St. Kitts and Nevis Prime Minister Terrance Drew and the other with Trinidad and Tobago Prime Minister Kamla Persad-Bissessar.
Drew, the event's host, recently announced that St. Kitts and Nevis had reached an agreement with the United States to accept deportees from other countries. He was criticized, however, for stating that his nation would not accept Haitians deported from the United States. Haiti is also a member of CARICOM.
Knight, with the University of Alberta, said that divisions with CARICOM were a major concern for the region as the organization has served as an "anchor" for small nations in the Caribbean who were weaker on their own. "Small states thrive under a situation where there are rules and where there are norms," he said.
Now, he added, "those norms are being attacked by the world's most powerful country."
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Obituaries
Antonio Tejero, leader of failed 1981 coup in Spain, dies at 93
The revolt inspired fear that Francoist fascism had returned. Mr. Tejero died the same day the Spanish government declassified documents related to the coup.

Antonio Tejero Molina, a lieutenant colonel in the Spanish Civil Guard, in the parliament in Madrid on Feb. 23, 1981, during an attempted coup. (Europa Press/AP)


By Phil Davison | 2026-02-25
At 6:23 p.m. on Feb. 23, 1981, Spain's Congress of Deputies in Madrid, equivalent to the U.S. House of Representatives, was holding a roll-call vote to ratify a new prime minister. The atmosphere was peaceful, routine, even sleepy as 350 deputies began standing up to vote "si" or "no."
But Spain was about to experience one of its most historic events since the bloody civil war of 1936-1939 and the death in 1975 of dictator Francisco Franco, which had sparked a transition to democracy.
Into the Palacio de las Cortes -- seat of the lower house -- strode Antonio Tejero Molina, a thickly mustached lieutenant colonel in Spain's gendarmerie, the Guardia Civil.
Wearing the Guardia's traditional black patent leather three-cornered hat, he waved an automatic pistol in the air. From behind and around him came 200 of his fellow Civil Guards, armed with automatic rifles. The day became known among Spaniards as 23-F (23 de Febrero), when Spain nearly lost its hard-fought post-Franco democracy.
Mr. Tejero approached the speaker's podium, fired three shots into the ceiling and shouted, with a profanity, for everyone to sit down and be quiet. Most of the deputies cowered below their desks as his men let off bursts of automatic rifle fire.
The session was not airing on live television. But it was broadcast on the radio station Cadena Ser, and the shots could be heard in the streets around the Palacio in the heart of Madrid. Video footage from the Congress's cameras soon emerged. It was clear an attempted coup d'etat was underway and that Mr. Tejero and his men were holding 350 deputies hostage.
For a tense 18 hours, many Spaniards feared that Francoist fascism had returned.
Mr. Tejero, who died Feb. 25 at 93, became the most visible incarnation of the coup attempt, but he was not the only player.
After Mr. Tejero and his men took over the legislative chamber, Spanish army Lt. Gen. Jaime Milans del Bosch deployed 2,000 soldiers and 50 tanks around Valencia, Spain's third-largest city, announcing support for Mr. Tejero and declaring a state of emergency in the Mediterranean port and resort. Many Spaniards feared King Juan Carlos I had supported or even instigated the coup because of the monarchy's long links with Franco. Mr. Tejero himself had suggested he had the support of the king.
At 1 a.m. on Feb. 24, the somber Juan Carlos, then 43, gave an address on national TV as families across the nation huddled around their sets. His decision to wear his uniform as captain general (commander in chief) of the armed forces did little to allay the concerns of democrats -- and boosted the hopes of Francoists and other fascist sympathizers.
To the surprise of both sides, he defended democracy. "The Crown, symbol of the permanence and unity of the fatherland," he said, "can in no way tolerate any actions or attitudes which attempt to interrupt by force the democratic process voted for by the Spanish people."
At 5 a.m., Milans del Bosch ordered his men to stand down in Valencia and later surrendered. Mr. Tejero held out, even as other military and Guardia commanders sided with the king.

Journalists and police officers wait for the release of parliamentary deputies in Madrid in 1981, after an attempted coup by Mr. Tejero. (AFP/Getty Images)


It soon emerged that another army general, Alfonso Armada, had probably masterminded the attempted coup, hoping to become a Franco-style military head of state. Realizing the attempt had failed, Mr. Tejero surrendered at midday on Feb. 24, released all the deputies unharmed and was taken into custody.
Three days later, more than 1 million people took to the streets of Madrid shouting, "Viva la libertad! Viva la democracia! Viva el rey!" It was among the largest demonstrations in Spanish history, and the king appeared to have reached the peak of his popularity. Communist Party leader Santiago Carrillo declared, "Today, we are all monarchists."
On June 3, 1982, Mr. Tejero and Milans del Bosch were each sentenced to 30 years in prison for "military rebellion." More than 30 other soldiers and Civil Guards received terms of up to 12 years. In 1983, Armada was also sentenced to 30 years on the same charges.
Armada, an aide to the king before the coup attempt, was freed five years later. Milans del Bosch was released in 1990, Mr. Tejero in 1996. The latter remained a Francoist for the rest of his life, received his military pension and added to his earnings as a landscape artist. He died the same day Spain's government declassified a trove of documents related to the attempted coup.
Antonio Tejero Molina was born April 30, 1932, in Alhaurin el Grande, on the sunbaked hills of Andalusia. He enlisted in the Guardia Civil in 1951.
By 1974, he was a lieutenant colonel in the northern Basque province of Guipuzcoa, where he incurred the wrath of separatists when he tried to suppress the Ikurrina, the Basque flag.
The separatists responded by attaching explosives on street corners near their flags, and several of Mr. Tejero's Guardia were killed when they tried to remove the devices. Mr. Tejero was also part of a failed military coup attempt in 1978, known as Operation Galaxia, but served only seven months in prison and retained his rank in the Guardia.
After his release in 1996, Mr. Tejero generally maintained a low profile. When Chilean military dictator Augusto Pinochet died in 2006, he attended a tribute to him in Madrid. In 2018, Mr. Tejero attended a memorial service for Franco's only child, Carmen Franco.

Mr. Tejero arrives in 2019 at the Mingorrubio Cemetery in Madrid, as the body of former dictator Francisco Franco was moved after being exhumed from his original resting place in the Valley of the Fallen. (Alejandro Jimenez/Europa Press/AP)


The next year, at age 87, he showed up at a Madrid cemetery for a service honoring Franco after the former dictator was exhumed from his original burial place, a mausoleum known as El Valle de los Caidos (the Valley of the Fallen).
Spain's socialist government was concerned that the mausoleum, visited daily by many Franquistas, had become a shrine to Franco. At the reburial, 80 years after the end of the civil war, Mr. Tejero, flanked by personal security, was greeted with cries of "Viva Tejero! Viva Franco!"
In his later years, Mr. Tejero divided his time between Madrid and Torre del Mar, near Malaga. He had six children and died "peacefully" in the Spanish city of Alzira, according to a statement from a law firm representing his family.
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Americas
Brazilian court convicts ex-lawmaker in murder of politician Marielle Franco
The 2018 assassination of rights activist and Rio de Janeiro city council member Marielle Franco, a rising star in Brazilian politics, reverberated worldwide.

Marielle Franco leads a Rio de Janeiro city council session in January 2017. (Renan Olaz/AFP/Getty Images)


By Marina Dias | 2026-02-25
BRASILIA -- Brazil's Supreme Court on Wednesday found a former congressman and his brother guilty of ordering the murder of Marielle Franco, the human rights activist and city council member whose 2018 assassination in downtown Rio de Janeiro reverberated around the world.
Two military police officers were found guilty of assisting in the planning and logistics of the killing. A former Rio police chief, the official responsible for investigating the crime, was found guilty of hindering the investigation.
The assassination of Franco, a 38-year-old advocate for LGBTQ+ and racial equality who was considered a rising star in Brazilian politics, laid bare the connections between the governing elite and the organized criminal groups that wield power across broad swaths of Rio -- an open wound that focused debate on violence and impunity in Latin America's largest democracy.
The ruling offers a response to a question that became a rallying cry at protests from Rio to New York to Paris: "Who ordered Marielle's killing?"
Franco had dared to fight land-grabbing operations in areas under the influence of then-congressman Chiquinho Brazao and Rio state auditor Domingos Brazao, brothers who led militias there, Supreme Court Justice Alexandre de Moraes said from the bench.
"She was a Black and poor woman who dared to stand up to the interests of White, wealthy male militiamen," Moraes said. Anderson Gomes, Franco's driver, also was killed in the attack.
Anielle Franco, Marielle's sister, said the trial exposed the worst of the politics in Rio while showing there can be no impunity for perpetrators of gender- and race-based political violence.
"Marielle is the concrete expression of that reality, but, unfortunately, she is not an isolated case," said Anielle, now the minister of racial equality in President Luiz Inacio Lula da Silva's government.
"There are countless forms of political violence, particularly since 2018," she told The Washington Post before the verdict. "This triad of militia, politics and police who are willing to commit crimes lift the manhole cover and let the worst elements of Rio's political underworld surface."

Anielle Franco, Brazil's minister of racial equality and Marielle's sister, on Wednesday attends the trial of suspects in her killing. (Mateus Bonomi/Reuters)


Anielle Franco; Marinete Silva, the sisters' mother; and Luyara Franco, Marielle's 26-year-old daughter, attended the two-day trial.
The Brazao brothers were convicted of attempted homicide, double homicide and criminal organization and sentenced to 76 years and three months in prison. Chiquinho Brazao was most recently a member of the far-right Brazil Union party. He was suspended from Congress after his 2024 arrest and removed from office in 2025.
Rivaldo Barbosa was appointed Rio's police chief the day before Marielle Franco's killing and embraced her family that night. He was sentenced to 18 years for obstruction of justice and passive corruption.
Franco, born and raised in Complexo da Mare in northern Rio, described herself as Black, bisexual and "from the favela." She championed protections for vulnerable communities.
Franco was returning home from an event with Black women leaders on the night of March 14, 2018, when a car pulled alongside hers and a gunman unleashed a burst of submachine gun fire. Franco and Gomes were killed instantly. Fernanda Chaves, a friend and aide, survived.
Former military police and militia member Ronnie Lessa, arrested a year later, confessed to pulling the trigger. He pleaded guilty to double homicide, attempted homicide and receiving stolen property -- the vehicle used in the crime -- and was sentenced to 78 years.
Lessa told authorities that he had been hired by the Brazao brothers. During the trial, prosecutors said the brothers ordered Franco's death to prevent her from undermining their interests in land-grabbing schemes in Rio. As a city council member, prosecutors said, she hindered legislation that could have benefited the brothers.
"The criminal organization formed by the defendants and militia members systematically engaged in crimes such as extortion, territorial control and the exploitation of illicit markets," prosecutor Hindenburgo Chateaubriand Filho said. These included "charging residents fees for 'security' services, illegally distributing cable TV signals and monopolizing electoral campaigning by excluding rivals."
Prosecutors said Barbosa advised that Franco must not be killed along routes to or from the city council complex.
Defense attorneys denied their clients' involvement and dismissed Lessa's confession. "Mr. Ronnie Lessa's plea deal," said Cleber Lopes, Chiquinho Brazao's attorney, "is a mental construct."
Anielle Franco said it took "strength and composure" to sit through "such absurd statements from the defense attorneys."
"After eight years of waiting, I understand that another day or two is part of the legal process," she said. "But I would be lying if I say it does not mix our feelings."
Months after Franco's assassination, Brazil elected Jair Bolsonaro president. During his administration, the investigation remained with Rio state authorities.
After Lula took office in 2023, then-Justice Minister Flavio Dino ordered the federal police to take over the case. Dino is now a Supreme Court justice.
"This trial is a response to democracy, to society, to the families," Anielle Franco said. "In part, I feel that justice has begun to be done. But true justice would be having her here with us."

Brazilian Supreme Court Justice Flavio Dino presides over the trial on Tuesday. (Sergio Lima/AFP/Getty Images)
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Business
The 'Trump accounts' for kids come with a catch in some states
Kids in California and several other states could owe taxes on money in their Trump accounts.

President Donald Trump speaks during the launch of the "Trump accounts" program at the Andrew W. Mellon Auditorium in Washington on Jan. 28. (Jose Luis Magana/AP)


By Julie Z. Weil | 2026-02-26
The White House has touted "Trump accounts" as a new way to grow a nest egg for children, with preferential tax treatment. But some states plan to tax those accounts as they would other investment income.
The accounts, created through last year's major tax law, are available starting in July to any U.S. citizens under 18 whose parents fill out a form opting in. Parents, employers, friends and philanthropies can invest in the accounts. And, as part of a pilot program·, the U.S. Treasury will offer $1,000 to every participating child born between Jan. 1, 2025, and Dec. 31, 2028.
Although the accounts were designed to get less favorable tax treatment than 529 college savings plans, they impose fewer restrictions on how the money is spent. Recipients aren't supposed to owe any taxes until the money is withdrawn, which can happen at any point after a child turns 18, in accordance with rules for traditional IRAs.
But despite a flashy rollout that included a Super Bowl ad this month, many U.S. states don't recognize Trump accounts, which means the money isn't shielded from taxes.
That's not in issue in D.C. and the 20 states that automatically match federal tax law or in the nine states that don't impose a personal income tax. The Washington Post asked the remaining 21 states whether earnings in Trump accounts would be taxed.
Eight said the annual earnings, under existing laws, would be considered taxable: Arkansas, California, Hawaii, Kentucky, Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, South Carolina and Wisconsin. Georgia, Maine, Vermont and Indiana said state legislation is under consideration to exempt the accounts from annual state taxes. Minnesota, Mississippi and North Carolina said the issue would be decided later.
Virginia and Idaho said the accounts would not be taxed annually.
Four states did not respond to The Post's query.
Since the investment accounts will belong to minors, many participants will fall below the threshold that requires paying yearly taxes. But children who have substantial earnings aside from their Trump accounts may owe taxes, along with those who accumulate sizable balances in their Trump accounts before they turn 18.
State rules for minors' tax liability tend to parallel the federal government's, which require children to pay a "kiddie tax" if they have more than $2,700 in unearned income in a given year. Not many children have to pay a kiddie tax -- out of more than 70 million kids in America, about 333,000 paid in 2021, the most recent year with IRS statistics available. But those who do often have substantial income. The average kid who filed in 2021 had $18,000 in income. Collectively, that group paid more than $1 billion in federal income taxes.
In California, the nation's most populous state, children must file tax returns if they have more than $2,600 in unearned income. In Hawaii, another state that plans to tax the accounts, kids with more than $1,000 in unearned income, such as dividends in their accounts, might owe taxes.
Figuring out those taxes could be tricky. Since the accounts aren't taxed on the federal level, the banks that hold them won't be required to send 1099s to account holders showing the annual earnings. (That lack of paperwork might also make it highly impractical for any state to go looking for people who aren't paying taxes on earnings in the account.)
The new accounts have other complications, including that even the smallest contributions could require a highly complex federal gift tax form. Those complications could make some families cautious about putting money in a Trump account.
California accountant Richard Pon, who noticed his state's plan to tax the accounts in an obscure government document, expects that some states may treat contributions to the accounts differently depending on the source.
States might consider the U.S. government's $1,000 contribution nontaxable, akin to a federal tax refund, and might view contributions from charities as nontaxable gifts, such as billionaire Michael Dell's pledged contributions to millions of children's accounts. But Pon thinks states will probably tax contributions from employers. Relatives can give up to $5,000 per year to kids' accounts, and companies can give their employees and employees' children $2,500. Charles Schwab, Chipotle, Comcast, IBM, Intel, Uber and other companies have said they will contribute for their employees' children.
Brian Schultz, an accountant who specializes in ultrarich households, said some wealthy families might run into tax issues using the accounts. "If my child's Trump account was funded by this $1,000 pilot contribution and nobody else ever puts any money into the account, odds are it's not going to rise to enough income" that it poses a tax problem, Schultz said. "It could be more of an issue if you have family members or other people contributing to fund the Trump account."
Schultz noted that the calculations could get complicated in the long run. When account holders eventually take their money out, they will need to pay taxes on it -- but they shouldn't have to pay state taxes twice on the same earnings, so they will need to track what they've already paid, perhaps many years ago. And what happens if a family moves from one state to another?
Others predicted that most states will simply pass legislation at some point to exempt the accounts from taxes.
Amira Boland, chief of staff at New America's New Practice Lab, is working with states on potentially contributing to the accounts for residents. She expects states will stop taxing the accounts once they see how popular they become. "People are going to love this," she said.
"It can quietly become the largest individual cash-transfer program we have in the United States," Boland said, predicting a future in which charities and companies become much more likely to contribute to the new accounts than to such existing vehicles as 529s. "There's something particularly American about the agency of choosing what you're going to use your money on, and starting a business and stuff. ... Honestly, it's a beautiful story. You invest in children, and then they can invest in America, and then they can start a company and own a home."
This story has been updated to include Arkansas, which will tax earnings in Trump accounts.
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Economic Policy
How $15.5 billion will be spent on Congress's pet projects
Lawmakers have approved nearly $15.5 billion in earmarks for more than 8,000 projects in the 2026 federal funding package.

After a pause in 2025, congressional earmarks returned for 2026, with over 8,000 local projects worth more than $15 billion. (Heather Diehl/Getty Images)


By Riley Beggin, Federica  Cocco | 2026-02-26
Jazz history. Border helicopters. Oyster shell recycling. Tuna research. Film education.
After one year off, the tradition of tucking millions of dollars for parochial projects into Congress's annual funding legislation returned.
The 2026 federal funding package passed earlier this month included nearly $15.5 billion across 8,271 projects in lawmakers' districts and states. An additional $273 million in earmarks are tucked into the Department of Homeland Security appropriations bill, which has not yet passed.
The funding -- formally known as "congressionally directed spending" and informally known as earmarks -- makes up just 1 percent of the $1.65 trillion in discretionary spending Congress has approved through Sept. 30, but it often receives outsize attention.
Critics argue the narrowly directed spending invites corruption, while proponents say it allows lawmakers to respond to local needs.
Either way, it provides a powerful incentive to keep lawmakers working toward bipartisan, full-year appropriations bills -- the process Congress nearly completed earlier this month after extending 2024's funding levels for all of 2025.
"Members do care. It does provide motivation to get bills to the floor and across the finish line," said Charles Kieffer, who spent decades in the Office of Management and Budget and working for the Senate Appropriations Committee.
The money will bolster bridges, highways, sewer systems and airport tarmacs; renovate community centers, homeless shelters, housing projects and libraries; fund new hospital equipment, public transit and workforce training programs and more.
The funded projects include $200,000 for an oral history initiative about jazz at Lincoln Center in Manhattan requested by Senate Minority Leader Charles E. Schumer (D-New York). Sen. Susan Collins (R-Maine) secured $129,000 for bluefin tuna research in the Atlantic Ocean. Sen. Cory Booker (D-New Jersey) got $80,000 for film education programs tied to a local film festival. Rep. John James (R-Michigan) received $2.1 million for a "Northern Border Patrol" helicopter for his district that borders Canada, and Connecticut's Senate Democrats, Richard Blumenthal and Chris Murphy, got $184,000 for an oyster shell recycling program.
The most expensive items were infrastructure projects under the Army Corps of Engineers.
An effort to replace the 86-year-old Chickamauga Lock on the Tennessee River received $213 million at the request of Rep. Chuck Fleischmann (R-Tennessee), and Senate Democrats Patty Murray and Maria Cantwell secured $190 million for a fish passage and water storage project at the Howard A. Hanson Dam in Washington after the Trump administration defunded the project under last year's funding extension.
The money was spread unevenly across the country. California received the highest sum, at $1.07 billion, but the picture shifts when accounting for population: Alaska got $442 for every resident, Maine $335 and South Dakota $223, while large states like California and Texas got just $27 and $21 per person, respectively. Puerto Rico -- with 3.2 million people and no voting member of Congress -- got $3 per person.
Both Maine and Alaska will see competitive Senate campaigns for GOP incumbents, including for Senate Appropriations Committee Chair Collins, who has touted her ability to bring funding back as part of her reelection campaign.
In a statement to The Washington Post, Collins said lawmakers understand their constituents' needs and adhere to rules that promote "transparency and accountability" in the earmark process. "From increasing access to higher education, child care, and affordable housing, to supporting Maine's hospitals, improving our roads and bridges, and rebuilding police, fire, and EMS stations, these targeted investments will provide real and direct benefits for communities in all 16 counties," Collins said of her requests.
When submitting requests, lawmakers now must certify that neither they nor their immediate family have any financial interest in the project they're hoping to fund. Funding cannot go to for-profit recipients, lawmakers must show evidence that projects have community support, and earmarks can't exceed 1 percent of discretionary spending.
Senators from the Appropriations Committee dominated the top of the rankings. Murray, the top Democrat on the panel, led all lawmakers, with $485 million across 96 projects. More than a third of that came from the dam project. She was followed closely by former Senate majority leader Mitch McConnell (R-Kentucky), at $484 million.
Fleischmann, who chairs the House Energy and Water subcommittee, topped that chamber's list, at $250 million, almost all from the Chickamauga Lock project.
States that voted for Donald Trump in the 2024 presidential election received $3 billion more funding in total than states that voted for Vice President Kamala Harris, primarily because there are more of them. That funding is spread almost equally on a per capita basis: $46 per person in red states versus $44 per person in blue states.
Just over 27 percent of Republicans in the House and Senate, including some who have derided earmarks in the past, did not request any earmarks. Among Democrats in both chambers, 1 percent did not.
Last March, after a long delay and in a narrowly divided Congress, lawmakers decided to fund the government through the rest of the fiscal year by extending the previous year's funding. They avoided the hard work of passing their own spending legislation but, in the process, eliminated more than $15 billion in earmarks.
The year-long funding extension and an extended shutdown in November also gave the Trump administration additional leeway to decide where federal funding goes -- including by implementing funding cuts in states led by Democrats.
"I'm proud to have secured funding for important local projects across my state," Murray said in a statement to The Post, adding that it safeguards against such funding cuts. "My constituents will know exactly what I fought for and delivered -- I know they want a federal budget that prioritizes child care and affordable housing."
By the time this year's funding process came around, even members of the House GOP's most conservative cohort, the House Freedom Caucus, were demanding leaders include earmarks.
In the years before lawmakers banned earmarks, they cost taxpayers an average of $17.8 billion a year.
A string of corruption scandals -- including the "Bridge to Nowhere," in which an Alaska lawmaker directed $223 million to connect a small town to an island with 50 residents -- turned public opinion sharply against the practice. Congress banned earmarks entirely in 2011.
The ban, however, came with unintended consequences: Without the promise of local funding to bring home, lawmakers had less incentive to engage in the bipartisan dealmaking needed to pass annual spending bills on time.
Two of the country's five major government shutdowns occurred in the ensuing decade, along with more frequent funding extensions. Congress agreed to bring earmarks back in 2021 -- along with new rules aiming to increase transparency.
Critics of earmarks argue that lobbyists and special interest groups still have influence over which projects are chosen, and that the specialized spending contributes to wasteful government spending and a ballooning national debt.
Sen. Mike Lee (R-Utah) tried to eliminate earmarks in the most current spending package. "We don't need this, we don't want this," Lee said in a floor speech ahead of the vote. "This is what's driving the train toward the $38.5 trillion debt that we're adding to at a rate of $2 trillion a year. It's unacceptable, it must end."
His amendment was defeated.
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Economy
Trump Treasury official to exit after objecting to Minneapolis crackdown
John Hurley's exit follows internal disputes over the White House-backed push to target alleged fraud in the Somali community.

Treasury Department Undersecretary for Terrorism and Financial Intelligence John Hurley, seen in November. (Andrew Harnik/Getty Images)


By Andrew Ackerman, Jeff Stein, Natalie Allison, Ellen Nakashima | 2026-02-25
A top Trump Treasury official is leaving his post after privately raising objections to White House-backed plans to crack down on alleged fraud within the Somali immigrant community in Minnesota, according to seven people familiar with the matter.
John Hurley, a donor to President Donald Trump who is serving as the undersecretary for terrorism and financial intelligence, began telling associates in recent weeks that he was leaving his post. Hurley had recently conveyed his concerns to Treasury Secretary Scott Bessent about a project to enhance federal monitoring of international payments from the Minneapolis area, according to the people, who spoke on the condition of anonymity to discuss internal deliberations.
His departure underscores how some Trump allies in the federal government are uneasy with the extent of White House directives to deploy law enforcement tools against Minneapolis's Somali community. Two of the people said he raised data privacy concerns over the plans in question.
Hurley's internal objections to the Somali fraud plan haven't previously been reported. His departure is the latest senior-level exit at the Treasury Department, which has seen the departure of two chiefs of staff under Bessent, as well as the resignation of his top deputy in August.
Hurley denied the premise of this article, but Treasury officials declined to make him available for an on-the-record interview.
In a statement, Hurley praised the work of his team as "the tip of the spear pushing back to stop Somalia fraud in Minnesota."
"Anyone who has told you I do not proudly support these America first efforts is either uninformed or malicious," he said.
Trump has directed Cabinet officials to prioritize the issue of cracking down on fraud after it was reignited by viral videos and federal charges this fall against Somali men accused of running fraudulent safety net programs, two of the people said. The issue has captured the president's MAGA base in particular, which has demanded accountability and consequences for those involved in the alleged fraud schemes. During his State of the Union speech Tuesday, Trump said that "members of the Somali community" in Minnesota had "pillaged" billions of dollars from the federal government.
"This is the kind of corruption that shreds the fabric of a nation, and we are working on it like you wouldn't believe," Trump said.
Bessent has been committed to taking action that demonstrates the Treasury Department is taking the directive seriously, one of the people, an administration official, said.
But some Treasury Department officials have balked at the speed and aggressiveness with which the administration has wanted to move. According to the administration official, Hurley, who is "a little more 'by the book,'" disagreed with the suggested approach. The tension was the latest in a series of "differences in style" with other top Treasury officials since he took the post, the same official said.
The White House had issued "marching orders" on cracking down in Minnesota as part of an "admin-wide priority,"  the official added. The official emphasized that the disagreement over the Minnesota initiative was not the only reason Hurley was leaving the job, that he had mutually agreed with Bessent that the role was not the right fit for him, and that Hurley is still in good standing with the White House for other potential administration roles.
"[Bessent] is under a lot of pressure from the White House to show some interim results," a Trump ally said. "Trump needs something for 2026 on Somalia."
On Jan. 13, Bessent announced several new initiatives to combat fraud in Minnesota, held a roundtable discussion with victims, and announced new reporting requirements to target international transactions from businesses in Minnesota. Bessent also released a video and a statement saying that "all entities in the administration will be pursuing this so that we can get the biggest recoveries possible and we will see, and we are going to leave no stone unturned."
One new Treasury Department initiative requires banks and other firms to collect additional information on payments of $3,000 or more going overseas, such as the physical address, email address and birth date of the recipient. The order goes beyond what banks would typically collect about the recipient of a cross-border payment, including whether the money is tied to a government benefits program.
Career officials involved in formulating the Minneapolis order also raised objections and generally resisted the requirements, viewing them as clumsy and an inefficient way to root out potential fraud, said four people familiar with the internal deliberations. Some officials also viewed the order as an overtly partisan use of treasury resources, according to one of the people.
Hurley shared at least some of the career officials' concerns about the order but they were effectively overruled by others in the administration, fueling tensions with the treasury secretary and others in the administration, two of the people said. One of the people familiar with the administration's thinking, who spoke on the condition of anonymity to discuss internal deliberations, described Hurley as having been on thin ice with the White House for not getting the career officials more in line with the administration's views on using a treasury office known as FinCEN -- or the Financial Crimes Enforcement Network -- more aggressively to target suspicious payments.
Officials were working to keep Hurley within the administration and are said to be considering him for a top ambassadorial job in Europe. Though Hurley had initially turned down an opportunity to serve as ambassador to Germany, Hurley was more open to the idea as of last week, two of the people said.
"John Hurley is in discussions with the White House for an important new role in which we expect he will continue to faithfully serve in the Trump Administration," a senior administration official said in a statement, which added that Hurley and Bessent "have a great working relationship."
"Secretary Bessent is working tirelessly to execute on President Trump's agenda and safeguard American taxpayers from the crime and corruption enabled by the radical left," a treasury spokesman said in a statement. "The United States Treasury is committed to stamping out the rampant Somali fraud occurring in Minnesota, as well as all other financial fraud across America."
The controversy represents an abrupt turnabout for the former hedge fund executive and decorated Army veteran who had given extensive financial donations to Trump's reelection campaign. Hurley had been serving in the top Treasury role since his Senate confirmation in July.
Beyond the political fallout, critics say the Minneapolis policy itself could have sweeping consequences beyond its intended targets. Every family, privately held company and nonprofit in Minneapolis risks being swept up in the so-called geographic targeting order, or GTO, including nonimmigrants, according to Julie Siegel, who served as a senior Treasury official in the Biden administration and is now a nonresident senior fellow at the Atlantic Council, a Washington-based think tank.
"GTOs are really important tools for law enforcement and national security investigations. Using them like this -- in broad, untargeted ways -- diminishes their ability to be used in targeted, useful ways, and undermines the trust of American people in FinCEN, and in their financial institutions in ways that have long-lasting effects that are hard to foresee," Siegel said. "To undermine trust in those tools, and potentially lose those tools, is a big deal."
Rob Johnson, a senior attorney at the Institute for Justice, a libertarian public-interest law firm, acknowledged that the Minneapolis order carries a higher dollar threshold than two earlier orders targeting counties along the U.S.-Mexico border. Still, he characterized the order as a form of blanket surveillance that violates constitutional protections against unreasonable searches and seizures.
"The root problem here is that surveillance is being imposed without any individualized suspicion, just because people live in a geographic area," he said. "That's not how the Fourth Amendment is supposed to work."
Johnson has helped successfully litigate challenges to two earlier GTOs targeting border states. The administration is now appealing those rulings.
Banks have also expressed reservations about the Minneapolis order, warning that international payments could be delayed or canceled until they can collect all the additional information required of the order.
Bank executives, who had hoped for a reprieve from the additional reporting requirements, are bracing for the order to be replicated in other cities and for the administration to order banks to collect more information about their customers, such as immigration status, that they view as needlessly burdensome, people familiar with their thinking said.
The administration is said to be considering an executive order that would impose such heightened requirements on banks, The Washington Post reported this week, the latest move by the administration to crack down on illegal immigration.
Some executives also questioned the rationale for the enhanced monitoring in Minneapolis, noting that the administration has simultaneously embraced cryptocurrencies as an alternative to the traditional financial system -- a fast-growing sector that remains rife with fraud and lacks comparable guardrails against money laundering and other illicit activity.
Aaron Schaffer contributed to this report.
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Economy
What to know about Trump's accounts for children: $1,000 per kid
The president's $1,000 investment accounts for children are part of a new federal program.

(Carolyn Van Houten/The Washington Post)


By Riley Beggin | 2026-02-25
President Donald Trump touted a program during his State of the Union address Tuesday that created investment accounts for children born during Trump's second term seeded with $1,000 per child from the federal government.
Republicans created the program, officially dubbed "Trump accounts," through the GOP tax-and-spending law last summer.
"Tax-free investment accounts for every American child. This is something that's so special," Trump said during the speech.
He claimed the accounts "could grow to over $100,000 or more" by the time the child turns 18 years old.
Here's what you need to know about the program:
Children born between Jan. 1, 2025, and Dec. 31, 2028, are eligible for the accounts, which are a type of traditional IRA that allows for investments in index funds.
They must be U.S. citizens and have a valid Social Security number. The account would receive a one-time contribution of $1,000.
Children born before Jan. 1, 2025, but who are not yet 18 years old can also open accounts, but they would not receive the federal seed money.
Treasury Secretary Scott Bessent said last week that families had already applied to open some 3 million accounts, though the program doesn't officially begin until this summer.
Parents can file to open the accounts beginning this tax filing season using IRS Form 4547, named for Trump's presidential terms.
The authentication process begins in May, and the administration says the seed money would be available in accounts July 4. The child would own the account, while the parent can act as a custodian until they turn 18.
Withdrawals would be taxable until they reach retirement age, unless the beneficiary is using the money for education, a first-time home purchase, birth or adoption costs, or medical expenses.
In addition to the federal seed money, any adult can contribute to the accounts up to $5,000 annually.
Employers can also contribute to their employees' children's accounts up to $2,500 per year per employee as part of the $5,000 annual limit.
But states, local governments and nonprofit organizations can also contribute to the accounts, and doing so does not count toward the annual cap.
Late last year, the administration called upon ultra-wealthy people to donate to the program.
Dell Technologies founder and CEO Michael Dell and his wife, Susan, have said they would contribute $6.25 billion.
Billionaire investor Ray Dalio has said he would contribute $250 per account for babies in his home state of Connecticut, an approximately $75 million donation.
BlackRock, the world's largest asset manager, as well as BNY, Charles Schwab, SoFi and Charter Communications have also announced programs to match employees' contributions to the accounts.
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Economic Policy
Trump floats new retirement benefit for 54 million workers 
The White House does not have the legal authority to do what the president suggested, and some experts are skeptical of proposed legislation.

President Donald Trump's State of the Union address is seen on a TV outside the White House on Feb. 24. (Craig Hudson For The Washington Post)


By Jeff Stein | 2026-02-25
President Donald Trump, in his State of the Union address Tuesday night, suggested a major new retirement benefit for tens of millions of American workers, embracing an economic policy that proponents say could bolster the federal retirement safety net.
Speaking to congressional lawmakers, Trump pledged to extend to private-sector workers the same type of retirement plan already available to federal employees. He also said the government would kick in up to $1,000 per year to their accounts, presumably in matching benefits. Roughly 54 million workers in the private sector have no workplace retirement benefits and do not benefit from stock market gains, according to research cited by the Economic Innovation Group, a Washington-based think tank, as part of what some experts have termed a "retirement crisis" in America.
"Half of all of working Americans still do not have access to a retirement plan with matching contributions from an employer," Trump said. "To remedy this gross disparity, I'm announcing that next year, my administration will give these often forgotten American workers -- great people, the people that built our country -- access to the same type of retirement plan offered to every federal worker. We will match your contribution with up to $1,000 each year."
The announcement was celebrated by Trump supporters as a major new economic policy heading into the 2026 midterm elections, but critics pointed out some problems with Trump's pledges, and are skeptical it will substantially boost savings for working-class Americans.
The most obvious challenge is that it's not clear how much Trump can do on his own. Under existing authorities, the administration can create portable retirement accounts -- modeled on the Thrift Savings Plan used by federal employees -- and make them available to workers who currently lack a workplace plan. But the government cannot compel employers or workers to automatically enroll, nor can it unilaterally appropriate funds to provide a universal $1,000 match to all eligible workers.
Instead, the administration can facilitate take-up of a benefit that already exists. The bipartisan Secure 2.0 bill, signed by President Joe Biden in 2022, created a "Saver's Match" -- a federal contribution of up to $1,000 annually for qualifying workers who put $2,000 in an eligible retirement account. One problem has been that many eligible workers have had nowhere to put their contributions. Trump's executive action could create additional account infrastructure, but eligibility would still be constrained. Only workers who make less than $25,000 per year, or roughly $41,000 for couples, are eligible.
More impactful would be if Trump's comments spur congressional action. A White House official suggested that the administration will support bipartisan legislation to automatically enroll eligible workers in federal accounts, provide the $1,000 federal match for low- and moderate-income workers, and make those accounts portable across jobs. One bill is backed by a coalition that spans Charles Schwab, AARP, DoorDash and Uber.
White House economist Kevin Hassett has backed a similar kind of approach. Of the more than $200 billion in annual income tax expenditures related to retirement savings, less than 1 percent flows to workers in the bottom income quintile, according to the Economic Innovation Group. This would move some of those benefits down the income distribution.
"Since we've had the 401(k) system this has always been the problem: A huge share of the workforce has not been participating and doesn't have access to these benefits. Closing that gap is a big first step," said John Lettieri, co-founder of the Economic Innovation Group. "It's a long-run exercise to get people into the market, engaged in long-term savings and investment behavior with matching benefits. That's a proven way of building wealth over time, including for low-income savers."
That said, there are reasons to doubt that even the legislation being debated in Congress would do much to increase retirement security for low-income workers. Low-income Americans often do not have enough to live on already, much less an extra $2,000 per year to put into retirement accounts, said Matt Bruenig, founder of the People's Policy Project, a left-leaning think tank.
The Survey of Consumer Finances suggests that fewer than 12 percent of people who earn below $43,000 save for retirement.
"Almost no low-income people have retirement accounts. This is not because they are disallowed from having them," Bruenig said. "It's because they can barely pay their bills. Nothing in the president's plan changes that."
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Dining
Caipirinhas and good vibes fuel this Brazilian restaurant in D.C.
At Cana in Adams Morgan, Brazilian cooking, cocktails and vinyl records keep the party going.

Hearts of palm salad with squash and pepita pesto, left, and fried tapioca squares with cheese and guava sauce, with caipirinhas.


By Elazar Sontag | 2026-02-26
When Cana reaches capacity, the dining room buzzes with energy. Such is the power of cachaca, the essential and irresistible Brazilian sugar cane spirit that courses through each round of tropical cocktails passed across the bar. And of the right music. Rhythms of bossa nova and Brazilian funk cascade from overhead speakers into the narrow Adams Morgan space. Nearly every restaurant promises to immerse you in something. Cana delivers, sending diners hurtling happily to Rio de Janeiro.
The restaurant's marbled bar is wrapped in dark Brazilian oak, and comfy booths are lined with coral-green cushions. The small kitchen is tiled in earth tones. Walls are hung with prints of iconic Brazilians across disciplines -- a soccer player, a composer, a poet. Wherever a gap on the wall, a Brazilian flag has been planted. Who can we thank for this vibrant portal to South America? Two Serbian friends.

The compact dining room at Cana can feel like a festive cocoon.



Owners Marko Bogdanovic, left, and Radovan Jankovic were inspired by Rio de Janeiro's botecos.


Co-owners Radovan Jankovic and Marko Bogdanovic met in 2016 while working at the since-closed Kapnos Kouzina in Bethesda, and went on to open the restaurant Residents in Dupont Circle, before splitting off in 2022. At the time, Jankovic was in a relationship that regularly brought him to Rio, where he became inspired by botecos, the no-frills, low-cost drinking hangouts that serve as a cornerstone of Brazilian social life. He and Bogdanovic opened Cana in late 2024, intent on bringing some of these good vibes to D.C.
Jankovic worked with Brazilian architect Thales Maia to design the space, visiting mills in Rio until he found a wood he loved, which now makes up counters, backboards and bookcases filled with more than 1,000 vinyl records he scavenged at flea markets to spin at a DJ booth set to one side of Cana's entrance. Shutters cover all of the restaurant's windows. By day, it is a cocoon. By night, light comes mostly from flickering votive candles.
Cana: 1.5 stars (Good/Very Good)
Read more about the new stars scale.
Don't miss: Lamb picanha, hearts of palm (palmito e abobora), mushroom stroganoff (estrogonofe de cogumelos), broccolini rice (arroz de brocolis).
Skip: Shrimp empanadas (pastel de camarao), charred octopus (polvo).
Prices: Sides and small dishes $7 to $20, larger dishes $23 to $41.

The Caju Amigo cocktail, with cachaca, orgeat, pineapple and lime.



Estrogonofe de cogumelos, maitake mushroom stroganoff with shoestring potatoes and rice.


Cana is simply too pretty and comfortable to evoke a divey neighborhood hangout, but as stewards of one of only a few Brazilian restaurants in town, the co-owners are careful to keep their food familiar. "We're not like, trying to modernize Brazilian food," Jankovic says, but instead trying to "execute those staples and classics as best as possible." Chef de cuisine Nico Cezar and his kitchen team do these classics well. Estrogonofe de cogumelos, a stroganoff made with maitake mushrooms, is an unapologetic celebration of beige, tasting of rosemary, showered in fresh herbs, and served with rice and strands of fried potato.
I was doubtful when a server told me the recommended cook on a lamb picanha was medium or medium-well, but I should have had faith. From my perch at a booth near the open kitchen, I watched as the meat disappeared into a grill box lit with Japanese charcoal, where a steady drip-drip of rendering fat sent plumes of smoke into the air.

Lamb picanha with a side of broccolini rice.


The lamb came to the table in still-rosy medallions, accompanied by a mound of farofa, a mulchy toasted cassava flour. I dipped each piece of meat, reveling in the slight gaminess of the lamb and the faint sweetness of the cassava. I was glad to see farofa again soon after, sprinkled over a coil of linguica, the sausage sourced from a Brazilian butcher in Wheaton and piled high with pickled and caramelized onions.
The mix of cultures in the kitchen -- Cezar is Filipino American, while a sous chef and several line cooks are Brazilian -- leads to some fresh interpretations. Heart of palm, a Brazilian staple that receives about as much respect in the American kitchen as frozen peas, is made to feel special. The hearts are charred and arranged in a wreath with honey nut squash and pumpkin seed pesto, garnished with edible flower petals and careful dots of the mascarpone-like cheese catupiry.
A side of rice folded with bits of broccolini is a simple play on a homey Brazilian broccoli-rice medley, but it gave me fond flashbacks to a rice bowl at the chic Los Angeles cafe Sqirl. Large prawns bathed in chili crisp come with heads so crunchy they are best tossed back like potato chips.

Nico Perea mans the front bar. Caipirinhas are the star of the cocktail list.



Spiced shrimp with garlic chili crisp are served head-on.



Linguica acebolada, Portuguese pork sausage with pickled onions and farofa.


Not all of Cana's comfort food is equally comforting. I recently checked in on a dish of grilled octopus and fried yucca balls that I first ate a year ago, and it remained so salty that it burned like vinegar on the way down. Pastel de camarao, flaky empanadas filled with shrimp, were mostly air and dough.
The vividness that distinguishes Cana -- the unrestrained flavors, the IMAX-level sound system -- can also start to grate. When the lights are all the way down and the music is up, the restaurant can tip from moody to clubby. In these moments, Cana feels less like a great restaurant with a bar than a great bar that serves food. In fairness, this is clearly a draw for the crowd that shows up late in the night, snacking lightly and drinking plenty. (Jankovic says business is split evenly between food and beverage sales.)

Picanha steaks on the grill.



From left: Madeline Martin, Carey Oakes and Cameron Orr dine at the chef's counter.


A pre-sunset reservation ensures good light and a calmer environment. For the night-out crowd, the kitchen closes at 11 p.m. on Fridays and Saturdays, but the bar pours cachaca straight through until 1:30 a.m.
What most connects Cana to its faraway inspiration is an undying love of caipirinhas, the muddled combination of lime, sugar and cachaca favored as Brazil's national drink. Here, fresh sugar cane juice stands in for cane sugar, a little extra labor that adds dimension to the simple cocktail. Of the many caipirinhas that landed on my table over three dinners and a brunch, my favorite was the passion fruit, served with a few thick lime wedges that made the drink more puckering and intense with each sip.
Clusters of pulpy seeds gave the same slippery satisfaction of boba as I caught them with my straw. My glass overflowed with pebble ice, as if providing relief from the unrelenting heat of a tropical sun. Stepping back through Cana's dark-curtained door at the end of the night, smothered in a puffer jacket and a big scarf, felt like tearing away from the thrill of a concert, blinking furiously as reality returned to focus.
2412 18th St. NW. barcanadc.com. 202-839-0624. Hours: Tuesday and Wednesday, 5 p.m. to 11 p.m.; Thursday, 5 p.m. to midnight; Friday, 5 p.m. to 1:30 a.m.; Saturday, 11:30 a.m. to 1:30 a.m.; Sunday, 11:30 a.m. to 4 p.m. Sound check: 80 decibels/Must speak with raised voice (volume tends to be lower during brunch). Accessibility: Several steps to entrance, no wheelchair ramp. Dietary considerations: Allergens are not listed on menus; few meat-free dishes are available.
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Food
Trouble in the kitchen? Ask us your cooking questions.
Every Thursday at 11 a.m. Eastern, Becky Krystal answers your cooking questions.

(The Washington Post)


By Becky Krystal | 2026-02-26
Every Wednesday at noon Eastern, Aaron Hutcherson and Becky Krystal provide practical cooking advice that you can't find on Google. They answer questions like "Do you need to rinse rice?" and "Is it safe to leave butter at room temperature?"
But there's more! Often, your excellent questions inspire us to write full-length articles. Recent posts have covered broth vs. stock (and whether it really matters), foolproof ways to cook fish and a look at carbon-steel pans.
Aaron and Becky both write and test recipes for Post Food, our team dedicated to helping you cook with confidence. We're hoping this weekly chat will be a lively conversation where you can figure out any issues in the kitchen and identify new recipes for you to try.
Send us your question below. The question box includes a space for your name, but this is optional. Your question may be edited for accuracy and clarity.
Looking for more? Read on below:
	TK STORY
	TK STORY
	TK STORY

Want more recipes and tips? Check out our past chats, catch up on recently published recipes with our weekly Recipes newsletter, or sign up for the Eat Voraciously newsletter, in which G. Daniela Galarza shares one quick, adaptable dinner recipe every Monday through Thursday.




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.washingtonpost.com/food/2026/02/26/questions-recipe-cooking-advice/



	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next





	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next



Advice
Ask Sahaj: After so many racist incidents, I'm afraid White people think I'm ugly
How can this letter writer get over their fear of being unattractive due to racist beauty standards?

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


By Sahaj Kaur Kohli | 2026-02-26
Sahaj is off this week. The following first appeared July 18, 2024.
Dear Sahaj: I have a hard time accepting that White people might find me physically attractive, from my face especially. I am not trying to earn the validation of beauty from White people, but I want to be a contender. I don't want them to rule out that I could be beautiful due to my brown skin or hijab. I don't feel you can have a true friendship without believing the other person is beautiful, as those you love always become beautiful to you.
I also want men to see me as an equal option like White women or any type of woman. Basically, I have a deep fear my brown skin and hijab will make me unattractive to other people. It's not a huge deal if I don't know the person, but I don't want to have this struggle in my close relationships with White people; I want to trust they see my beauty and wholeness.
It's natural to want to feel beautiful and accepted fully for who you are and like your identity markers won't make you disgusting or icky in someone's eyes. I've had so many bad experiences -- like being told that South Asian noses look like rat noses in high school, or that I can't be liked by boys because I'm too desi and too "covered" as a Muslim. I don't see myself reflected as love interests in media. White people have said so many unkind and devaluing things to me that I feel they will always view me as inferior. My experiences have lodged these fears within me, even if I know intellectually they are not true. Please help.
-- Beauty
Beauty: You need to accept that the messaging about beauty standards you've internalized is rooted in white supremacy and colonialism. These beauty standards don't represent or reflect your skin color, your culture or your physical attributes. This is a much bigger issue regarding power, superiority and worthiness. Of course these standards are going to make you feel unattractive. They weren't created for you; in fact, they are founded on a belief that you, me and other people of color are inferior because of our race.
That's why healing from mainstream beauty standards is a radical act, and it starts with self-love.
I understand having previous experiences that reinforce beliefs that you are unattractive, but you use words like "icky" and "disgusting" that are harsh and riddled with shame. So that raises the question: What do you love about yourself? What factors, other than body image, contribute to your self-esteem? And how often do you spend time actually telling yourself that you are worthy and beautiful? When I work with clients who struggle with these same feelings, I will ask them to spend time looking in a mirror every morning and saying nice things about themselves. This helps build self-compassion and reframe negative self-talk. After all, being able to affirm yourself has to come from within. No matter how much other people find you attractive or love you, if you don't believe you are worthy, then it will never feel true.
Even more, decolonizing your beauty standards can come down to divesting your self-worth from "beauty" altogether. Believing someone is beautiful transcends physical appearance, so I encourage you to consider other qualities that you find beautiful, too. Maybe it's confidence or being able to express unfiltered joy. Maybe it's curiosity or a positive attitude. What makes you feel good about yourself? Focusing on these qualities can increase levels of self-esteem and, by default, can make you feel good about, and in, your body.
As you unlearn these Western ideals of beauty, I encourage you to explore ways to relish in your cultural and ethnic differences and feel pride in them. Maybe it's finding ways to express yourself through style with your hijab or dress. Or maybe it's expanding and diversifying your friend group (through local community or online ones like Brown Girl Therapy) to meet people who look like you. Or maybe it's through being more intentional about your social media and media consumption. Thankfully, there's increased representation in books and media that can help you detach from these standards imposed on you. These changes may also help you feel connected to where -- and who -- you come from.
Also, I wonder about your saying that "true friendship" means "believing the other person is beautiful." What do you mean by that? Do you really value your friends based on their external beauty, or is it -- as I imagine -- that you find your friends beautiful after getting to know and like them? I encourage you to challenge your idea of beauty in friendships. I also hear concern that even in your "close relationships" you don't feel a sense of security or chemistry. What does it mean to you -- specifically -- to have your beauty and wholeness seen in these friendships? I wonder if you have specific needs that aren't being met currently, causing you to feel poorly about yourself. If this is the case, this may require honest conversations about -- and even a reevaluation of -- your relationships.
Keep in mind that not everyone is going to think you are beautiful. And that's okay! If people don't give you a chance and have biases at first glance, that says way more about them than it does about you and your beauty.
Ultimately, I want you to remember: You deserve to feel beautiful and you are worthy -- regardless of looking different from what you have been taught about beauty.
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Travel
Family seating on planes triggers tears, stress and social media rants
Airlines face criticism for separating families on flights, despite efforts to address the issue and implement family-friendly seating policies.

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


By Hannah Sampson | 2026-02-26

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


Shea Bartlett was walking to the gate at Miami International Airport to board her Delta flight earlier this month when she got an alert that she and her daughter had been upgraded to seats with more legroom. Nice, she thought.
But when they tried to board, Bartlett, who works in communications, learned that there had been an issue with the new seats, so they had been changed again -- to spots in different rows. Bartlett's daughter is 4, and the Washington, D.C. resident had paid to make sure their original seats would be together.
The original seats were no longer available, so Bartlett said the gate agent told her to speak to the flight attendant on the plane. The flight attendant told her to ask other passengers to switch.
"I just burst into tears, which is super embarrassing," said Bartlett, who pointed to the stress of the situation and pregnancy hormones for her emotions. Another passenger offered to swap so Bartlett, who was 23 weeks pregnant at the time, could sit with her daughter.
For years, parents have been driven if not to tears, then to stressed-out pleas and angry social-media rants when their young kids have been given seats next to strangers on a plane. The reasons vary: Some parents purchased the lowest fares that only allow seat selection for an extra fee. Some booked last-minute with few available seats left. Some paid to choose seats with their kids but got reassigned after an aircraft shuffle.
Lawmakers have sought to address the issue since 2016, as airlines added fees for options that were once included in the base fare. But no regulation is in place yet to force airlines to keep families together without charging extra for the privilege. Airlines try to resolve the issues in advance, or urge families to work it out on the plane, but it's not clear how often families end up waiting for another flight if they can't find seats together -- or how much hassle they endure in the process.
"To me, it's ridiculous that we're still talking about this a decade later," said William McGee, senior fellow for aviation and travel at the American Economic Liberties Project, who has advocated for fee-free family seating for more than 10 years.
Congress told the Department of Transportation in 2016 to review the issue and direct airlines to put family-friendly policies in place, "if appropriate." McGee called that language a loophole and said no regulation came of the directive.
In 2024, the bill that funded the Federal Aviation Administration included stronger language, prohibiting airlines from charging fees for kids younger than 14 to sit next to a parent. The bill directed the Department of Transportation to get the ball rolling with a proposed rule, the first step in a lengthy process.
"Many airlines still don't guarantee family seating, which means parents wonder if they'll have to pay extra just to be seated with their young child," then-Transportation Secretary Pete Buttigieg said in a news release announcing the rule in August 2024. "Flying with children is already complicated enough without having to worry about that."
A year and a half -- and a new administration -- later, the rule is still in regulatory purgatory. According to the Transportation Department, it remains under review.
"DOT is considering the feedback received from all stakeholders, including passengers and airlines," the department said in a statement. In December, Transportation Secretary Sean P. Duffy announced a plan to make travel more family-friendly with an emphasis on more modern amenities in airport terminals. The seating rule did not get a mention in that initiative.
Under pressure from the Biden administration, some airlines changed their policies to guarantee adjacent seats for kids under 13 and a guardian. Those commitments are outlined on a family seating dashboard that launched in 2023.
Delta, for example, says on its website that the airline "strives to seat family members together upon request" and tells families to call a reservations number if they can't get seat assignments together on the website or app. Spokesman Drake Castaneda said that if a parent and child would be separated in an upgrade, the upgrade should not go through. It would be up to a gate agent to help move seats around if someone's new assignment did separate them from a minor.
Still, McGee said the voluntary moves are not enough.
"I'm not saying they go out of their way to make this a mess," McGee said. "But they don't always take care of this problem. We see ample evidence of it all the time. That's why we have regulations, that's why we have laws in this country."
Despite the individual policies, passengers still complain about experiences on multiple U.S. airlines. The bulk of the ire lately has been directed at Southwest, which moved away from its former open-seating policy that allowed families with young kids to board early enough that they could usually find seats together.
Southwest moved to assigned seating in late January, with a range of amenities that go along with each price point. Those who pay the cheapest price have to wait until they check in to get a seat assignment. But by that time, no adjacent options may be left. In the past couple weeks, multiple families have said they were shocked to find that kids as young as 2 had been assigned seats apart from their parents.
The Department of Transportation said in a statement that it was "aware of the specific concerns regarding Southwest's recent transition to assigned seating and is monitoring how these changes impact the ability of families to stay together during the boarding process."
Southwest spokesman Chris Perry said if a parent who books a basic fare isn't happy with their seat assignment, they should speak with a customer service agent at the gate to see whether it can be changed.
"We still make every effort to make sure families can sit together," he said.
Chloe Gibbs, 32, of Houston, has been flying Southwest all her life. But when she tried to check into a flight a couple weeks ago to return from visiting her parents in Midland, Texas, she wasn't able to. And then she realized her 2-year-old and 4-year-old were assigned seats in different rows from her and from each other. She was also traveling with an infant as a lap baby.
Gibbs believes her fares were in the cheapest category -- her mother had booked the tickets -- but said everyone had been seated next to each other on the flight from Houston. When she called the airline to ask for help, she said the agent chastised her for not upgrading her seats so she could choose where her kids would sit. She said another customer service worker told her she couldn't pick a seat because of the lap baby.
At the airport, Gibbs, a content creator and marketing director for a nonprofit, was directed to the gate agent. "I'm like sweating, like literally drenched in my sweatshirt I was so stressed out," she said. She said the employees were kind, tried to help figure out how to avoid the issue with the lap baby in the future, and ultimately put her in the last row with her kids. She posted a video on TikTok warning parents to upgrade their tickets to be guaranteed seats with their kids.
She said the ordeal has added a wrinkle to a planned fall trip to Chicago.
"Now we're like, do we even want to fly with Southwest?" she said. "It doesn't even seem to be worth it anymore."
Families who scramble to find seats together on the plane -- typically when they didn't pay extra to choose seats -- often spark debate when their situation is detailed on social media.
Cari Garcia, a food blogger from Miami, was waiting for a 7 a.m. JetBlue flight from Fort Lauderdale to Los Angeles in January when she saw a fellow passenger realize that his family's seats were spread around the plane. She posted on Threads after the man said he would just rearrange their seats on the plane so the young kids could sit with the adults in their party.
Her Threads post "spiraled out of control," she said, with some people saying they would refuse to switch seats in that scenario and some placing blame on the airline for not putting the kids with adults.
"I completely agree that families should, if you're booking the seats together and buying all the seats in one go, they should automatically be seated next to each other," she said.
Still, she pays extra to choose seats when she flies with her 9-year-old son.
"I would rather pay for my peace of mind than to kind of leave it up in the air," she said.
Cory Watilo, a Tampa-based software designer for a Silicon Valley startup, posted on X earlier this month when Southwest assigned seats to his wife, Tara, and kids after he did not pay extra for specific seats.
"I figured worst-case scenario they would at least put the 2-year-old next to my wife, but instead he got put into a separate row entirely," Watilo said in an interview with The Washington Post. Commenters called him cheap and a bad father. Some headlines inaccurately said that the mother and son were separated on the plane. In fact, his wife asked someone to swap seats and that person agreed with no issue.
In a comment on X, Watilo said there should be automatic seating assignment rules written in code for minors who are traveling with adults. He told The Post he wanted to make sure Southwest knew about the flaw in the system and said he thinks public awareness and scrutiny -- and not necessarily more regulation -- will push the airline to address the issue.
"This is one of those situations where I'm pretty sure anyone with some common sense or decency should be like: a 2-year-old should sit with their parents," he said.
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Advice
Asking Eric: Longtime friends leave couple out of annual vacation
Couple disagrees about how to respond to friends leaving them out of an annual trip.

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


By R. Eric  Thomas | 2026-02-26
Dear Eric: For the past several years, our family has celebrated the new year with another family at a very specific location on the Jersey Shore. It's been a lovely yearly tradition.
This year, for whatever reason, we did not book the hotel. There was no mention of the trip all year, with us assuming it was not happening.
Then, a couple of weeks before the new year, the other family sheepishly mentioned they had booked a room at the same hotel we have stayed at for years. They asked if we wanted to join them, but of course it was quite short notice so we could not.
I suspect they knew for a while and simply didn't want us there. Otherwise, wouldn't they have reached out while making the reservation?
At any rate, they went to the shore and did all the things we usually do -- posting all of it on social media -- without us. I became more upset as I saw the photos. I feel this was a huge betrayal, enough that I do not care to see them for a while.
My husband feels I'm being petty, and that I should forgive them and move on. He agrees what they did is hurtful and selfish but doesn't want to dwell on it. I feel something shifted in our relationship, and not in a good way. I'm seeing them in a whole new light and feel they truly did not want our presence.
We've been very close friends for more than a decade. I'm not sure how to get over this hurt. It really dampened my spirits this holiday season. What should our next steps be? Break up?
-- Left Behind
Left Behind: Ask them outright, "what happened with our New Year's trip?" You might even tell them how you're feeling about what happened. They may not know what you're thinking, and they might be eager to make things right.
They might also be feeling something similar. It's possible, isn't it, that since you didn't mention anything about the trip either, they could have thought you were backing away from them. Better to clear the air, and establish better communication for next time, than to break up hurting.
Dear Eric: I am a regular reader of "Asking Eric" and would like to offer another idea for the letter signed "Dining Dilemma," from an older couple who were distressed about not being able to afford to tip when they went out to eat. I'm even older and address this problem by going out for lunch instead of dinner. Food is just as good and there is usually some to take home for later. The biggest bonus is that it is usually cheaper. My local restaurant has a special luncheon menu: Soup or salad, main course, dessert and coffee or tea. I live where the tip needs to be 20 percent but the total still comes out less than a dinner main course. Keep up the good advice, I enjoy your "good read."
-- Happy Diner
Diner: Lunch instead of dinner is another great option, especially for folks who, like the letter writers, eat out multiple times a month.
I also want to correct something in my original response. I wrote that "most servers earn $2.83 an hour" and quite a few readers, especially those reading in Oregon (hello, and thank you for reading), pointed out that that's not accurate.
I regret the error. Per the Department of Labor's Minimum Wages for Tipped Employees chart (available online at: https://www.dol.gov/agencies/whd/state/minimum-wage/tipped), the minimum cash wage varies state-to-state. There are eight states and territories where the minimum cash wage is much higher, and the restaurants are required to pay servers the full state minimum wage before tips. On the other hand, there are 29 states and territories with a minimum cash wage under $4, with the majority of those being $2.13.
Tipping remains a flash point for many. But, no matter how one feels about tipping, this isn't a system that servers created or are perpetuating any more than any of us created the expectations of our jobs. In America, the position has a built-in agreement that they will be tipped for the work, which is often quite demanding. Additionally, servers are usually required to give a portion of their tips to bartenders, bussers and sometimes other staff. Being resentful that servers "expect" a tip is putting the blame in the wrong place. This isn't an ideal system, but it's the system we're in. There are many restaurants where the restaurant pays a living wage, and tipping isn't part of the culture. It's helpful for all diners to find out what the economic structure of your favorite restaurants are. It's something in which you're an active participant, tip or not, so it's good to know.
(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
Is my platonic female friend inhibiting love? 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 | 2026-02-26
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 deal-breaker. 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
Miss Manners: Rule-following guest ends up feeling rude
One guest's insistence on bringing a dish stresses this dinner host out.

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


By Judith Martin, Nicholas Martin, Jacobina Martin | 2026-02-26
Dear Miss Manners: After asking my dinner guests not to bring any dishes, some still do. My question is what do do when Person A shows up with a dish, and Person B -- lovely, lovely Person B, who was polite and kind enough to take me at my word -- sees the exchange.
Person B invariably gets embarrassed and asks if they should have brought something. I usually say, "Oh, no! This is not a potluck. Person A just had a dish she really wanted to share."
But inside, I am screaming, "No, Person B, you have manners -- unlike this completely overbearing person!"
The problem is that B is never comfortable with my answer, even if I talk to them later and explain what happened. It's a very awkward situation.
I'm not worried about getting through to Person A; they're a lost cause. But how do I make things right for B, who is absolutely a dream dinner guest?
Short of dropping Person A's dish on Person A's foot, the way to demonstrate to Person B that they were correct to take you at your word is to go about your evening.
When you speak to Person B alone, add that you are most grateful for the courtesy of being listened to. Miss Manners is sure that that, coupled with your evident passion on the subject, will leave Person B in no doubt as to how you truly feel.
Dear Miss Manners: We were informed of a friend's daughter's wedding plans recently, and were surprised when the formal invitation stated "black tie optional."
The black tie notation was a double whammy for us, as we are a gay male couple. We have no intention of purchasing or renting tuxedos for this event, so the issue is whether to attend it at all. My partner says that he would be comfortable wearing a black suit, and that the hosts and the bridal couple would also be fine with that, as black tie is merely optional. He also notes that what passes for "black tie" these days looks very much like an ordinary black suit with a few shiny bits and a black necktie, so we wouldn't stand out much.
I maintain that "optional" means "requested," and that the real instruction is, "Black tie is expected so that you can contribute to the atmosphere we are attempting to create. If you attend less formally attired, we will be disappointed and perhaps miffed, but you won't be barred at the door."
I am inclined to decline the invitation for fear of irking the hosts, who tend to be rather formal anyway, and so as not to disrespect the bridal couple, who clearly want the guests to help them create an effect on their special day.
Am I interpreting things correctly, or should I accept "optional" at face value?
Your partner is right about what passes for black tie these days. And while you each perfectly define a competing meaning of "black tie optional" in current use, Miss Manners does not know the happy couple, and therefore cannot say which applies.
She would take "optional" seriously.
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
First-time parents are trying to set 'boundaries' with a 10-month-old 
Their almost-toddler cries every time he doesn't get what he wants.

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


By Meghan Leahy | 2026-02-25
Dear Meghan: Our baby is in an almost-toddler stage right now. He is 10 months old and cries every time we do something to set boundaries, and won't stop until we get him what he needs. My husband and I are first-time parents, and are trying to figure out the best way to address these kinds of situations?
-- Boundaries
Boundaries: Thank you for writing in!
Setting "boundaries" is something you do with your partner, your teen or tween, maybe even a 3-year-old. But parenting a 10-month-old? That's not about boundaries.
Parenting a 10-month-old solely consists of connection and attachment, because those are the primary needs of this age. Everything your son requires to grow into a mature human begins with how he connects with you and his caregivers. Therefore, your guiding questions can sound something like, "How will giving (or not giving) this toy to my son help him to trust me?" or "How will I comfort him when I cannot give him that toy?"
There doesn't need to be a discussion about a 10-month-old bumping into boundaries, experiencing consequences or learning their lessons because that is developmentally inappropriate. That will serve only to hurt your relationship with your son. If you let life naturally unfold, as it does, you will find that there are times when you can fulfill your child's needs and wants (which is your job and the right thing to do), and then there are times when you cannot meet the desires of your child.
For instance, your child wants to hold on to a special stuffy, but you know it is likely to get lost in the grocery store. You lovingly leave the stuffy behind as your son wails for it, and this is all normal. Your son wants what he wants (a hallmark of the age), and you must behave as his prefrontal cortex and make these decisions. This isn't a "boundary"; it is good and rational parenting! And your only job is to hug him and say, "Yes, it is hard Ernie cannot come into the store with us ... he will be right here waiting," and then you keep it moving along.
Because a 10-month-old doesn't have rational thought, nor the ability to take many ideas under consideration, your life is going to be full of crying. If he wails, and you hand him back Ernie, is this a crisis? Well, no, but you are also not fulfilling your parenting role as being the one who makes the wise decisions. Losing Ernie is the bigger problem, so you must take the appropriate actions to protect your son (AND YOU) from the bigger problem. Tiring? Yes. But guess what? You have to act as your child's prefrontal cortex for years, so it is best to get used to it now. It isn't "boundary holding" but simply your job as an adult.
If you are withholding items or activities from your son to "toughen him up" or "teach him who's boss," you are causing undue suffering to yourself and him. There is no "learning" happening there. Imagine your partner was rushing to work, and you wanted a hug. They could offer you only a short one, and that made you sad, but they had to leave, and you understood. Now imagine your partner is just sitting around, and you are asking for a hug, but they just withhold it. They just say "no" because they can, no real reason offered. You will feel shunned, hurt and maybe angry. If your partner then hugs you only because you whine and get teary, you may feel temporarily better, but a new habit will form that you will get your needs met only if you cry and whine. A loop of insecurity has begun, when it is far simpler to just meet someone's needs and lovingly let them cry if you cannot.
I recommend looking at the Neufeld Institute to understand more about connection and young children. The reframe will be helpful, and it will provide a kinder and more stable guide for your parenting future. Good luck.
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Live Chats
Dining chat: Why do I have to tip 20 percent on an expensive meal?
Washington Post food critic Elazar Sontag entertains your restaurant questions, rants and raves.

(The Washington Post)


By Elazar Sontag | 2026-02-25




This article was downloaded by calibre from https://www.washingtonpost.com/food/2026/02/25/dining-chat-elazar-sontag-food-critic/



	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next





	Previous
	Articles
	Sections
	Next



Food
You asked: Is it necessary to remove salmon skin?
Do you need to remove salmon skin when a recipe calls for it? We answered this reader question. 

Broiled Salmon With Horseradish Sauce. Leaving the skin on makes for an incredibly crisp layer on top. (Rey Lopez/For The Washington Post; food styling by Lisa Cherkasky)


By Becky Krystal | 2026-02-25
Salmon recipes often say to remove the skin. The salmon I buy usually has skin only on one side. Is it really necessary to remove it when a recipe says to? And if so, what's the reason for removing it? Does it really matter?
This is a question we received in one of our live weekly chats, where we help you level up your skills in the kitchen.
Whether -- and when -- you remove salmon skin is largely a matter of personal preference. So no, it's typically not mandatory. In fact, there are plenty of reasons to leave it on.
Crispy skin might be some people's favorite part of the fish, especially if you're using a high-heat method to cook the salmon, whether that's broiling, grilling, roasting or searing. In Daniela Galarza's Broiled Salmon With Horseradish Sauce, the skin "becomes as crisp as a potato chip," she says, with zero extra fat added to the fish.
Leaving the skin on "helps to keep the fish from falling apart and makes for a pleasingly crispy contrast to the tender flesh," cookbook author Sara Moulton wrote for The Washington Post about her Grilled Salmon With Greek Salad Salsa back in 2018. It can also serve as a protective layer, keeping the flesh from sticking or drying out. "You should cook it that way even if you don't end up eating the skin, which is so easy to pull off afterward."
As to why you would want to remove it, well, some people just don't like the skin. And some methods, such as poaching or threading the fish onto skewers, don't lend themselves well to skin. (Though, again, you can remove the skin from poached salmon after cooking, for ease.) And if your recipe does not use a high-enough heat or a long-enough cook time to render the skin crispy, that's another reason to go ahead and remove it, especially since the extra layer of fat under it can potentially make things greasy, Matthew Fairman writes at America's Test Kitchen.
If you would like the skin off, for whatever reason, you can ask your fishmonger to remove it. Some skin will slip off easily. If it doesn't, place the fillet skin-side down, and using a sharp knife (a boning knife is great, but a chef's knife also works), start at the thin end of the fillet and slice between the flesh and the skin. Using a towel, if necessary, grasp the skin with one hand while using the other to slice, slanting the blade toward the skin.
Have a cooking question? I'm here to answer them in our weekly cooking chat on Thursdays at 11 a.m. Submit your question now, then join when the chat goes live Thursday.
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Home & Design
Ease your way into spring cleaning with these 11 low-lift tasks
Washing your laundry bag, dusting everything in a frame, and other quick and easy chores you can knock out in no time.

(IStock)


By Jolie Kerr | 2026-02-25
It's almost time for spring cleaning. But before you throw open and wash the windows, try picking off some easier cleaning tasks. We're talking about stuff you can tackle when you're stuck inside on a snowy or rainy day, or when you just need an easy win after a crummy week. Here are 11 chores that you can take care of without breaking a sweat.
Wet towels, dirty workout gear and other bacteria-riddled clothes can leave laundry bags and hamper liners smelly and gross. Toss them in the wash, defaulting to cold water unless the instructions on the care tag indicate they can handle warm or hot water, which will provide a deeper clean.
Fabric and plastic shower curtains can typically be machine-washed in cold water (check the care tag for instructions). Fabric curtains can go in the dryer on a low heat setting; plastic liners should be hung to drip-dry. Beware, though: If you have a top-loader with a center agitator, the agitator's fins can shred your curtain. In that case, pad the drum with towels to provide a buffer. Or skip the machine. You can wash a fabric curtain by hand, or place it in a mesh bag to protect it from fin damage. For a plastic liner, leave it hanging and spray it with all-purpose cleaner, then wipe it with a damp microfiber cloth.
All those detergents and stain removers, fabric softeners, and scent beads -- not to mention the mesh washing bags, the dryer balls and the wad preventers you can use for sheets in the dryer -- can quickly turn into a disorganized mess. Reestablishing order won't take much time or effort, and you'll be glad you did it when, on your next laundry day, you're not hunting for the detergent behind a stash of scent beads you rarely use.
The framed items in our home collect a lot of dust and are often overlooked during routine or seasonal cleaning. Bang out this focused task while listening to a favorite podcast or playlist. Get a bottle of glass cleaner and two microfiber cloths or paper towels. Use one cloth to dry-dust the frames, and pair the other with glass cleaner to polish glass encasements.
With cold and flu season still in full swing, it's a good idea to disinfect the high-touch surfaces in your home. Doorknobs and handles, including faucet and refrigerator handles; light switches; electronics, including remote and gaming controls; and railings and banisters are just a few areas to target. Choose a disinfectant that's safe for the materials you're cleaning, and always follow the usage guidelines, paying particular attention to the required dwell time to ensure the product has enough time to work properly.
This one is easier and quicker than you think. Take everything out of your utensil drawer or drawers (if you have more than one, decide how big you want to go with this project, then proceed accordingly), and plop it all on the counter. Then wipe the drawer with all-purpose cleaner and put everything back, organizing as you go. If you feel ambitious, review your collection and weed out broken items, duplicates, or things that you never use.
If your collection of food storage containers is raggedy and unruly, make today the day you address the problem. Take out everything, match lids to their containers, then assess the collection. Recycle or repurpose anything that is stained, warped or cracked, missing a lid, or that you don't use. You can repurpose the old containers to hold things (think nails, cords, coins or crafting supplies) in a workshop, craft room, office, basement or garage.
Clean brushes and tools are crucial to keeping makeup free of bacteria, extending the life of products and preventing skin irritation or infection. Washing makeup brushes and tools doesn't take much time or effort, but bear in mind that they need to dry and will be out of commission for several hours during that time.

(iStock)


Breaking up the big job of sorting through and discarding old clothes makes that daunting task easier to face. When you need to feel productive but don't have a lot of energy to expend on decision-making, try weeding through old socks and underwear to remove anything that is torn, stained, doesn't fit or is uncomfortable, has shot elastic, or that you simply would not want another person to see you wearing.
Bedside tables are workhorses in the bedroom, holding a nighttime glass of water, books, remote controls, eyeglasses, balms and unguents, and ... well, you get the idea. They can also be a place where things go to die, so if yours has become hopelessly cluttered, take time to address the mess. Don't forget to dust under, behind and around the table.
Speaking of dust! Your bed is covered and filled with dust (and dust mites), but that's easy enough to fix with a vacuum and a sticky roller. When dusting, always start at the top and work your way down. First dust the headboard and bed frame (a sticky roller is perfect for upholstered headboards), then vacuum the mattress. Finally, pull the bed away from the wall and vacuum or dust behind and underneath it.
Jolie Kerr is a cleaning expert and the author of the best-selling book "My Boyfriend Barfed in My Handbag ... and Other Things You Can't Ask Martha."
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Going Out Guide
The 25 best things to do in D.C. this weekend and next week
This weekend brings celebrations of Black History Month and Women's History Month, festivals with Irish films and new plays, and a "Twin Peaks"-themed party.

(Craig Hudson/For the Washington Post)


By Fritz Hahn, Sophia Solano, Thomas Floyd, Adele Chapin, Chris Kelly | 2026-02-26
This weekend sees the transition from celebrations of Black History Month to Women's History Month. For the former, events include a multi-venue festival in Anacostia, a genealogy workshop at the D.C. Public Library and the Black Boy Art Show. Meanwhile, the National Museum of Women in the Arts kicks off Women's History Month with a day of tours, art-making and other fun. Other highlights in coming days include the Capital Irish Film Festival, Arena Stage's festival of new plays, and an immersive "Twin Peaks"-themed party in Clarendon. Celebrate Purim with a royal party at Sixth and I, explore restaurants on a Lunar New Year crawl for charity, go behind the scenes of Hillwood's orchid-filled greenhouses, or sample local beers at Denizens' taproom before trying to win a gold medal in its  hockey shootout.
Capital Irish Film Festival at AFI Silver
The annual Capital Irish Film Festival explores the current moment of Irish cinema, but it's also a rich exploration of Irish culture, with the shadow of history never far away. Films include an exploration of one man's relationship with the craggy Irish landscape ("Listen to the Land Speak"), the first feature-length documentary to feature Irish Sign Language ("A Quiet Love"), a deep dive into the modern Irish folk music scene ("Celtic Utopia"), and  stories of rebels and politicians ("Daniel O'Connell: The Emancipator" and "Gerry Adams: A Ballymurphy Man"). There are multiple programs of short films, including  one Saturday designed for families. There are Q&A sessions with filmmakers throughout the weekend, and receptions after the opening film, the World Cup soccer drama "Saipan," on Thursday night, and the closing film, "Christy," on Sunday. Through Sunday. $8-$25; many films, $15.
Lunar New Year Restaurant Crawl in Dupont Circle
The Save Chinatown Solidarity Network, a grassroots coalition trying to prevent the displacement of residents and businesses with Chinese heritage in D.C.'s gentrifying Chinatown, is the beneficiary of a restaurant crawl along the 2000 block of P Street NW. A ticket allows access to four  dining rooms, each with special Lunar New Year dishes or drinks. Chiko is serving firecracker shrimp spring rolls and garlic dumplings, Alfredo has a sourdough scallion pancake, Amparo offers choices like birria lo mein or sweet-and-sour pork belly tacos, and Sura has crafted a cocktail with ingredients including mezcal, the Chinese spirit baijiu and Szechuan-infused honey syrup. There's no agenda for this restaurant crawl: Visit in any order, and stay as long as you want. 5 to 9 p.m. $10.
75th Anniversary New Play Festival at Arena Stage
Arena Stage is throwing itself a three-quarter-century birthday party that centers on what the innovative arts company has heralded all these years: new plays. The three-day festival takes place largely in the Southwest facility's Kogod Cradle, a space long dedicated to fresh works, and includes four productions on topics including human aging, 19th-century Hawaii and the American public education system. (Sunday's closing play, about the travels of a jazz trumpeter, is already sold out.) A free Saturday afternoon panel with Arena Stage Artistic Director Emeritus Molly Smith and current Artistic Director Hana S. Sharif caps the festivities. Through Sunday. $25.
Preparing for Spring in the Greenhouses at Hillwood Estate, Museum and Gardens
It feels like we've been buried under a sheet of ice for weeks, but spring really is just around the corner, and the master gardeners at Hillwood Estate, Museum and Gardens are getting ready for the growing season. Escape winter by stepping into the Hillwood's warm production greenhouse for a 30-minute, behind-the-scenes "Gardener's Focus Tour" led by greenhouse grower Jarett Currin to see the blooms they've got in store for spring and summer. This tour is included in admission to Hillwood, with no need for additional tickets. 10:30 to 11 a.m. Suggested donation: $20 adults, $17 seniors, $10 college students, $5 children ages 6 to 18, free for members and children ages five and younger.
Fairfax City Restaurant Week
A month after D.C.'s restaurant week, Fairfax City is up for discounts on prix fixe menus on local dining. More than 20 restaurants -- including Dolce Vita, Ned's New England Deck, and Milk and Honey -- offer $25 lunches and/or $40 dinners. Through March 8. Prices vary.
Stitching Stories at Peirce Mill
Crafting groups have long met in spaces like the Kogod Courtyard or community rooms at the public library. Stitching Stories is different: Organized by the National Park Service, it meets in historic venues like Georgetown's Old Stone House and Rock Creek Park's Peirce Mill, giving you a chance to work on fabric projects like knitting or crocheting in a historic building. The Park Service stresses that "this is not a class," but knitters will learn about "Colonial-era fiber arts" while chatting and stitching. Of note: If your schedule doesn't allow you to participate on a Friday afternoon, there's another Stitching Stories taking place at Peirce Mill on Saturday, March 7. 12:30 p.m. to 2 p.m. Free.
'Inherit the Wind' at Arena Stage
Arena Stage is mounting Jerome Lawrence and Robert Edwin Lee's archetypal courtroom drama, which fictionalizes the 1925 Scopes trial and the enduring conversations it sparked around science, religion and intellectual freedom. This in-the-round revival stars the venerable Dakin Matthews ("Gilmore Girls") as the bigwig lawyer prosecuting a schoolteacher accused of teaching evolution, while Broadway veteran Billy Eugene Jones plays the scapegoated educator's crusading defense attorney. Through April 5. $49-$118.
Peaches at 9:30 Club
Last week, Peaches returned with "No Lube So Rude," the electroclash icon's first album in over a decade. From the title on down, Peaches proves she can still out-raunch anyone in pop, rap or beyond, pumping out insta-anthems for when simply dancing your pain away isn't an option. 8 p.m. $57.35.
Afro House Spirit Fest from the Anacostia Arts Center
Anacostia businesses are wrapping up Black History Month with a day of activities and fun on Martin Luther King Jr. Avenue SE. The Anacostia Arts Center is closed for renovations, so visitors will find DJs and a marketplace of Black-owned vendors at the Go-Go Museum; a candle-making class, live performances and a poetry slam at Busboys and Poets; and an immersive soundbath and storytelling sessions at Grounded. 1 to 5 p.m. anacostiaartscenter.com. Free; some activities, such as the candle-making class, are first-come, first served.
A Night at the Black Lodge at the Renegade
For one night, Clarendon bar the Renegade -- usually home to cover bands and football viewing parties -- will become a tribute to "Twin Peaks," David Lynch and his cinematic universe. The immersive evening promises a guest appearance by actor Harry Goaz, best known as Deputy Andy Brennan; bands performing atmospheric songs in the style of Julee Cruise; art installations; live poetry; tarot readings; and vendors selling cherry pie and cookies. "Twin Peaks"-inspired outfits and costumes are suggested. 7 to 11:30 p.m. $33.85.
Black History Revealed: An America250 Commemoration at Martin Luther King Jr. Memorial Library
During this a full-day workshop, genealogists -- including the founder of genealogy research firm Black Ancestries -- help participants uncover and reclaim African American family histories dating back to before enslavement. The day begins with a welcome situating Black genealogy within the America250 commemoration and continues with workshops on researching family history. The afternoon sets aside time for independent genealogical research; participants should be sure to bring their own devices. 9:30 a.m. to 4 p.m. Free; registration required.
Winter Cask Classic at Denizens Brewing
Fresh craft beer and hockey make a beautiful couple. The proof is in the Winter Cask Classic at Denizens Brewing, celebrating its 10th anniversary in Riverdale this weekend. It's an afternoon celebrating cask-conditioned ale -- a traditional British method that allows beer to undergo secondary fermentation in the vessel from which it's served -- with offerings from 10 local brewers, including Other Half, Manor Hill and Franklin's, as well as Maryland Meadworks. Tickets include unlimited tastes of all beer and mead, a souvenir glass, and a friendly hockey shootout competition in Denizen's brewhouse. 1 to 5 p.m. $40.
20 years of Daniel O'Connell's
For two decades, Daniel O'Connell's has been one of the best places to meet for drinks in Old Town Alexandria. Guinness, to be sure, or another Irish beer, or maybe a locally made craft brew. But the sprawling King Street pub, with its snugs and fireplaces and little corners, is a place where you settle in with a group or a date and don't leave for a good while. O'Connell's is marking 20 years in business by focusing on what it does  best. There's nine hours of live music throughout the day, starting with singer-songwriter Jack Gregori of Human Country Jukebox at noon; Kenny Kohlhaas during happy hour, and the fiddle-driven rock of the 19th Street Band from 9 to midnight. In between, grab Irish pints for $6 at a throwback happy hour, strategically gulp a Guinness in a "Split the G" competition, and participate in giveaways and raffles. Noon to midnight. Free.
Black Boy Art Show at the Convention Center
Billed as the largest global celebration of Black male artists, the traveling art show makes its way to D.C.  There are artists' displays, DJ sets, live art demonstrations, group exhibitions and performances. 3 to 9 p.m. $69.
RAR and Friends at ChurchKey
RAR started brewing in a former pool hall and bowling alley in Cambridge, Maryland, in 2013, and it has grown popular well beyond the Chesapeake Bay region, thanks to its smoothie-like Out of Order fruited sours. Those experimental beers, brewed with fruit and candy, sometimes feel like they've eclipsed the IPAs that RAR was originally known for, but hops are definitely back on the agenda during a Saturday tap takeover at ChurchKey. RAR and Friends highlights RAR's hop-saturated ales, brewed in collaboration with names like Mortalis, Xul, Brujos and Omnipollo. Previous RAR "hop saturated" collabs have been hazy, with intense aromas and tropical flavors, and a creamy mouthfeel -- like a New England IPA turned up even higher. This day features 10 collaborations on draft, plus a half-dozen more beers from Xul and Mortalis. Cans will also be sold to go, beginning at 10 a.m. through ChurchKey's site. Doors open at noon. Free; beer prices vary.
Tie-the-Knot Market at Atlas Brew Works
Atlas Brew Works wants to help you get married as easily as possible. No, they can't just supply the perfect partner, though you might find one at a plant swap, D&D night or other taproom event. Instead, the Anacostia brewery is hosting a wedding pop-up market, where anyone planning upcoming nuptials can meet local florists, jewelers, cake bakers, dance teachers and calligraphers, or browse vendors who might have the perfect gifts for wedding parties or guests. The usual fresh beers and burgers are  available. 2 to 6 p.m. Free; RSVP requested.
Soaring Against the Odds: African Americans in Aviation History at the College Park Aviation Museum
Actors portray famous pilots during this living history day at the College Park Aviation Museum, sharing stories with visitors of all ages and explaining how they pursued their dreams in military and civilian aviation while overcoming racism and social prejudice. 11 a.m. and 1 p.m. pgparks.com. $10-$13; children $5-$7.
Samchykivka Art Workshop at Ukraine House
Samchykivka, a painting style traditionally used to decorate homes for peace and prosperity and nearly lost during Soviet occupation, is bright, bold and full of movement. Learn how to create your own traditional floral ornaments on a T-shirt or sweatshirt to take home. Ukraine House hosts two  sessions -- one for kids aged 4 to 11, and another for everyone 12 and up. 3 to 4:30 p.m. $34.
Tardi Gras with Little Red and the Renegades at American Legion Post 41
If you're still not ready to put the beads and hurricanes away, let local zydeco favorites Little Red and the Renegades take you down to Mardi Gras one more time at the American Legion in downtown Silver Spring. The group's high-energy R&B is perfect for dancing, even after Fat Tuesday. 7 to 11 p.m. Free.
Community Day: Women's History Month Kickoff at the National Museum of Women in the Arts
Women's History Month begins Sunday, and local museums and cultural institutions are ready to educate and celebrate. The National Museum of Women in the Arts is a natural place to begin: Its Women's History Month Kickoff falls on the museum's monthly Community Day, so there's free admission for a full day of activities, including tours of the museum, hands-on art activities, and making a poster to wheat-paste to the community "Be Heard" wall. This is the first of many activities at the downtown museum during Women's History Month; stay tuned for yoga, a festival organized with Well Read Black Girl, and a discussion about art and civic engagement with Stacey Abrams. 10 a.m. to 5 p.m. Free; reservations recommended.
'Art of Women' tour at the National Museum of Asian Art
Throughout March, the National Museum of Asian Art puts the spotlight on overlooked woman artists and their untold stories hidden among its collections. The free Art of Women tour meets in the lobby at 2 p.m. every day. No reservations are needed. Through March 31 at 2 p.m. Free.
Daybreaker at Flash
Spend your Sunday afternoon dancing and detoxing with friends at Daybreaker, the dance party that gets you grooving to a DJ at Flash -- just without the late nights or alcohol. The dance floor starts filling at noon, there's free coffee, a bar with electrolyte beverages, and you'll (probably) feel better than you would after a boozy brunch. Tickets that include an hour-long yoga session before the dance party  have a waitlist. Noon to 2 p.m. $44.53.
Let Them Eat Cake: A Purim Revolution at Sixth and I
Last year's "Manischewitzville"-themed Purim at Sixth and I may be hard to top, but at the very least, a new concept promises taller wigs. Pretend the year is 1789 and come as your bougiest French aristocrat (period attire encouraged) for themed cocktails and mocktails in the historic synagogue's "Garden of Versailles." Attendees will be spared a full megillah reading but should expect "royally offensive" sketches (in the history of Purim spiels), plus live music. Note that the party is 21 and older. Let them eat ... hamantaschen. 6:30 p.m. $22 in advance; $25 at the door.
'Femmes de Vin: Women Winemakers of France' at Josephine
Old Town French bistro Josephine raises a toast to some of France's best female-run wineries in honor of Women's History Month. Neighborhood Restaurant Group wine director Erin Dudley leads the special seated tasting, which includes six different French wines accompanied by nibbles like fancy cheese. 6 to 7 p.m. $54.13.
Women's History Month at Suzie Q's
Suzie Q's, the cozy bar across Potomac Avenue from National Park, is celebrating Women's History Month with a gathering that highlights  women in the alcohol industry. The bar is  nodding to woman-owned brands, like Denizens Brewing (see above) or Archer Roose, the wine company co-owned by actor and filmmaker Elizabeth Banks.  Suzie Q's is also showcasing brands where women play key roles, like George Dickel Tennessee Whiskey, where Nicole Austin is the master distiller. Check out a variety of beers, wines and spirits, including some new beer-and-a-shot combos. All women get their first drink free. 4 p.m. Free.
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Video Games
I played 'Resident Evil Requiem' 9 times. Here's what does and doesn't work.
The series' most confident game in the last decade opens strong but lags in its second half.

FBI analyst Grace Ashcroft explores the Rhodes Hill Chronic Care Center, the best designed "Resident Evil" location in decades. (Capcom)


By Gene Park | 2026-02-25
"Resident Evil Requiem," the ninth chapter in a series now celebrating 30 years, is easily the most confident entry in the last decade. I should know, I've finished this thing nine times like it's a peer-reviewed study and I'm up for tenure.
It doesn't mean the game is an unassailable masterpiece. Like much of the series, it loses its footing in the back half, while its opening stretch does the heavy lifting and lingers longest in memory. But what an opening stretch! The Rhodes Hill Chronic Care Center is the strongest level the series has produced since the original trilogy at the turn of the century.
Its layout isn't radical on paper: a two-winged structure anchored by a central hall, with symmetrical staircases fanning outward like a rib cage. The architecture leans hard into gothic Victorian excess and institutional dread. But what makes it special is how completely it commits to being a puzzle box. Every room feeds the same oppressive purpose, every locked door and looping corridor reinforcing the sense that this place was designed to keep people inside.
Released Friday on PC and console platforms including the Nintendo Switch 2, "Requiem" is the continuation of the longest-running horror series in video games. Resident Evil occupies a unique space in pop culture. Creator Shinji Mikami was famously assigned the project because he was a big scaredy cat. Unburdened by genre cliches, he had a fresh perspective that helped resurrect the zombie genre in the early 2000s, dragging it out of cult obscurity and back into the mainstream by turning shambling horror into a global, interactive obsession. Mikami has since retired, but Capcom still has enough yellow-bellied people working on the game to secure the series legacy.
"In Japan, although it's less common now, there was a time when so-called supernatural phenomenon TV shows were very popular," says Masato Kumazawa, the game's producer. "I wasn't particularly good with that kind of content myself."
The zombies bring this chapter to life. Earlier games flirted with this idea, but in "Requiem," many of the undead retain the faint outlines of the people they once were. The care center is staffed by the dead: doctors, nurses, janitors, kitchen workers -- familiar roles turned hostile. These zombies are smarter than ever, able to move between rooms, follow sounds and reappear where you least expect them.
Rather than relying on a single towering pursuer -- marquee monsters like Mr. X of "RE2," built to stalk you across entire maps -- "Requiem" disperses that tension across its entire cast. Groups converge. Stragglers wander in at the wrong moment. Here, the connection between monsters and environment is at its most unsettling: creatures fumble with light switches, clamber over furniture with grim familiarity and rely on quiet digital sleight of hand that convinces you they know exactly where they are, and where you are, too. Blood splatters from your past fights stain the walls and ceilings of the care center in probably the most visually impressive recreation of gore ever committed to a game. Larger threats will often pin you against smaller mobs of foes, resulting in constant, low-grade panic attacks.

The zombies that appear early in "Resident Evil Requiem" retain vestiges of their past lives, which creates a spooky, many-layered funhouse of job archetypes. (Capcom)


As "Requiem" opens, the FBI assigns analyst Grace Ashcroft to investigate a homicide at the same hotel where her mother was murdered, a tragedy that left her traumatized and prone to panic attacks. She makes an impressive debut leading the slower-paced puzzle box segments, drawing blood from corpses and bloodied floors to concoct helpful items, another example of how this game deepens environmental interaction. While investigating linked deaths tied to survivors of the doomed 1998 Raccoon City zombie outbreak, she heads to the care center and bumps into fellow federal agent Leon Kennedy, the series' long-running heartthrob and Raccoon City's most famous survivor, now older, broader and inexplicably hotter for having endured hell.
Resident Evil has centered on multiple protagonists since its 1996 debut, sometimes to its detriment as with the much-maligned sixth game. Leon's first game, "Resident Evil 2," which offered two different game scenarios in one story, remains the series highlight. "Requiem" is another highlight, a showcase of what developer Capcom has learned since revitalizing the series, pairing Grace's arc with 2017's slow-burn seventh game, "Biohazard," and updating Leon's action gameplay.
The new game benefits from the franchise's most costly misstep. "Resident Evil 6" tried to tell a single, sweeping story across wildly different play styles, forcing players through rigid funnels and wrecking its own pacing in the process. "Requiem" takes the opposite approach under director Koshi Nakanishi, who sets a pace that serves the game's demands.
"By having the two characters specialize separately in horror and action, the balance between the two creates an unprecedented rhythm of tension and release," Nakanishi says. "If the action becomes too prominent, the sense of horror fades. If the horror is too intense, the game can become exhausting to play. We always strive for the right balance between the two."
Through his stewardship of past games in the series, including the milestone "Biohazard," which rejuvenated the franchise in recent years, Nakanishi has become an expert on different styles of horror. He describes Eastern horror as beholden to grudges and curses, while the West prefers creature features.
"That said, isn't the fear of death at its core something shared by all humanity?" he says, adding that a lack of information or limited means to fight back heightens awareness of one's fragility. "Even if the object of fear differs, as long as it evokes the idea of death, people will fear. Incidentally, I think that since around the 2000s, horror films have increasingly blended Eastern and Western approaches."

The Rhodes Hill Chronic Care Center is a classic "Resident Evil" location; its architecture leans hard into gothic Victorian excess and institutional dread. (Capcom)


"Resident Evil" may be drenched in gore, but much of its creative team are devotees of detective fiction, including Kumazawa. That blend of influences shapes the best moments of "Requiem," where fresh horrors are filtered through Grace's curious, searching eye.
"It's scary but you're also left wanting to know what happens next," Kumazawa said. "There's a sense of mystery, and there is also a strong sense of accomplishment when you overcome that fear."
Unfortunately, the game falters once Leon takes center stage and returns to Raccoon City, which was reduced to rubble by a nuclear strike in 1998. The series has long thrived on visually distinctive spaces, but Capcom does surprisingly little with the idea of nuclear fallout. Leon's sections are dominated by dusty, bombed-out buildings stripped of personality and surprise. This is a familiar problem for every game in the series, as each opens with remarkable confidence only to have the level of design and encounter quality taper off as it goes on.

Longtime "Resident Evil" hero Leon Kennedy returns to Raccoon City for the first time since the first zombie outbreak and subsequent nuclear bombing. (Capcom)


Yes, the city was erased by a bomb, but this is a series defined by ornamented excess. In a world so comfortable with the fantastical, Raccoon City could have been reimagined as something stranger, more grotesque. Even the zombies feel diminished, drained of all personality and reduced to familiar targets. They remain satisfying to dispatch -- Leon's melee flourishes, now freely executable with the R trigger and his hatchet, see to that. But the encounters lack the texture and tension that made the care center feel so alive.
The puzzle-box design is also unwound dramatically for action funnels that at least offer some interesting scenarios, including Leon and his enemies fighting atop glass ceilings that crack under their weight for vertical action. It's not that Leon's segments are bad; this game's weaker second half is stronger than most in the series. But the writing never fully conveys the narrative weight of Leon's return. There are hints of a deeper character arc, but as so often with this franchise, those ideas stop at suggestion, never pushing far enough to feel truly consequential.
This is where it matters that I've played the game nine times. "Resident Evil" games are built for replay, a series tradition that rewards familiarity as much as fear. I beat this game in many of the traditional ways I've done over the last 30 years. I did a run without healing or crafting. I did a run on the hardest difficulty setting. I even shaved my original completion time of 12 hours down to 21/2. I can confirm that "Requiem" is as great as any Resident Evil game can be.
Even with my reservations about Leon's section and an ending that doesn't quite stick the landing, I always find myself drifting back to Grace and the extraordinary care center, now forearmed with knowledge, shortcuts, and hard-earned instincts. At that point, finishing the game becomes less about survival than ritual. The tension softens into rhythm. Routes are memorized, dangers anticipated, mistakes managed instead of feared. It's the same cognitive satisfaction as solving a Rubik's Cube that you already understand, the comfort of mastery, achieved again and again.
The game's replayability is amplified by the choice between first- and third-person perspectives for both characters. Each perspective comes with its own animation set, giving fights and movement a distinct sense of weight. Playing Grace in the third person evokes the feel of a long-lost classic, while experiencing Leon in first person transforms the game into a strange hybrid, part "Call of Duty"-style shooter, part punchy, kinetic melee system. "Requiem" almost feels like four games in one, so why not play it at least four times -- or nine?
"Requiem" isn't flawless, but it doesn't need to be. Its levels breathe, its mechanics reward mastery and like good zombies, its creatures never stop moving. Fear, strategy and ritual coexist here in a way few games achieve, and even after nine playthroughs, it continues to surprise, challenge and delight. For a series built on tension and curiosity, this is a return that feels alive and impossible to put down.
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