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Letters to the Editor
The Smithsonian serves all Americans
Smithsonian National Museum of American History, American principles and NFL grass, in readers' eyes.

The American Democracy exhibit inside of the Smithsonian American History Museum in D.C. on Tuesday. (Finn Gomez/Getty Images)


By Letters to the Editor | 2026-07-10
Regarding the July 7 front-page article "White House report heavily critical of Smithsonian": 
Sixty-one years ago, I began my museum career as a curator at what is now called the National Museum of American History (NMAH). Much has changed in the United States since then. What hasn't is the professionalism and dedication of the American museum community. 
The White House's report, "Saving America's Story," is just the most recent attack on the Smithsonian Institution. It incorrectly claimed that the NMAH "erases our heritage" when in fact it helps Americans understand the diversity that has powered the nation's evolution. 
The Smithsonian and the NMAH do not serve one party or one ideology, nor do they act as the propaganda arm of the left or right. They serve all Americans by telling the nation's story using the historical material they preserve and interpret with rigorous scholarly research. 
All Americans should therefore be concerned by efforts to control how we understand our past and present. We should reject attempts to bludgeon the Smithsonian into something not representative of our country's ideals.
Robert R. Macdonald, Mt. Pleasant, South Carolina
The writer is a director emeritus of the Museum of the City of New York and a former president of the American Association of Museums.
Regarding Philip Kennicott's July 7 Style column, "A clear-eyed view of U.S. history":
When I moved to the DMV in the 1980s, I spent many weekends exploring the Smithsonian museums. One of my favorites was the National Museum of American History. At the time, it had two spectacular exhibits: "We the People" about American political campaigns and "A Nation of Nations" about how immigration has enriched our country. I would take out-of-town friends there to see those exhibits, which are now long gone. Last year, I revisited the museum and was aghast. The intelligence and comprehensiveness of those exhibits have been replaced with simplistic leftist drivel. 
I would never take a visitor there now. Kennicott's viewpoint seems to have missed the forest for the trees. Many of those sadder trees are well documented in other Smithsonian museums, but the National Museum of American History should focus on the forest of American ideals. 
Glenn Ackerman, Fairfax
Dale Butland's July 5 letter to the editor, "Follow the founders," pointed to a small segment of Article 11 in the Treaty of Tripoli, ratified in 1797, as a "dispositive statement" proving the United States was not founded as a Christian nation. The intent of Article 11 was to stipulate that the United States was not a Christian theocracy and would not wage war on Tripoli solely because it was a Muslim nation. Just as important, the 1797 treaty was superseded by the Treaty of Peace and Amity in 1805, which omitted the language. 
The fact remains that the U.S. was founded on Judeo-Christian principles. This is made evident, for example, by the clear and deliberate language in the preamble to the Declaration of Independence (i.e., "all men are created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable Rights"); the official motto of the United States, "In God We Trust"; and the assignment of the first chaplain to the Continental Congress in 1776. George Washington also recognized the importance of religion. His farewell address stated: "Of all the dispositions and habits which lead to political prosperity, Religion and Morality are indispensable supports." 
It's not mere happenstance that freedom of religion is codified in the First Amendment. A constitutional republic such as ours relies on moral codes that have their basis in religion, specifically the Judeo-Christian principles upon which the U.S. was founded. 
Chris Bahret, Alexandria 
The 2026 World Cup grass rollout is a subsidized proof-of-concept for the National Football League.
NFL Players Association data has shown injuries occurring at a slower rate on natural grass fields as opposed to artificial turf, and 92 percent of players prefer grass. The NFL mandated that playing surfaces meet enhanced safety standards by 2028. Yet stadiums maintain artificial surfaces for lucrative non-football events. Turf may be financially beneficial. So is a roster of healthier starters in December.
The immovable roadblock to sustaining indoor natural grass has long been the required capital expenditure. The World Cup eliminated this. FIFA-funded research positions NFL owners to upgrade suboptimal artificial surfaces with vacuum ventilation and transportable trays for roughly $2 million per field. A $2 million infrastructure upgrade is a marginal cost to mitigate injury risk to a roster into which hundreds of millions are invested each season.
Infrastructure built for global sporting events rarely yields lasting value. This World Cup can buck that trend by leaving behind a surface that elevates American football as well.
Peter Gariepy, Richmond Heights, Missouri 
Letter submissions
Send letters to letters@washpost.com.
Submissions must be exclusive to The Post and should include the writer's address and day and evening telephone numbers. Letters are subject to editing and abridgment. Please do not send letters as attachments. Because of the volume of material we receive, we are unable to acknowledge submissions; writers whose letters are under consideration for publication will be contacted.
Post Opinions wants to know: What do you wish you had known earlier? What nuggets of wisdom, gleaned from years of experience, would you share with your younger self? Send us your response, and it might be published as a letter to the editor. 
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Letters to the Editor
How abolishing the NIH would weaken American science
American science, disability service provider staffing and more, in readers' eyes.

A lab at the University of Illinois at Chicago in March. (Scott Olson/Getty Images)


By Letters to the Editor | 2026-07-10
Scott Atlas's July 2 online op-ed "Abolish the NIH" made valid points about bureaucracy, indirect costs and the need for greater transparency at the National Institutes of Health. The answer to those challenges, however, is not to scrap the United States' premier medical research institution. The answer is to make it better. 
As someone living with ALS, which affects an estimated 35,000 Americans, I don't perceive the NIH as a political battlefield. I experience it as hope. 
The argument that private companies and venture capital can replace government-funded research ignores the obvious: Investors generally pursue products with the greatest likelihood of financial return. The NIH funds science that may take decades to bear fruit, may fail entirely or may benefit relatively small patient populations. That research often becomes the knowledge upon which private companies later build lifesaving therapies. Put simply, the NIH demonstrates how public science and private innovation are partners, not competitors. 
Medical research is a crucial part of our national infrastructure. In fact, the July 4 editorial "25 reasons to be optimistic about America's future" named U.S. science as No. 1. 
The NIH is far from perfect. But abolishing it would weaken American science. It would abandon millions of patients whose diseases are too rare, too difficult or too unprofitable for the marketplace alone. 
Kevin J. Morrison, San Francisco
Scott Atlas stated that "Private capital, not NIH direction, produced many of the most celebrated medical advances of the past two decades." One of his examples was immune checkpoint inhibitors for cancer treatment. Drugs blocking the major cancer immune checkpoint, PD-1 (Programmed Death Receptor 1), are widely prescribed treatments for cancer patients today. Atlas's assertion that "these drugs reached patients through industry investment" ignores the seminal foundational discoveries that were funded by the NIH.
I co-discovered one of the molecules that triggers the PD-1 checkpoint, and I was a senior member of the team that partnered with a biotechnology company, Medarex, to test PD-1 inhibitors in the laboratory and in the very first clinical trial. That research was significantly funded by the NIH via peer-reviewed grants, and it built upon that of pioneering colleagues who were also supported by NIH funding.
 As with most established senior investigators, NIH funding was particularly essential to my early career. Without it, I would not have had the support needed to eventually be able to contribute to immune checkpoint blockade discoveries. And my story is not unique. NIH, foundation and philanthropic funding support academic discovery of molecules and disease biology, which informs the pharmaceutical industry of the best targets for drug development. A rigorous 2018 analysis by Ekaterina Galkina Cleary and four co-authors found that, among the 210 new FDA drug approvals between 2010 and 2016, all were supported at least in part by NIH-funded research grants that preceded development of the approved drug.
Abolishing the NIH would snuff out the American engine driving the development of new therapies and disease prevention strategies that are transforming health care on a global scale.
Drew M. Pardoll, Baltimore
The writer is director of the Bloomberg-Kimmel Institute for Cancer Immunotherapy at Johns Hopkins University School of Medicine.
As the CEO of a network of disability service providers on Long Island, I know the threat to the continued support of people with intellectual and developmental disabilities and the sustainability of our service system is severe. The agencies I oversee will shortly lose 19 staff to the Supreme Court's Haiti temporary protected status decision. 
These are people who bathe, feed and care for people with intellectual and developmental disabilities. The staffers are embedded within their communities for years. I don't yet know what to say to the men and women in the group homes and day service sites who rely on this trusted and knowledgeable workforce.
It's an abrupt and heartless hit. Our network, like about 90 percent of disability service providers nationwide, faces staffing challenges to ensure people with intellectual and developmental disabilities are healthy, independent and included in their communities.
Every staff member counts when hands-on support can be the difference between life and death, especially in a field where recruitment and retention rates also remain challenging.
Stanfort J. Perry, Glen Cove, New York
The writer is the CEO of AHRC Nassau, Brookville Center for Children's Services and Citizens Options Unlimited.
Regarding the July 1 front-page article "Three words in Declaration paint cruel picture of Natives":
The reference in the Declaration of Independence to "merciless Indian Savages" brought to mind the conspicuously clarifying canard that the "savage is not the one who lives in the forest, but the one who destroys it."
Rocky Semmes, Alexandria
Letter submissions
Send letters to letters@washpost.com.
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Opinions
Children as tech support
Edith Pritchett cartoon on parenting and technology.

(Edith Pritchett/The Washington Post)


By Edith Pritchett | 2026-07-10

(Edith Pritchett/The Washington Post)
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Opinions
The DSA can't hide its extremism
Its leaders may deny it, but this group has designs far beyond the social safety net.

Democratic congressional candidate Darializa Avila Chevalier in New York on June 18. (Eduardo Munoz/Reuters)


By Ramesh Ponnuru | 2026-07-10
Democratic socialists are enjoying the most political success in urban America in living memory. Candidates who belong to the Democratic Socialists of America have recently won Democratic primaries for the U.S. House of Representatives in Denver, Philadelphia and New York City -- in the last case, helped by fellow member Zohran Mamdani, the city's mayor.
Instead of exulting in this opportunity to spread their beliefs, however, these socialists are being coy. Darializa Avila Chevalier, one of the victorious New Yorkers, has deleted social media posts in which she called for, among other things, "no more police at all ever." (She says she has "grown considerably" over the past six years.) Mamdani recently argued that democratic socialism means nothing more controversial than expanded child care and paved potholes. Hasan Piker, a pro-DSA podcaster, denies the movement is radical: "They just want health care. They want to end American militarism."
The sales pitch has had some success. During Mamdani's campaign, a New York Times story asserted that democratic socialists are not socialists, contrary to what the normal rules of English might suggest. The Times has also said that they are akin "to social democrats -- a common ideology in Europe that emphasizes strong social safety nets and government involvement in areas like health care."
America's hard left has a long tradition of concealing its extremism. Earl Browder, who led the Communist Party for nearly 25 years and spied for the Soviets, claimed his creed was only "twentieth century Americanism." In a 2019 speech attempting to define democratic socialism during his most recent presidential campaign, Sen. Bernie Sanders (I-Vermont) maintained that he was finishing the work of Presidents Franklin D. Roosevelt and Harry S. Truman, whose opponents called them socialists.
Those presidents, however, didn't adopt the label themselves. Sanders does. The senator and other self-described democratic socialists also reject Truman's forceful opposition to left-wing tyrannies. The Sanders speech attacked only authoritarian regimes of the right. Piker is more evenhanded, but only because he praises dictatorships of many varieties, from China to Russia. The 2025 DSA platform demands an end to all sanctions on Cuba, Iran and the former government of Venezuela, all of which were supposedly being punished merely for acting "independently of the United States." When the U.S. arrested Venezuelan President Nicolas Maduro, the DSA hosted a live stream in which one of its top officials urged Americans to "stand in solidarity" with him.
The DSA is fixated on Israel. Ending aid to the country is its first foreign policy plank. When Hamas massacred Israelis on Oct. 7, 2023, the DSA's statement condemned the killing of civilians -- but only after "expressing our solidarity with Palestine" and calling the atrocities "a direct result of Israel's apartheid regime," and before saying they were "not unprovoked." It didn't mention Hamas. Some state and local chapters of the organization took an effectively pro-Hamas line, for example defending the murders in the name of the "right to resist."
The DSA platform's domestic policies are far removed from the New Deal, too. Noncitizens would have "full voting rights." All deportations would end, and there would be "immediate amnesty for all immigrants regardless of current immigration status."
As the movement grows, it is radicalizing rather than becoming more mainstream. The post-Oct. 7 statements drove Maurice Isserman, a 41-year veteran of the group, to quit. While its existing platform calls for abolishing the Senate, the new one will reportedly also call for Congress to appoint the president and the Supreme Court. (A member of the organization's governing authority explained that checks and balances are a tool of "the ruling class.") It will advocate "abolishing the carceral forces of the capitalist state." That's the police and prisons for you yokels -- although a member of the DSA's governing board suggests she is open to "some community force under communism that can sort of hold each other accountable," which is doubtless how any future secret police would bill itself.
Other members of the DSA are a little more open about how they intend to hold and keep power. The organization's "communist caucus" -- yes, it has one -- declares, with a hint of menace: "We will seize control of the world that was built through our collective exploitation and domination. All of this we want, yet none can be had exclusively through the ballot box."
Not every member of a political organization endorses all its tenets, and some of the DSA's new fans are surely responding to the current "we just want health care" marketing. But don't be fooled: This movement is committed to an agenda that goes far beyond safety nets and affordability. 
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Opinions
One brave Democrat delivers a blunt autopsy of his party
Joe Cunningham says Dems are losing voters to Trump's simple ideas.

Joe Cunningham on Feb. 24, 2020, in Charleston, South Carolina. (Meg Kinnard/AP)


By Kathleen Parker | 2026-07-10
Former South Carolina congressman Joe Cunningham talks -- and writes -- like someone who has nothing to lose. Or, he is one brave man, willing to tell the unvarnished truth to his fellow Democrats.
At 44, Cunningham isn't nearly finished with what he started out to do when he was first elected to the House of Representatives in 2018 after running on a promise to vote against Nancy Pelosi as House speaker. He quickly transformed into a national political star after becoming the first Democrat to win the state's 1st Congressional District in four decades. His career was cut short just two years later when Republican Nancy Mace ousted him in a close election. A run for South Carolina governor in 2022 against the seemingly invincible Gov. Henry McMaster (R) also proved quixotic.
Some might say that a Democrat such as Cunningham isn't electable in MAGA-red South Carolina, where President Donald Trump is still the endorser in chief. Cunningham admits that campaigning was often tough. In Trump strongholds such as Goose Creek (near Charleston) or even Hilton Head, people don't want to hear a word from Democrats, he told me in an hour-long conversation Wednesday. At least Cunningham was hearing people out as he tackled a tour of the state's 46 counties before the governor's race. He heard what voters cared about -- not the Democratic Party's green energy tax breaks, but grocery prices, affordable housing, education and health care. The mayor of one small town told Cunningham that residents just wanted a grocery store.
These days, Cunningham is less frustrated by his defeats than by the sorry state of the Democratic Party -- the hypocrisy, disingenuousness and disconnect from what Americans generally care about. He detailed his observations in a recently self-published book, "Life of the Party," an easy-to-read autopsy of his beloved party's departure from reality. He takes no prisoners in these pages, as he nails and names Democrats for "chasing causes and issues that affect a very small percentage of Americans."
"The Party's gaze has drifted beyond the basic needs ... and has settled on a culture war that includes gender identity, racial quotas, DEI, and bathrooms," he wrote. "It has cost them swaths of voters who may never come back."
He points out that a tiny percentage of people are transgender and asks what percentage of those want to play sports. Victory for a minuscule slice of the population may fill the virtue cup, but it's not a win for the country. Diversity, he wrote, should be the nation's barometer, not its guiding star.
Cunningham's book offers insights, as well as statistics and stories from his Kentucky upbringing, into his heroes and simpler times when humility, honesty and accountability were social norms. The world has changed so rapidly in the past two decades that most Americans struggle not only to make ends meet but also to make sense of things. Most baffling (and frightening) are advances in artificial intelligence and the predatory practices of Big Tech. A father of two with a baby due any day, Cunningham said the Democratic Party should shift focus from tangential issues to, among other things, the challenges all parents face in protecting their children.
Those most confused are sometimes elderly elected officials -- the people Cunningham calls the "geriatric oligarchy." He argues that the country needs younger representation from generations that understand the complexities of technology. In his book, he recounts an anecdote from 2018 when Facebook chief executive Mark Zuckerberg testified at a U.S. Senate committee hearing about data abuse and social media privacy. Then 84-year-old Sen. Orrin G. Hatch (R-Utah) asked, "How do you sustain a business model in which users don't pay for your service?" Zuckerberg responded, "Senator, we run ads."
In 2006, during a debate about net neutrality, Sen. Ted Stevens (R-Alaska), then 82, shared his expertise, explaining that "the internet is not something that you just dump something on. It's not a big truck. It's a series of tubes."
Cunningham proposes age limits for elected officials and the judiciary. "It's hard to take the keys away from your parents," he told me, but age matters. 
He argues that his party, more than Republicans, needs new ideas. "You have to make things simple, and Trump does make things simple," he told me. "No tax on tips was one. ... We can't better dissect our health care system and come up with some new ideas?"
If placing gender issues so high on the agenda was Democrats' first unforced error, the second -- and most consequential -- was the biggest lie: that President Joe Biden was fit for a second term. Americans saw with their own eyes that he wasn't, even before the catastrophic debate with Trump in June 2024. In 2022, Cunningham was brave enough to say Biden shouldn't run for reelection because of his age. 
Cunningham said he hopes his book will contribute to a more honest self-appraisal by his former colleagues and a return to big ideas. One might also hope it will lead him to run again for public service. A third party might be just the ticket.
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Opinions
Putting the Civil Rights Act back on track
The Trump administration's fight against unlawful disparate-impact liability is good for business and the Constitution.

The west facade of the Supreme Court building on March 20, 2019. (J. Scott Applewhite/AP)


By T. Elliot Gaiser, Josh Craddock | 2026-07-10
T. Elliot Gaiser is the assistant attorney general for the Office of Legal Counsel at the Justice Department. Josh Craddock is a deputy assistant attorney general in the office.
For years, if a business adopted an objective, merit-based policy -- say, automatic promotions for the top 10 percent of the sales team -- every employer knew what HR would ask next: What is the skin color of those promoted? If the answer was too monochrome, the company's policy could draw legal liability and even an investigation from the federal government. 
Until now. In an opinion last month, the Justice Department's Office of Legal Counsel concluded that this sordid practice is no longer good law. Andrea Lucas, chair of the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission, had asked us whether punishing such policies for their effects alone was constitutional. The primary enforcer of employment law was concerned that "disparate impact" liability had expanded beyond an evidentiary tool intended to smoke out intentional discrimination and into a hidden racial-balancing mandate anathema to the Constitution.
We agreed. The 14th Amendment, enacted after the Civil War, guarantees the "equal protection of the laws" to all. A century later, Congress enacted Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 to codify that principle of color blindness in the workplace. The text forbids employers from discriminating against individuals "because of" race, color, religion, sex or national origin.
But applying that principle in practice proved more complicated. In Griggs v. Duke Power Co. (1971), the Supreme Court confronted ostensibly neutral business practices that produced unequal racial outcomes -- requiring a high school diploma and aptitude-test scores for certain promotions, adopted on the same day the Civil Rights Act took effect. Those requirements in effect preserved the company's pre-Civil Rights Act segregation policy, and the court refused to bury its head in the sand. Disparate effects could be evidence of "artificial, arbitrary, and unnecessary barriers to employment" that "discriminate on the basis of racial or other impermissible classification."
The problem arose when courts used disparate-impact liability to punish not only concealed intentional discrimination -- which would always produce discriminatory results -- but also innocent employment practices that just happened to produce different results. Never mind that not every difference is the product of discrimination, and nearly every meaningful measure of competence -- from aptitude tests to diploma requirements to background checks -- affects groups differently.
If a neutral standard is presumptively unlawful whenever it yields uneven racial outcomes, then a law designed to prohibit discrimination begins to incent or even coerce it. Merit-based decisions thus became legal risks; race-conscious decisions became safe harbors. Employment lawyers examining a company's reduction in force affecting the bottom-performing 10 percent would begin by considering the demographics of those affected. If the results weren't diverse enough, employers would abandon pure merit and change their criteria to ensure those laid off looked like a rainbow coalition.
It is hard enough to run a business without thinking about race at every turn. But federal regulators compounded the problem, driving employers toward race-conscious decision-making while burying them in paperwork. Employers defending race-neutral practices had to commission "validation studies" demonstrating that their criteria predicted job performance well enough to justify the resulting disparities. EEOC guidelines imposed dozens of "essential" requirements on that process, spawning a cottage industry of secondary sources and compliance consultants. Beneath that baroque web was the assumption that merit and equal treatment are at odds.
The Justice Department rejects that assumption, and we aren't alone. In Texas Department of Housing v. Inclusive Communities (2015), Justice Anthony M. Kennedy explained that the Fair Housing Act of 1968 could only be read to impose disparate-impact liability with essential safeguards to protect race-neutral, merit-based policies. This April, in Louisiana v. Callais, Justice Samuel A. Alito Jr. corrected judicial precedent that twisted the Voting Rights Act of 1965 to focus myopically on racial outcomes. Now, any disparate effects flowing from states' redistricting matter only insofar as they prove intentional racial discrimination.
We applied that logic to Title VII. To avoid serious constitutional concerns, disparate impact must function as an evidentiary tool for detecting intentional discrimination disguised as neutrality, not as a quasi-quota system. Properly understood, neutral policies are presumptively lawful. Employers need only show that a challenged employment practice rationally serves a valid business purpose to avoid liability. No longer must employers toil under unlawful regulatory requirements that penalized merit-based decisions and rewarded race-based ones.
At the same time, disparate racial effects may sometimes provide evidence of intentional discrimination. Drawing on Inclusive Communities and Justice Antonin Scalia's concurrence in Ricci v. DeStefano (2009), our opinion establishes guardrails to ensure that disparate impact serves Title VII as Congress wrote it. Before an employer can be held liable for a policy that produces a disparate effect, for example, those challenging the policy must show what Title VII calls an "alternative employment practice" -- one that meets the business's merit-based goals just as well and has a less disparate effect. 
Our opinion is part of an administration-wide effort to eliminate race discrimination and restore the original promise of the Civil Rights Act. Last year, President Donald Trump issued an executive order to eliminate unconstitutional disparate-impact liability. On July 4, consistent with that directive and our opinion, agencies jointly announced amendments to remove it from their Title VI regulations. Like Title VII, Title VI prohibits race discrimination but in programs and activities receiving federal financial assistance. It, too, has long been misinterpreted to encourage the very behavior it forbids.
As we celebrate 250 years of American independence, there is no better time to reject the pernicious claim that we must sacrifice merit on the altar of equality. An employer who selects the best candidate on neutral terms honors the color-blind Constitution and laws like the Civil Rights Act. That's good for workers, good for business and good for the soul of our nation.
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Independent autopsy planned following Mississippi teenager's death
The family of Nolan Xavier Wells is launching an independent investigation into the circumstances surrounding the 18-year-old's possible drowning.

From left, the Rev. Al Sharpton, Christine Wonsley, Elmore Wonsley and attorney Ben Crump at a Friday press conference regarding the death of the Wonsleys' son, Nolan Xavier Wells. (David Dee Delgado/Reuters)


By Tim Craig | 2026-07-10
NEW YORK -- The family of Nolan Xavier Wells has flown his body to Washington for an autopsy as part of an independent investigation seeking clarity on how he died off the Mississippi coast. 
Appearing at a news conference Friday, Wells's parents said they have retained civil rights attorney Ben Crump to lead an investigation into Wells's death over the Fourth of July weekend. The death of the 18-year-old Black man has unnerved civil rights leaders who question whether Mississippi officials have adequately scrutinized the circumstances behind his death. 
Wells is presumed to have drowned near Horn Island, a barrier island in the Gulf of Mexico, after he took a boat trip to the area with several White friends from his high school. 
After they spent July 4 on the island, Wells did not return to the mainland with his friends on the boat that evening. A video suggests Wells may have been involved in a scuffle on the island.
Wells's parents reported him missing the night of July 4, and authorities recovered his body near the island two days later. The Jackson County Sheriff's Office has said it does not suspect foul play but it continues to investigate the matter. An official cause of death has not been determined. 
But Wells's parents, Elmore and Christine Wonsley, said Friday they have deep misgivings over whether their son's death is being investigated fairly.
They said Wells, a high school football player who graduated last year, was an experienced swimmer who was familiar with Horn Island. His parents also question why he would stay behind on the island and why his phone was discovered in the possession of one of his friends. 
"We are just asking for any help, to receive any help, to get answers," Christine Wonsley said at the news conference alongside Crump and the Rev. Al Sharpton. "At the end of the day, that is all we want. We just want to know what happened."

A person holds a picture of Nolan Xavier Wells during a Friday news conference. (Yuki Iwamura/AP)


Crump said his office will be conducting a "full, complete thorough and impartial investigation." He said Wells's parents "distrust of Mississippi law enforcement" agencies is well-warranted given the state's complex racial history. 
"Imagine if the roles were reversed and you had three young Black men on a boat and one White man ended up dead," Crump said. "What kind of investigation would be conducted by Mississippi officials?"
As part of Crump's investigation, Wells's body was flown to Washington on Thursday so Roger A Mitchell Jr., D.C.'s former chief medical examiner, can conduct an independent autopsy. Former NFL player Colin Kaepernick is paying for that autopsy, Crump said. 
A spokesman for the Jackson County Sheriff's Department did not respond to a request for comment. But in a statement Wednesday, the sheriff's department said it was still seeking witnesses who were on Horn Island that day.
"Even information that may seem insignificant could prove valuable to investigators," the statement said. "We encourage anyone with firsthand knowledge to come forward."
Crump said a key discrepancy in the investigation is differing accounts from Wells's friends and a woman who was on the island that day. 
Crump said she stated that Wells told her he was getting back on the boat with his friends for the ride home. But Crump said the friends told investigators that Wells had told them he planned to stay behind with the woman.
"What teenager would leave their phone behind if they are going to stay on the island," Crump asked. "And if he is drowning, no one sees him drown?" 
In the coming days, Wells's parents plan to work with Sharpton and his National Action Network to hold a funeral for Wells in Mississippi. Filmmaker Tyler Perry is covering the costs of those services, Sharpton said. 
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National
Judges tour the Midwest to offer unusual warning about attacks on courts
All week, current and retired judges have spoken out about physical threats to judges and a rising tide of criticism from politicians and elected officials.

Judges march from the district courthouse to the state Supreme Court in Columbus, Ohio. They hold lavender roses to symbolize judicial independence. (Courtesy of Justice in Motion)


By Cole Reynolds | 2026-07-10
In Cracker Barrels and town squares, a group of judges and other civic leaders have raised alarms this week over a judiciary they consider under attack.
By bus, the group -- which includes both sitting and retired judges -- traveled from the suburbs of Pittsburgh to outside Detroit, eating barbecue and warning crowds about physical threats to judges and a rising tide of criticism from elected officials, one of the participants said.
The "Justice in Motion" tour, which ends today in Grosse Pointe, Michigan, is unusual for members of the judiciary, who in general are reluctant to make political statements or speak on issues outside of their courtrooms.
The event's website says participants are not "partisan actors," and are "meeting Americans where they are to talk about why the Rule of Law matters to the American way of life." About 30 judges have participated, according to organizers, including some from the federal bench.
Maureen O'Connor, a former chief justice of the Supreme Court of Ohio who joined the caravan, said she was concerned about other branches of government attempting to intimidate judges, including "our highest elected official."

Community members march behind the judges in support. (Courtesy of Justice in Motion/Courtesy Justice in Motion)


President Donald Trump has publicly criticized both lower-court judges and Supreme Court justices, and excoriated federal- and state-level judges who ruled against him in civil and criminal cases between his two terms in office.
Many Republican lawmakers and Trump administration officials also have attacked judges who have blocked key administration initiatives. At the same time, threats against individual judges have spiked. In at least seven states last year, unordered pizzas showed up at the doors of judges and their relatives, indicating the senders knew who those judges were and where they lived.
Courts have beefed up security as a result and called for more funding to keep judges safe. On Tuesday, Supreme Court justices Elena Kagan and Amy Coney Barrett are set to make a rare appearance before Congress, as the court requests a $20.6 million budget increase to bolster security.
"The American judiciary is under attack," O'Connor said. She called the caravan "a first of its kind in this country."
Participants included Megan K. Cavanagh, the current chief justice of Michigan Supreme Court, and Tom Corbett, the most recent Republican governor of Pennsylvania who is a former federal prosecutor and state attorney general.
The tour, organized by nonpartisan advocacy groups Keep Our Republic and Democracy Rising Collaborative, is modeled after a similar campaign in 2021 by Polish judges who were protesting efforts by legislators to change the country's court system.
In recent years, Central European judges have become more willing to speak out on public affairs, trading their robes for jeans and speaking to crowds, said Melissa Hooper of the German Marshall Fund, a think tank that brings foreign judges to the United States to meet with American jurists. 
Hooper credits those public campaigns for helping to defeat Hungarian Prime Minister Viktor Orban at the polls earlier this year. But judges in the U.S., Hooper said, tend to view themselves as separate from their communities.
"I really admire that these judges are taking the first step of getting out there," said Hooper, who did not organize the U.S. event. 
The judges' parade around the Great Lakes in a beige coach bus was timed to begin just after the nation's 250th birthday on July 4.
In Cleveland, O'Connor said, the group spoke with high school and college kids, one of whom challenged the judges on unequal sentences for Black convicts. 
In Wooster, Ohio, she added, their audience filled the town square.
"We didn't have one heckler or one protester show up," O'Connor said. "I think that that speaks to the neutrality of what we're saying. We're not political."
In Columbus, O'Connor led a procession of a few dozen people through downtown, many of them wearing black robes. She held the leash of her dog and a lavender rose, which symbolized judicial independence.
As the judges separated from the crowd, O'Connor realized that their tour bus didn't have a vase to keep the rose alive. So, she handed it to an onlooker who promised to place it in water.
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The Optimist
They met while being treated for brain injuries. Now they're getting married.
The couple reconnected years after meeting in a Minnesota hospital, and bonded over their experiences: "I've dealt with that, sweetie. I understand that."

Zachary Zarembinski and Isabelle Richard got engaged last November in the hospital where they first met. (Courtesy of Zachary Zarembinski)


By Kyle Melnick | 2026-07-10
Zachary Zarembinski jogged onto the sideline at his high school football game and abruptly collapsed. Doctors at a Minnesota hospital diagnosed him with a traumatic brain injury and put him into a coma to help his recovery, but they were concerned he might not wake up.
But nine days later, Zarembinski did wake up -- about the same time a teenage girl was taken to the same hospital with a similar injury. Isabelle Richard, who had recently gotten her driver's license, had crashed her Jeep into a tree and also was put into a medically induced coma to help her brain recover.
It was the beginning of a recovery that would take years for the teens -- and of their unlikely love story.
In the days after Richard's crash in 2018, her mother heard about Zarembinski's fast progress and visited him in the hospital in search of hope for her daughter. Their families stayed in touch.
When Richard awoke from her coma a few months later in early 2019, Zarembinski visited her. Richard could barely talk due to her injury and would later not remember meeting Zarembinski that day. Zarembinski said he remembered Richard's big smile, but he was mostly focused on recovering and trying to graduate from high school.

Richard and Zarembinski first met in February 2019, shortly after Richard woke up from a medically induced coma. (Courtesy of Zachary Zarembinski)


The two didn't speak for years as they each dedicated themselves to rehab -- Zarembinski recovering from seizures he suffered because of his injury and Richard relearning to talk and walk. 
It wasn't until 2024 when Zarembinski saw a Facebook post about Richard's recovery from her mother that they got back in touch.
"Thank you for sharing her beautiful progress," Zarembinski commented on the post. " ... We should connect sometime soon!"
Their families had dinner together. He remembers being struck again by her smile and said he fought through nerves to ask for her phone number.
She gave it to him but did not have romance in mind. 
"I just expected us to be friends," Richard said.

Along with sharing recovery experiences, Zarembinski and Richard found that they complemented each other in other ways. (Sharonda Savage/Simply Savage Snaps)


But they went on a first date in October 2024 and ended up walking around a lake. Richard did her impression of a British accent, which Zarembinski found hilarious. He said that afternoon was when he knew she was the one. 
Later, he woke up in the middle of the night after a seizure and wrote in his journal: "My girl is Isabelle."
As they spent time together, they realized they complemented each other. Zarembinski was a good planner and cook; Richard wasn't. Richard was motivated to exercise and eat healthy; Zarembinski wasn't. They fell in love after a few dates.
"I know the pain she went through," Zarembinski said. "And I say to her all the time, 'I've dealt with that, sweetie. I understand that.'"

To share their healing journeys, Richard and Zarembinski started a podcast together. (Sharonda Savage/Simply Savage Snaps)


In January 2025, Zarembinski asked Richard to pick her favorite ring from a jewelry store. She chose a rose gold diamond ring, which Zarembinski secretly bought.
They began sharing their stories on a podcast they created called "Hope in Healing" in the summer of 2025. In November, Zarembinski and Richard planned to record an episode in the hospital where they were both treated, Regions Hospital in St. Paul.
After discussing their injuries for a few minutes, Zarembinski pointed out the exact spot where he met Richard's mom in the days after he woke up from his coma. He then grabbed the diamond ring from his pocket, knelt and asked: "Will you marry me?" Richard covered her mouth with her hands and said yes.
Hospital staff revealed a heart-shaped display that said in the center: "Will you marry me?"
"Their story is like a fairy tale," said Amanda Solomon, a nurse who treated Zarembinski.

Zarembinski and Richard invited to their wedding the medical professionals who helped them through their recovery. (Sharonda Savage/Simply Savage Snaps)


While Zarembinski and Richard continue to experience memory loss, their health has improved in the past year. Zarembinski, a manager at a Verizon store, hasn't had a seizure since February 2025. Richard is a cashier at the same grocery store where she was headed before her car accident as a 16-year-old.
In September, Zarembinski, 25, and Richard, 23, plan to marry in Red Wing, Minnesota, alongside family members who helped them meet and the medical professionals who helped them recover.
Richard said sometimes it's still hard to believe how she met her fiance, adding that perhaps their remarkable love story will feel less extraordinary after their wedding. Zarembinski disagreed.
"The rest of our life," he said, "will feel surreal."
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Patriot missile deal and Trump's praise for Zelensky put pressure on Russia
The Kremlin downplayed President Donald Trump's reversal but said it could cause the war to go on longer.

President Donald Trump speaks during a meeting with Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky in Ankara, Turkey, this week. (Saul Loeb/AFP/Getty Images)


By Mary Ilyushina | 2026-07-10
The U.S. agreement this week to allow Ukraine to produce Patriot missiles and President Donald Trump's praise for President Volodymyr Zelensky are leading the Kremlin to recalibrate its message on the war.
The Kremlin has downplayed the developments but says they will make a peaceful resolution more difficult.
Dmitry Peskov, the spokesman for Russian President Vladimir Putin, accused Ukraine on Friday of being "unwilling" to engage in a peace process, while Moscow remains open to ending the war through diplomacy. He reiterated that Putin was open to scheduling another phone call with Trump.
The Kremlin has, in fact, repeatedly rejected Zelensky's offers to meet with Putin and rejected his calls for a full ceasefire.
"One must give credit to Zelensky's diplomacy," the Russian political scientist Vladimir Pastukhov wrote Friday on Telegram. "Ukraine managed to reconfigure the anti-Russian alliance into a new alignment -- one far more advantageous for itself and increasingly threatening to Russia." 
Zelensky, Trump told reporters Wednesday at the NATO summit in Ankara, Turkey, has "done an amazing job." It was a dramatic departure from Trump's comments during his first year back in office, when he accused the Ukrainian leader of ingratitude for U.S. help and "gambling with World War III."
"We're going to give a license to you to make Patriot missiles," Trump said Wednesday. "That's pretty cool. This way, you can't complain that we're not giving them enough. I said, 'Make them yourself.' We haven't informed the company of that yet, but that'll work out all right."
The Patriot missiles, long sought by Kyiv, are among the few Western weapons capable of shooting down the ballistic missiles Russia is increasingly firing at Ukrainian cities.
Secretary of State Marco Rubio, speaking alongside Trump, said Russia was finding it harder to defend its own skies. He expressed hope the deal would "create the space now to negotiate the end of this war."
"It's an escalation," Trump added, "but it's also an escalation that can help lead to an end."
Peskov, in response, said the Kremlin does not "see an escalation" but said there were "certain misconceptions within the White House administration ... regarding the idea that escalation and military pressure can help pave the way for a peaceful settlement."
He called this "a flawed judgment" and warned it might cause what Russia calls its "special military operation" in Ukraine to go on longer.
"It will result in our having to establish a larger security zone -- a larger buffer zone," he said. "Consequently, stoking tensions and taking actions that drive escalation will in no way contribute to the peace process."
Peskov downplayed the Patriot deal.
"Yes, it is an obvious fact that the U.S. is continuing full-scale deliveries of weaponry and military technology to Ukraine -- we are aware of this," he said. "At the same time, however, there is a certain duality in the United States' position: Unlike the Europeans, the U.S. maintains a desire to facilitate a move toward a peace process."
Russia, which invaded Ukraine, has pressed maximalist demands on Kyiv, including the surrender of territory its forces have not captured. The Kremlin has invited Zelensky to come to Moscow, while the Ukrainian leader has dismissed the offer as a stalling tactic.
"The Kremlin appears to be struggling to adjust its narrative line in response to the Trump administration's recent denial of Russian negotiating tactics and acknowledgement of Ukrainian battlefield successes," the Washington-based Institute for the Study of War said in a recent analysis.
Pastukhov, who is based in London, said Zelensky had "succeeded in altering -- not so much the 'reality on the ground' that Putin is so fond of citing, but rather the West's perception of that reality."
"Now," he said, "it is Putin who must rack his brains over how to present the 'realities on the ground' in a more favorable light."
While the U.S. deal is a diplomatic win for Zelensky, military analysts warn it won't address Ukraine's immediate needs. Russia is firing ballistic missiles at Ukrainian cities almost daily. Given strict U.S. technology controls and the complexity of the missile systems, full-scale production is likely years away.
Zelensky thanked the United States for the "positive decision."
"President Trump has repeatedly emphasized that only two or three countries in the world are currently capable of producing Patriots because the others are not technologically ready," he told reporters Friday. "The United States has recognized Ukraine as a country that is ready to do this."
Now, he said, his teams need to work out a timeline to set up production. "The sooner we reach an agreement, the sooner we'll be able to produce Patriots."
David L. Stern contributed to this report.
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Trump says U.S. and Iran will keep talking but declares ceasefire 'OVER!'
The president suggested talks could continue amid military strikes, but analysts say a deeply flawed preliminary truce deal poses obstacles for negotiators. 

(Jonathan Ernst/Reuters)


By Rachel Chason | 2026-07-10

President Donald Trump arrives at Joint Base Andrews in Maryland on Thursday on the new Qatari-gifted Air Force One after a NATO leaders summit in Turkey. (Jonathan Ernst/Reuters)


President Donald Trump said Friday that the United States and Iran had agreed -- once again -- to continue "talks," but he also reiterated in a social media post that the U.S. had told Tehran "in no uncertain terms, that the Cease Fire is OVER!" 
Trump's announcement followed days of escalatory strikes that shattered the fragile truce reached between Washington and Tehran last month. 
A memorandum of understanding signed by Trump and Iranian President Masoud Pezeshkian set forth an initial framework to end the war and kicked off negotiations aimed at reaching a more durable peace accord within 60 days. 
That framework collapsed this week, with Trump decrying Iranian strikes on ships in the Strait of Hormuz and calling the country leader's "scum." 
Now, analysts say, the region is caught somewhere between war and peace, with the two sides unable to agree on how to interpret the loosely written MOU. The key point of contention regards control of the strait, a narrow waterway vital to global commerce. 
"It is so vague that everyone interpreted it differently," Yoel Guzansky, a senior researcher and head of the Gulf Research Field at the Institute for National Security Studies at Tel Aviv University, said of the MOU. "Now it is a negotiation under fire, with both sides trying to pressure the other."
Trump, Guzansky said "talks loudly and has a big stick, but he doesn't have an appetite for a long regional war." 
Iran's new supreme leader, Mojtaba Khamenei, meanwhile needs to "show internally that he is strong, so he is doubling down and not caving to compromises." 

Vessels in the Strait of Hormuz as seen from Oman on Thursday. (Reuters)


The Strait of Hormuz appears not to have been part of calculations by the Trump White House and its Israeli allies before the war, Guzansky said, but it has become Iran's best leverage as its blocking of cargo traffic sent oil prices soaring and disrupted global supply chains. 
"We started the war with Trump and Netanyahu talking about lofty goals of regime change and nuclear disarmament," he said. "No one is talking about those now. ... Now it is just about Hormuz." 
This week's strikes kicked off after Iran attacked two ships transiting the strait, which infuriated Trump, who then ordered two days of bombing in Iran that hit key port cities and a railway in the north. Iran retaliated with strikes on U.S. targets in the Persian Gulf and Jordan. 
Nations in the Gulf region are now deeply on edge, knowing they are part of the surviving hard-line Iranian regime's strategy for pressuring Trump, who has been eager to end the unpopular war, and for demonstrating the regime's strength to the Iranian population. 
Since Feb. 28, when the U.S. and Israeli strikes began with the killing of Iran's supreme leader, Ayatollah Ali Khamenei, Iran's military has been severely degraded but its leadership has grown more confident, analysts say. 
Andrew Leber, a nonresident scholar at the Middle East program of the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, a Washington-based policy institute, said that the MOU was rushed so that Trump could score political points at home. 
"Normally, you would have negotiated until you reached language that both sides agreed on," Leber said. "But Trump wanted to be able to say that the war was over and turn to celebrating America's 250th birthday."
The position of Oman -- a onetime intermediary that has drawn Trump's ire for being too close to Iran -- shows the complexity of the situation, Leber said. 
Oman has simultaneously said it is on board with Iran's plan to charge fees for boats to transit the strait and also allowed U.S. Navy ships to escort cargo vessels transiting close to Oman's shores, avoiding the Iranian authorities and infuriating the Iranians.
On Hormuz, Leber said, Iran appears to be using a strategy similar to its approach to negotiations over its nuclear program, when it insisted that it had the right to nuclear enrichment, even if it did not act on that right. 
The difference is that Iran legally did have that right to enrichment under international law, while the strait is an international waterway to which all countries should have access.
William F. Wechsler, the senior director of the Rafik Hariri Center and Middle East Programs at the Atlantic Council, a Washington think tank, said that by continuing to attack ships in the strait, Iran appears to be falling back on the policy the regime has used for generations, "moving up the escalation ladder in order to establish a new normal of de facto accepted behavior that is just below the threshold of war." 
Previously, Wechsler noted, Iran succeeded in creating a status quo that allowed it to arm regional proxy groups like Hezbollah in Lebanon and the Houthis in Yemen without substantial repercussions. 
Now, he said, Tehran has succeeded in securing some degree of control of the strait and is trying to maximize that leverage. 
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At least 11 people killed as wildfires sweep southern Spain
The deaths in Andalusia included foreign nationals, and high temperatures raised fears of more fires across Europe.  

Firefighters watch a plane dump water on a wildfire in southern Spain on Friday. (Chema Artero/Reuters)


By Anthony Faiola | 2026-07-10
ROME -- A fast-spreading forest fire in southern Spain claimed nearly a dozen lives including foreign nationals, local authorities said, elevating the death toll of Europe's blistering summer.
The fire started near Los Gallardos,  a town in Andalusia known for drawing foreign retirees and expats. One of the people who died was probably Spanish, while the others "appeared" to be foreign nationals, including four British citizens, according to Antonio Sanz, the health and emergencies minister in Andalusia.
"The truth is that we are facing a situation that we can only describe as a tragedy," Sanz told reporters. 
Authorities set the provisional death toll at 11 making the forest fire the deadliest on record in Andalusia. The wildfire comes as sustained high temperatures above 100 degrees Fahrenheit (about 38 degrees Celsius) have raised fears of another season of deadly summer fires across a vast swath of Europe. At least 1,000 people were evacuated from the area.
Four of the people killed were discovered trapped inside a car, while others were found in circumstances suggesting they had tried to escape the flames, Sanz said. Populated areas in and around the fire zone were being evacuated. Four people were being treated for severe burns, while hundreds of people had been relocated. The challenging topography of the area -- including many ravines -- was complicating the emergency effort, officials said.
Spanish Defense Minister Margarita Robles told radio network Cadena SER that 200 members of an emergency military unit and 70 vehicles had been dispatched to combat the blaze. 
Authorities warned the complex fire in Spain was still a threat and could worsen, as higher winds are predicted, while firefighters battled a blaze that had already claimed more than 7,700 acres. The fire appeared to start, officials said, as a result of a downed power line. Emergency workers are seeking to contain and extinguish the flames by land and air. 
In a post on X, Prime Minister Pedro Sanchez expressed "immense sadness and desolation in the face of the terrible consequences of the fire."
Last year, the European Union witnessed its worst forest fire season since records began in 2006, one that experts fear could  be exceeded as the world's fastest-heating continent confronts blistering temperatures. In June, the average temperatures in Spain reached the highest recorded since records began in the 1950s. 
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Trump denies this Congress what could be its last major bill-signing ceremony
President Donald Trump did not sign the 21st Century Road to Housing Act, but it went into law anyway on Friday without his signature.

A worker vacuums the stage prior to President Donald Trump's scheduled signing of the 21st Century Road to Housing Act at the U.S. Capitol last month. Trump abruptly canceled the ceremony. (Cliff Owen/AP)


By Jarrell Dillard | 2026-07-11
Invitations were sent. American flags lined the back of the red stage set in Statuary Hall. Bright spotlights lit the signing table donned with the presidential seal.
President Donald Trump so abruptly canceled what might have been the last major presidential signing ceremony of this Congress that it caught lawmakers, top aides and housing industry officials all completely by surprise.
Trump said he would not sign the bipartisan 21st Century Road to Housing Act, but it went into law anyway on Friday without his signature. 
The axed signing ceremony delivered Trump's punishment of lawmakers for failing to pass his bill to limit voting rights ahead of the midterms, even though the housing bill represents the most significant housing legislation since the aftermath of the financial crisis.
Trump doubled down on his decision not to sign the bill in a Truth Social post Friday morning.
"I will not sign the Housing Bill, which has been fully approved by Congress and sent to the White House, in PROTEST over the fact that the United States Senate is not capable of passing THE SAVE AMERICA ACT," Trump wrote. "THE SAVE AMERICA ACT'S non-passage is CRAZY, and a serious threat to any politician who votes against it!"

President Donald Trump, with Senate Majority Leader John Thune (R-South Dakota), heads to a meeting with Senate Republicans last month at the Capitol. (J. Scott Applewhite/AP)


Trump's decision to ax the signing ceremony, and his comments referring to the bill as a "yawn," represent a missed opportunity for lawmakers and the president to demonstrate to Americans that they are addressing their affordability concerns, some congressional watchers say. 
"This is the exact kind of bill they want to point to and say Republicans are working on issues that their voters care about, and Democrats would want the same," said Julian Zelizer, a history and public affairs professor at Princeton University. "That's not the signal that the administration is sending."
One housing leader who received an invite to the ceremony from House Speaker Mike Johnson's office said they were on the way to the event in their Lyft when they received a text with a screenshot of Trump's post that read: "Today's Housing News Conference and Signing is hereby cancelled until such time as we pass the desperately needed SAVE AMERICA ACT."
The housing leader, who spoke on the condition of anonymity, said they then received an email from the speaker's office shortly after. The housing leader's first reaction: "incredibly disappointed, but not shocked."
One business lobbyist who was set to attend the signing ceremony was standing on the Capitol steps, when another attendee told them to check their email, as the event was canceled. Seconds later they received a message with a screenshot of Trump's Truth Social post.
"When I found out the reason why, it was disappointing, but it wasn't shocking," said the lobbyist, who spoke on the condition of anonymity. "With the president in the White House, things can happen on a dime."

U.S. flags are illuminated at Statuary Hall for a ceremony that never was last month. (Elizabeth Frantz/Reuters)


Trump's last-minute decision to cancel the signing ceremony represents a broader pattern of the president suddenly reversing course on policies previously deemed a priority, including a canceled public signing ceremony in May for an executive order to create a system to vet powerful new AI models before they are released publicly. Trump ultimately signed a revised version of the order weeks later.
Lawmakers were equally blindsided by Trump's decision on the housing bill. Especially considering that Senate Republicans had already expressed they lacked enough support to pass the Save America Act, which would impose stricter election rules.
House GOP leadership was in the middle of a news conference when Trump canceled the ceremony on social media. House Financial Services Committee Chairman French Hill (R-Arkansas) had just discussed his work with Senate Banking Committee Chairman Tim Scott (R-South Carolina) to get the bill through both chambers. 
When Johnson opened the floor for questions, a reporter notified him of Trump's social media post. When asked if Trump would sign the bill at a later date, Johnson said, "It's my estimation he'll do it within that 10-day window."
A president has 10 days, excluding Sundays, to either veto or sign a bill after they receive it from Congress. If the president does not act within the window, the bill automatically becomes law if Congress is in session. So Congress is poised to notch a concrete legislative achievement to tout on an issue widely expected to loom large in the midterm elections.

House Speaker Mike Johnson (R-Louisiana) appears at a rally to kick off the Great American State Fair. (Bonnie Cash/Pool/For The Washington Post)


Johnson sent the bill to Trump on Monday, June 29, which meant the 10-day window closed at the end of Friday at midnight. 
While many housing advocates have said the bill does not go far enough to address the nation's housing shortage, they argue it is an important first step.
The bill, which received overwhelming bipartisan support in Congress, would bar institutional investors from buying more than 350 single-family homes, expand federal grant programs to give cities money for building new homes and eliminate an outdated federal construction rule to make manufacturing mobile homes cheaper, among other measures.
Zelizer said Trump's negative comments about the bill could make it more difficult for some lawmakers, particularly vulnerable Republicans, to sell that idea to voters.
The business lobbyist who was planning to attend the signing ceremony said the cancellation and Trump's comments hurt the positive momentum around the bipartisan success in passing the bill, but they don't see that having much sway on Americans' minds on the matter.
Cleve R. Wootson Jr. contributed to this report.
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