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U.S. Census Bureau Announces That It Will Not Include Sexual Orientation and 

Gender Identity As A Category For Data Collection 
Federal Agency Policy 

Announced on May 8, 2017 

Policy Summary 
In April 2016, Members of Congress asked the United States Census Bureau to include sexual orientation and 

gender identity as subjects that Americans can be asked to be categorized as in the upcoming 2020 Census. Nearly 

a year later and after the inauguration of President Donald Trump, the Census Bureau changed course and 

clarified that it “inadvertently listed sexual orientation and gender identity as a proposed topic” and that these 

two topics are no longer being proposed to Congress for the 2020 census. LEARN MORE 

Analysis 
Laura Durso, vice – president of the LGBT Research and Communications Project at the Center for American 

Progress said that the change would prevent the collection of information that is necessary to understand the 

needs of the LGBT community. Senators Kamala Harris (D-CA) and Tom Carper (D-DE) have gone further by 

sending a letter to the Census Bureau asking for an explanation as to why the two categories were excluded from 

future census questions. The letter indicates that the information could be useful for apportionment and re-

districting efforts and in helping to distribute $400 billion in federal funds annually. The decision to not include an 

option to classify oneself according to sexual orientation or gender identity ignores the LGBT community as a 

growing community in the U.S. This change also has the potential to change and diminish the electoral power of 

the LGBT community as a voting bloc as well as making the community unavailable for federal funds simply 

because the administration refuses to recognize them. LEARN MORE, LEARN MORE, LEARN MORE 

Engagement Resources 
 SAGE – A nonprofit group focused on LGBT issues for elderly people. 

 Center for American Progress – A nonprofit group advocating progressive policy ideas on numerous 

issues. 

 Gay & Lesbian Alliance Against Defamation – A nonprofit group focused on accelerating acceptance for 

the LBGT community. 

This brief was compiled by Rod Maggay. If you have comments or want to add the name of your organization to 

this brief, please contact rod@usresistnews.org. 

  

https://apnews.com/619704d091da4b54968a23720aadee0f/no-lgbtq-category-included-census-proposal-2020-count
http://www.washingtonblade.com/2017/05/23/harris-carper-seek-answers-on-lgbt-omission-from-2020-census/
https://apnews.com/619704d091da4b54968a23720aadee0f/no-lgbtq-category-included-census-proposal-2020-count
http://lgbtweekly.com/2017/05/15/think-tank-urges-congress-to-address-the-lgbt-data-gap/
http://www.sageusa.org/
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/lgbt/view/
https://www.glaad.org/
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Congress Takes Bipartisan Action to Counter Attorney General Jeff Session’s 

Charging and Sentencing Policy 
Proposed Congressional Action 

Proposed on May 16, 2017 

Policy Summary 
On May 10, 2017, Attorney General Jeff Sessions put forth the “Department Charging and Sentencing Policy” for 

all federal prosecutors. The memorandum instructs all federal prosecutors to [1] charge and pursue the most 

serious readily provable offense and [2] disclose to the sentencing court all facts that impact the sentencing 

guidelines or mandatory minimum sentences. On May 16, 2017, Senators Rand Paul (R-KY), Patrick Leahy (D-VT) 

and Jeff Merkley (D-OR) introduced the “Justice Safety Valve Act” which would give back to federal judges 

discretion and flexibility in imposing a criminal sentence. Representatives Bobby Scott (D-VA) and Thomas Massie 

(R-KY) have introduced a companion bill in the House of Representatives. LEARN MORE, LEARN MORE, LEARN 

MORE 

Analysis 
The policy announced by Attorney General Sessions was severely misguided. By requiring the most serious 

offenses to be pursued against a defendant and having him or her face a minimum mandatory sentence if 

convicted, the Attorney General has introduced nothing more than a formulaic application of the nation’s federal 

criminal laws. The traditional guidelines of proportionality, fairness, and rationality would no longer be relevant in 

considering how to sentence a person. Marc Mauer, Executive Director of the nonprofit group The Sentencing 

Project, issued a report that concluded mandatory sentences “exacerbate existing racial disparities” and that it is 

“unlikely that mandatory penalties…have a significant impact on enhancing public safety.” Representative Bobby 

Scott (D-VA) said that their bill will “give discretion back to federal judges, so that they can consider all the facts, 

issues and circumstances” in order to tailor each sentence on a case-by-case basis. LEARN MORE, LEARN 

MORE, LEARN MORE 

Engagement Resources 
 Sentencing Project – a nonprofit organization working for a fair and effective U.S. Criminal Justice System. 

 American Civil Liberties Union – info sheet on sentencing issues. 

 Criminal Justice Policy Foundation – a nonprofit group providing info on criminal drug policy reforms. 

This brief was compiled by Rod Maggay. If you have comments or want to add the name of your organization to 

this brief, please contact rod@usresistnews.org.  

https://www.justice.gov/opa/press-release/file/965896/download
https://www.paul.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/JSVA2017.pdf
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/18/3553
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/18/3553
http://sentencingproject.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/Judicature-Impact-of-Mandatory-Minimum-Penalties-in-Federal-Sentencing.pdf
https://www.paul.senate.gov/news/press/paul-leahy-merkley-scott-and-massie-lead-bipartisan-bicameral-introduction-of-the-justice-safety-valve-act
https://www.paul.senate.gov/news/press/paul-leahy-merkley-scott-and-massie-lead-bipartisan-bicameral-introduction-of-the-justice-safety-valve-act
https://www.washingtonpost.com/posteverything/wp/2017/05/15/mandatory-minimum-sentences-are-cruel-and-ineffective-sessions-wants-them-back/?utm_term=.5d6ab9c366c0
http://www.sentencingproject.org/
https://www.aclu.org/issues/criminal-law-reform/sentencing/excessive-sentencing
https://www.cjpf.org/mandatory-minimums/
mailto:rod@usresistnews.org
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U.S. Commission on Civil Rights Investigating Civil Rights Enforcement Under The 

Trump Administration 
Independent Federal Commission Action 

June 16, 2017 

Policy Summary 
On June 16, 2017, the United States Commission on Civil Rights stated its concern with the Trump administration’s 

proposed budget cuts to civil rights offices throughout the Federal Government. As a result, the Commission 

unanimously approved a two-year comprehensive assessment of federal civil rights enforcement under the 

administration at various federal departments. The review will examine [1] the degree to which budget cuts will 

allow the civil rights offices to fulfill their duties, [2] whether the management practices are sufficient to meet the 

volume of civil rights cases, and [3] the effectiveness of resolution efforts from these offices. LEARN MORE 

Analysis 
President Donald Trump’s proposed budget cuts to federal civil rights offices can best be illustrated by what the 

federal civil rights offices have achieved in the past and what will be lost if his budget proposal prevails. At the 

Department of Labor (DOL) Office of Federal Contract Compliance Program (OFCCP), which is targeted for reduced 

staffing, the office was able to settle discriminatory hiring practices at Bank of America and KPMG. At the 

Department of Education’s (DOE) Office of Civil Rights, also targeted for reduced staffing, the office was able to 

respond to sexual assault and harassment complaints at the university and high school level. These are just a few 

examples but they demonstrate the value of these civil rights offices. Without them, big corporations would no 

longer be held accountable for discriminatory hiring practices. Sexual assault incidents at educational institutions 

would likely continue to be mishandled. By highlighting the achievements of these offices, the Commission on 

Civil Rights can show how important it is that we need these civil rights offices in order to stand up to 

discriminatory actions and practices in every place that needs it. LEARN MORE 

Engagement Resources 
 Department of Education Office of Civil Rights – web page with info on civil rights issues in education. 

 Health and Human Services Office of Civil Rights – preventing unlawful discrimination in health services. 

 Department of Labor Office of Federal Contract Compliance Program – web page with info on anti – 

discrimination programs for companies that do business with the federal government. 

This brief was compiled by Rod Maggay. If you have comments or want to add the name of your organization to 

this brief, please contact rod@usresistnews.org.  

http://www.usccr.gov/press/2017/06-16-Efficacy-of-Federal-Civil-Rights-Enforcement.pdf
https://www.dol.gov/newsroom/releases/ofccp/ofccp20170417
https://www.dol.gov/newsroom/releases/ofccp/ofccp20170608
https://www.ed.gov/news/press-releases/us-education-department-reaches-agreement-wittenberg-university-concerning-title-ix-violations
https://www.ed.gov/news/press-releases/us-education-department-reaches-agreement-palo-alto-unified-school-district-ensure-prompt-equitable-responses-reports-violations-title-ix
https://newsline.com/grave-concerns-prompt-new-probe-into-trump-admins-proposed-cuts-to-civil-rights-enforcement/
https://www2.ed.gov/about/offices/list/ocr/index.html
https://www.hhs.gov/ocr/index.html
https://www.dol.gov/ofccp/
mailto:rod@usresistnews.org
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Implications of Trump’s Budget 
Budget Proposal 

Released on May 23, 2017 

Policy Summary 
Last Tuesday, President Trump’s White House released the Trump’s Budget proposal for the 2018 fiscal year. The 

document, titled “A New Foundation for American Greatness,” does not detail the sweeping tax cuts that are 

being pursued as part of the American Health Care Act (AHCA), but does assume that they have been put into 

place (read more about the AHCA). 

The budget includes sweeping cuts to federal agencies and government programs. Budgets for the Environmental 

Protection Agency and the State Department will be cut by 31% and 29%, respectively, with additional 2% cuts 

every year. Funding for Medicaid and the Children’s Health Insurance Program (CHIP) will be cut by $616 billion, 

and welfare programs will be cut by $272 billion, with the largest cuts to food stamps (SNAP) at $190 billion and 

$15.6 billion for TANF. Finally, the budget also cuts $143 billion from Student Loans. 

The budget also includes significant increases in military and defense spending. The Pentagon’s funding would 

increase spending by more than 10 percent, and the Department of Homeland Security would receive $1.6 billion 

for the border wall. 

Analysis 
The President’s budget is a symbolic document; Congressional approval is required for any budget. Even so, the 

contents of the budget are an important bellwether for future budget appropriations and agency funding. 

Moreover, much of the budget affects federal agencies, which are headed by Trump-appointed heads; agencies 

like the Environmental Protection Agency under Scott Pruitt and the Department of Education under Betsy Devos 

may reduce services in a way that will, in turn, lead to decreased appropriations by Congress. US Resist News has 

previously covered some of the potential consequences to cuts for the EPA 

Elimination of Social Services 

The presidential budget features more than $1 trillion in cuts for services that go primarily to low- or middle-

income Americans. Some of these cuts, such as cuts to Social Security Disability, are presented as part of 

incentivizing Americans to “return to the labor force.” However, cuts to Medicaid, CHIP, SNAP, and TANF mean 

that low- and middle-income Americans would be less likely to be insured and would be spending more of their 

income on these basic necessities. In addition to likely endangering the lives of many citizens—including the more 

than 8 million children that CHIP insures—the cuts will likely stunt economic growth. The economy cannot grow if 

more Americans struggle to pay their bills. 

Eliminating Avenues for Diplomacy 

Trump’s proposed budget also includes cuts to the State Department and foreign aid. These cuts will severely 

diminish American diplomatic efforts. The State Department has already been weakened by the chaos of the new 

administration’s transition. Losing foreign aid—which represents a relatively small portion of the budget—would 

also remove an important diplomatic and negotiating tool for the country, affecting global stability. 

https://www.usresistnews.org/2017/05/12/american-health-care-act/
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/05/22/us/politics/trump-budget-cuts.html?action=click&contentCollection=Politics&module=RelatedCoverage&region=EndOfArticle&pgtype=article
https://www.usresistnews.org/2017/05/30/budget-medicaid-food-stamps/
https://www.usresistnews.org/2017/04/01/effects-budget-environment/
http://kff.org/other/state-indicator/annual-chip-enrollment/?activeTab=graph&currentTimeframe=0&startTimeframe=10&sortModel=%7B%22colId%22:%22Location%22,%22sort%22:%22asc%22%7D
http://www.usglc.org/2017/03/15/republicans-and-democrats-agree-foreign-aid-cuts-would-hurt-u-s-national-security/


8 

Unlikely Assumptions about Revenues, Growth, and Cost-Cutting 

Trump’s budget has been promoted as being revenue-neutral, but critics have begun pointing out that the 

“deficit-neutral” tax plan and “revenue-neutral” budget plan rely on overly optimistic assumptions about future 

growth as well as shoddy math to make sure the numbers turn out well. Trump’s budget assumes a 3% GDP 

growth; a full percentage point above the Congressional Budget Office’s forecast, and a number that US GDP 

growth has not attained since 1996. More than that, the budget assumes that the economy will provide enough 

growth to make the tax reform (which, again, is not detailed in the budget plan) deficit-neutral, and that 

estimated growth is again assumed to bring enough revenue to offset the increased spending of the budget. 

Additionally, the Trump budget assumes that tax revenues will increase in spite of the sweeping tax cuts proposed 

in the American Health Care Act. However, a similar tax proposal that was actually passed in Kansas has led 

to ballooning deficits in Kansas. Some experts believe that the tax cuts actually encourage tax avoidance in the 

state. 

It is highly unlikely that Congress will adopt a budget that looks much like the one put out by the White House, 

especially given the deep cuts to Medicaid. However, a Republican-dominated Senate is likely eager to pass at 

least some of the proposed tax cuts presented in the American Health Care Act (if not the more ambitious reform 

elements), and it is almost certain that major federal agencies will receive cuts in funding as well. 

 

This brief was compiled by Ivy Perez. If you have comments or want to add the name of your organization to this 

brief, please contact ivy@usresistnews.org. 

  

https://www.vox.com/policy-and-politics/2017/5/23/15680110/trump-budget-accounting-error
https://taxfoundation.org/kansas-pass-through-carve-out-national-perspective/
http://riseupkansas.org/2017/05/04/nonpartisan-study-brownback-tax-plan-resulted-tax-avoidance/
http://riseupkansas.org/2017/05/04/nonpartisan-study-brownback-tax-plan-resulted-tax-avoidance/
https://www.usresistnews.org/2017/05/30/budget-medicaid-food-stamps/
mailto:ivy@usresistnews.org
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The CHOICE Act 
Proposed Policy 

Announced on June 8, 2017 

Policy Summary 
The House of Representatives voted on Thursday, June 8 to pass the Creating Opportunity for Investors, 

Consumers, and Entrepreneurs (CHOICE) Act, a bill that repeals many of the regulations imposed by the Dodd-

Frank Bill of 2010. The Dodd-Frank bill was itself a response to the 2007-2008 financial crisis, which many believe 

to have occurred as a result of the deregulation legislation enacted by the Bush Administration. 

The CHOICE Act also significantly weakens the Consumer Financial Protection Bureau, a federal agency whose 

creation was authorized by the Dodd-Frank bill. Under the CHOICE Act, the CFPB would no longer be an 

independent agency with independent funding; it would also be stripped of investigatory and regulatory 

functions. 

The CHOICE Act also takes aim at the rights of small investors. The bill removes some rights of shareholders of 

public corporations. Currently, shareholders with an investment of at least $2,000 or 1 percent stake of a 

company can bring up proposals to the company’s board. The bill and its merits will now be debated in the 

Senate, where it would need 60 votes in order to pass; Republicans would need support from Democrats in order 

for passage. 

Analysis 

Deregulating Banks & Financial Institutions 

Deregulation is treated by many in government—especially Republicans—as a magic pill that will automatically 

increase efficiency and cut costs and “red tape.” In the case of the financial and banking sectors, however, 

deregulation is often followed by increases in risky investments and spending as well as a lack of transparency and 

accountability to customers, shareholders, and taxpayers alike. 

The Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protection Act was passed in 2010 in order to curb the risky 

investment behavior of some banks and financial institutions. Banking deregulation is believed by many critics to 

be one of the top contributing factors for the financial crisis of 2007-2008. For years, banking and financial 

regulations were relaxed (such as limits on deposits) or allowed to lapse (such as Glass-Steagall in 1999). This 

pattern of deregulation coincided with an evolution in creating new financial products and derivatives, which, 

along with lax rules for credit rating agencies, led to the financial crisis which hobbled the US and world economy 

for years after the crisis. Among the most important regulations imposed by Dodd-Frank were restrictions on 

what banks could do with their clients’ money. These regulations were meant to ensure that the country would 

not be faced with the tough choice of costly bank bailouts on the one hand and the catastrophic consequences of 

bank failures on the other. 

Repealing the Dodd-Frank Act, the primary goal of the CHOICE Act, would allow banks to once again make risky 

investments with their clients’ money. It would also reduce the transparency and accountability of the banking 



10 

and financial sector. It would give more choices to a small, select group of banks and investors, while reducing the 

choices for stability for the rest of the American public. 

Although many of the laws, rules, and regulations imposed by Dodd-Frank have their fair share of critics, what is 

remarkable about the CHOICE act is its breadth in attacking the bill. By increasing regulations on mortgage 

lending, a consequence of Dodd-Frank was that mortgages became more difficult for many Americans to acquire. 

But the CHOICE Act not only weakens rules such as the Volcker rule, but also removes shareholder and investor 

protections, and guts the Consumer Financial Protection Bureau. 

This has been somewhat of a pattern in the still-young Trump administration; in February of this year, the 

President signed an executive order to relax rules that financial advisors be required to work in the best interests 

of their clients, and he’s also been vocal in his opposition to the Consumer Financial Protection Bureau. 

Removing Protections for the Little Guy 

Although the Dodd-Frank bill was passed in response to the financial crisis, the bill itself contains many sections, 

which attempt to regulate a large number of financial products as well as increase protections for the general 

public–from investors to shareholders to consumers of more basic financial products such as checking and savings 

accounts. The CHOICE Act broadly attacks many of these protections, limiting the extent to which large companies 

and banks can be held accountable. 

Muzzling the Watchdogs 

One of the victories of the Dodd-Frank act was the creation of the Consumer Financial Protection Bureau (CFPB), a 

federal agency that has the power to investigate financial institutions and companies. Since its creation, the CFPB 

has led investigations of banks, predatory lenders, and credit card companies. The Bureau estimates that it has 

provided consumers with nearly $12 billion dollars in relief. The Trump administration has previously 

attempted to curb the power of the CFPB by limiting the amount that it can request in funding. The CHOICE Act 

goes even further, completely changing its funding structure and requiring that Congress approve Bureau 

investigations. 

The CHOICE Act also limits the power of small investors to voice their opinions about how public companies are 

run. The provision, described above, has been used by investors to raise proposals to a company’s board of 

directors; this provision has been used to raise issues about human rights, climate change, and other practices by 

companies. But it is also a mechanism that protects all investors from unlimited power by these large companies. 

Overall, the CHOICE Act significantly weakens many of the protections of the Dodd-Frank Act, reducing 

accountability for lenders large and small. Proponents of the act argue that loosening regulations will allow banks 

to save money, and that they will pass on those savings to consumers. However, the CHOICE act mostly 

represents a return to the status quo that culminated in the financial crisis. 

Engagement Resources 
 Call your Senator and stress how the CHOICE Act would weaken your voice and eliminating your choices. 

(You can use this script, originally written for calling your Congressmen.) 

 Call your representatives to voice your opinion about the CHOICE Act. 

 Donate to the Consumers Union, an organization that looks out for the interests of consumers. 

 Add your voice to #WrongCHOICEAct on Twitter 

This brief was compiled by Ivy Perez. If you have comments or want to add the name of your organization to this 

brief, please contact ivy@usresistnews.org. 

  

https://www.theatlantic.com/business/archive/2017/02/trump-dodd-frank/515646/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/get-there/wp/2017/03/17/in-court-filing-trump-administration-calls-the-structure-of-the-cfpb-unconstitutional/?utm_term=.3ff6620eee5c
http://www.consumerreports.org/consumer-protection/house-passes-bill-would-roll-back-consumer-financial-protections/
https://www.propublica.org/article/a-federal-regulator-is-probing-wells-fargo-mortgage-practices
https://www.propublica.org/article/installment-loans-world-finance
http://files.consumerfinance.gov/f/documents/07132016_cfpb_SEFL_anniversary_factsheet.pdf
http://www.npr.org/sections/thetwo-way/2017/03/17/520204967/trump-administration-files-motion-aimed-at-controling-consumer-protection-agency
http://www.npr.org/sections/thetwo-way/2017/03/17/520204967/trump-administration-files-motion-aimed-at-controling-consumer-protection-agency
https://www.indivisibleguide.com/resource/oppose-choice-act/
http://consumersunion.org/
https://twitter.com/hashtag/WrongCHOICEAct?src=hash
mailto:ivy@usresistnews.org
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The Budget: Department of Education Facing 13.5 Percent Cut 
Budget Proposal 

Released on May 23, 2017 

Policy Summary 
Donald Trump’s new budget plan proposes cutting 13.5 percent or $9.2 billion from education, paving the way for 

$1.4 billion to go towards the administration’s top education priority, a school choice voucher program. These 

cuts would eliminate government subsidized student loans and put an end to student debt forgiveness programs 

as well as nearly halving the size of the federal work study program. A $2.3 billion program for teacher training 

and class-size reduction, a $190 million literacy program, and a $1.2 billion after-school program will also see their 

demise as a result of this budget, in addition to several other programs. LEARN MORE 

Analysis 
Slashing programs that largely benefit low-income students, this budget makes room for a voucher program, 

allowing students to opt for private or religious institutions. This is concerning as researchers have found that 

many states allow religious schools receiving vouchers to deny admission to LGBT students or children with LGBT 

parents. When asked if the government would step in to prevent schools participating in discriminatory practices 

from receiving federal vouchers, Education Sect. Betsy DeVos did not give a clear answer. Drawing criticism from 

both sides of the isle, this budget also dramatically cuts college affordability and access programs. One 

Representative heralded it as a budget designed by people who have never had to “worry about how they were 

going to pay for their children to go to college.” Calling the entirety of the budget an “assault on the American 

dream,” John King Jr., Sect of Education during the Obama Administration, noted that the discussion should be 

about investing more as opposed to less. LEARN MORE 

Engagement Resources 
 Click here to learn how to contact your state legislators! Budgets cannot pass without legislative support! 

 Donate to and support The Council for Opportunity in Education, a nonprofit geared toward furthering 

the expansion of college opportunities for disabled, first-generation and low-income students. 

 National Education Association– Support the NEA and join them in their e-mail campaign against Betsy 

DeVos’ voucher program! 

This brief was compiled by Cindy Stansbury. If you have comments or want to add the name of your organization 

to this brief please contact, cindy@usresistnews.org. 

  

https://www2.ed.gov/about/overview/budget/budget18/budget-factsheet.pdf
https://www.washingtonpost.com/local/education/devos-to-testify-on-trumps-budget-her-first-time-before-congress-since-rocky-confirmation-hearing/2017/05/23/db2934e8-3fe2-11e7-adba-394ee67a7582_story.html?utm_term=.b3c7bb8f0f33
https://www.theatlantic.com/education/archive/2017/03/measuring-college-unaffordability/520476/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/local/education/devos-to-testify-on-trumps-budget-her-first-time-before-congress-since-rocky-confirmation-hearing/2017/05/23/db2934e8-3fe2-11e7-adba-394ee67a7582_story.html?utm_term=.9496eb9142c4
https://www.washingtonpost.com/local/education/devos-to-testify-on-trumps-budget-her-first-time-before-congress-since-rocky-confirmation-hearing/2017/05/23/db2934e8-3fe2-11e7-adba-394ee67a7582_story.html?utm_term=.9496eb9142c4
https://www.usnews.com/opinion/articles/2017-05-25/donald-trumps-education-budget-cuts-are-an-assault-on-the-american-dream
https://www.usnews.com/opinion/articles/2017-05-25/donald-trumps-education-budget-cuts-are-an-assault-on-the-american-dream
https://www.washingtonpost.com/local/education/devos-to-testify-on-trumps-budget-her-first-time-before-congress-since-rocky-confirmation-hearing/2017/05/23/db2934e8-3fe2-11e7-adba-394ee67a7582_story.html?utm_term=.d0a05bfc3d39
https://www.washingtonpost.com/local/education/devos-to-testify-on-trumps-budget-her-first-time-before-congress-since-rocky-confirmation-hearing/2017/05/23/db2934e8-3fe2-11e7-adba-394ee67a7582_story.html?utm_term=.b3c7bb8f0f33
https://www.usa.gov/elected-officials
http://www.coenet.org/
http://www.nea.org/
mailto:cindy@usresistnews.org
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READ Act 
Proposed Legislation 

Placed on the Senate Legislative Calendar on June 5, 2017 

Policy Summary 
Aiming to give the nearly 263 million children and adolescents who are out of school worldwide access to a quality 

education, the READ Act or the Reinforcing Education Accountability in Development Act, has been placed on the 

Senate calendar after passing the House in January. The act is geared toward providing additional “direction and 

scrutiny” for how U.S dollars are spent in regards to promoting equal access to education worldwide, with an 

emphasis on developing and war-torn nations. Amending the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, this bill puts 

guidelines in place, such as a yearly report to Congress as well as the public on the state of global educational 

accessibility, in order to add more accountability for how U.S tax dollars are being put to use in the fight for 

universal access to education.  LEARN MORE 

Analysis 
With a wealth of bipartisan support, this bill passed unanimously in the house carrying a goal of combating what 

Chairman of the House Foreign Affairs Committee, Ed Royce (Republican, 39th District California) has called a 

humanitarian crisis. Within his remarks after the passing of the bill, Royce reminded all that as many nations have 

been entrenched in conflict for a decade or more, entire generations of children are now failing to receive “even 

the most basic education.” Praising the bill’s goal of placing a renewed focus on universal education, Royce spoke 

of the vast benefits of quality education for all including social mobility, and stability, as well as economic 

growth. According to the World Bank, “an increase of one standard deviation in student reading and math scores 

is associated with an increase of two percentage points in annual GDP per capita growth.” LEARN MORE 

Engagement Resources 
 The Global Campaign for Education– A broad-based coalition, the campaign aims to ensure universal 

access to a quality education. 

 Global Partnership for Education- Bringing together developing countries, donors, international 

organizations, civil society, teacher organizations, the private sector and foundations, GPE is a multi-

stakeholder partnership and funding platform aimed at strengthening education systems in developing 

countries. 

 UNICEF – Working in 190 countries and territories, UNICEF works to promote the rights of every child—

including the right to quality education! 

This brief was compiled by Cindy Stansbury. If you have comments or want to add the name of your organization 

to this brief please contact cindy@usresistnews.org. 

  

https://www.congress.gov/bill/115th-congress/house-bill/601
http://us12.campaign-archive1.com/?u=e585eec970e20145fb02e3825&id=ae02c38809&e=46e9764a1e
https://borgenproject.org/us-house-passes-read-act/
http://campaignforeducationusa.org/blog/detail/congress-passes-bipartisan-read-act
http://campaignforeducationusa.org/
http://www.globalpartnership.org/
https://www.unicef.org/about-us
mailto:cindy@usresistnews.org
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Medicaid Explained 
Informational Brief 

Who Is Eligible 
Medicaid is America’s joint federal-state national health insurance program that covers low-income citizens of all 

ages. Any families or pregnant women with incomes below 138% of the federal poverty line are considered low-

income and are eligible for the Medicaid entitlement program. Other eligible beneficiaries include senior and 

disabled people who receive Supplemental Security Income (SSI). In addition to these mandatory eligibility rules, 

states can also request federal funds for optional populations such as pregnant women and people with high 

health-related expenses that have incomes above the mandatory coverage limits. 

Where the Money Comes From 
The federal government matches state Medicaid spending by a one-to-one ratio or greater. States and the federal 

government combined spent about $476 billion on Medicaid in 2014. In 2015, Medicaid-related expenses 

accounted for 57% of state’s federal funds. 

Where the Money Goes 
Medicaid pays for the services to eligible parties indirectly by paying participating healthcare facilities rather than 

individual patients. Beyond the minimum federal requirements, each state has the freedom to elect additional 

services or providers and set their own premiums, provider rates, etc. 

Medicaid Effectiveness 
Medicaid costs substantially less than private insurance to cover comparable health issues and is found to be cost-

effective. Under the Obama Administration’s expansion initiative, Medicaid helped reduce the number of 

uninsured Americans from 45 million to 29 million as of 2016. Traditionally, Republicans believe the program is 

too costly and try to cut back on Medicaid spending and eligibility (which is happening right now) while Democrats 

think it is vital to the overall well-being of American citizens and seek to expand coverage. 

Engagement Resources 
 LEARN MORE about how Medicaid works and get the facts straight! 

 SEE THE STATS about everything Medicaid 

This brief was compiled by Ann Furbush. If you have comments or want to add the name of your organization to 

this brief please contact ann@usresistnews.org. 

  

http://www.cbpp.org/research/health/policy-basics-introduction-to-medicaid
http://www.cbpp.org/research/health/policy-basics-introduction-to-medicaid
http://www.cbpp.org/research/health/policy-basics-introduction-to-medicaid
http://www.cbpp.org/research/health/policy-basics-introduction-to-medicaid
http://www.kff.org/medicaid/issue-brief/10-things-to-know-about-medicaid-setting-the-facts-straight/
http://www.cbpp.org/research/health/policy-basics-introduction-to-medicaid
https://ccf.georgetown.edu/2015/04/20/study-medicaid-benefits-well-worth-costs/
http://www.cbpp.org/research/health/policy-basics-introduction-to-medicaid
https://www.usresistnews.org/2017/05/30/budget-medicaid-food-stamps/
http://www.kff.org/medicaid/issue-brief/10-things-to-know-about-medicaid-setting-the-facts-straight/
https://www.statista.com/topics/1091/medicaid/
mailto:Ann@usresistnews.org
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Trump’s 2018 US Budget Proposal: Effects on Environment 
White House Budget Proposal 

Released March 16, 2017 

Update: May 23, 2017 
The White House released a new version of Trump’s budget which summarized spending priorities while 

maintaining the extreme EPA and DOE funding cuts detailed in this brief. LEARN MORE 

Policy Summary 
President Trump released his first preliminary budget, approximating budget changes for the 2018 fiscal year and 

showcasing the administration’s priorities. The proposed budget has severe implications for environmental and 

public health, calling for a 31 percent cut in the EPA budget, reducing funding for the Department of Energy, and 

targeting environmental protection funding in at least nine other federal departments. When asked about cuts to 

science and climate change research, Office of Management and Budget Director Mick Mulvaney said: “the 

President was fairly straightforward — we’re not spending money on that anymore.” The president’s budget 

increases military spending by $54 billion and balances the federal deficit by decreasing spending for various 

programs across the board. LEARN MORE 

Analysis 
Budget cuts to the EPA would hamper the agency’s ability to protect clean air and water, to conduct research, and 

to mitigate the detrimental effects of climate change and pollution on the country. The proposed budget plan 

discontinues all EPA funding for climate change-related efforts and the Obama administration’s signature Clean 

Power Plan (analyzed in depth here) which mitigates climate impacts and health risks from air pollutants by 

reducing carbon pollution from power plants. The plan also eliminates over 50 EPA programs, cuts research and 

development funding, and decreases funding for Superfund, the EPA program responsible for cleaning up sites 

contaminated with hazardous wastes. Department of Energy cuts eliminate research projects and loan programs 

that fund innovative renewables technology and restrict funding to laboratories which conduct research on 

renewables and energy efficient vehicles. Stanford environmental engineering professor Mark Jacobson worries 

that cuts to research funding will reduce American innovation and competitiveness, decreasing GDP. LEARN 

MORE 

Engagement Resources 
 World Resources Institute – a global NGO committed to protecting the Earth, improving people’s lives, 

and creating prosperity through sustainable natural resource management. 

 Association of Public & Land-Grant Universities – a research, policy, and advocacy organization of public 

research universities, land-grant institutions, and higher education organizations. 

 Task Force on American Innovation – an alliance of business, universities and scientific societies 

supporting federally funded basic research in the physical sciences and engineering. 

This brief was compiled by Conor Downey. If you have comments or want to add the name of your organization to 

this brief please contact conor@usresistnews.org. 

https://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/whitehouse.gov/files/omb/budget/fy2018/budget.pdf
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/energy-environment/wp/2017/05/22/epa-remains-top-target-with-trump-administration-proposing-31-percent-budget-cut/
http://www.realclearpolitics.com/video/2017/03/16/mulvaney_were_not_spending_money_on_climate_change_anymore_waste_of_your_money.html
https://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/whitehouse.gov/files/omb/budget/fy2018/2018_blueprint.pdf
https://www.usresistnews.org/2017/04/10/promoting-energy-independence-economic-growth/
https://www.usresistnews.org/2017/04/10/promoting-energy-independence-economic-growth/
https://www.epa.gov/superfund
https://thinkprogress.org/trump-budget-climate-cuts-7e0928be0f37#.cyar3usof
http://www.climatecentral.org/news/trump-budget-eviscerates-energy-programs-21252?utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=News%20Trumps%20Budget&utm_content=News%20Trumps%20Budget+CID_cf0e4bfb0c6223dbb0bca9a3e15bdd66&utm_source=Climate%20Central%20Email%20C
http://www.climatecentral.org/news/trump-budget-eviscerates-energy-programs-21252?utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=News%20Trumps%20Budget&utm_content=News%20Trumps%20Budget+CID_cf0e4bfb0c6223dbb0bca9a3e15bdd66&utm_source=Climate%20Central%20Email%20C
https://www.wired.com/2017/03/trumps-trying-chainsaw-nearly-every-environmental-program/
https://www.wired.com/2017/03/trumps-trying-chainsaw-nearly-every-environmental-program/
http://www.wri.org/
http://www.aplu.org/
http://www.innovationtaskforce.org/
mailto:conor@usresistnews.org
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US Withdrawal from the Paris Climate Accord 
Presidential Announcement 

Announced on June 1, 2017 

Policy Summary 
On June 1st, President Trump turned his back on climate change and the rest of the world by announcing US 

withdrawal from the Paris Climate Accord (PCA). The historic climate agreement boasts 195 countries; only the 

US, Syria, and Nicaragua are not a part of the deal (Nicaragua does not believe the accord is tough enough on 

climate, and Syria has been entrenched in civil conflict during negotiations). Trump argued that the PCA will have 

devastating economic implications, disadvantaging “the United States to the exclusive benefit of other countries.” 

Trump also repeatedly expressed interest in renegotiating the agreement, but the UN and world leaders said the 

deal could not (and would not) be renegotiated at the request of a single nation. 

READ TRUMP’S STATEMENT 

Analysis 
The Paris Climate Accord aims “to limit the [global] temperature increase to 1.5 degrees Celsius” by 2100, 

signaling international agreement in the importance of climate change and indicating a global shift away from 

fossil fuels toward clean and renewable energy. The PCA was created to be nonbinding, giving ratifying countries 

the independence to set their own emissions reduction plans, ensuring flexibility for domestic situations and 

changing circumstances, and dispelling fear of penalties. The deal encourages ratifying countries to peak their 

greenhouse gas emissions as soon as possible, creates a timetable for countries to make more ambitious pledges 

and ratchet up efforts, and negotiates climate aid commitments for developing nations. While the agreement is 

nonbinding, a recent study from the Grantham Research Institute indicates that the soft diplomacy of the accord 

has already pushed dozens of countries to pass clean energy laws, and environmental groups have lauded the 

agreement for symbolizing the world’s commitment to fight climate change. 

Trump’s Speech 

As President Trump explained the US withdrawal from the agreement, he deployed an array of inaccuracies and 

misconceptions about the PCA. He harped on onerous restrictions and regulations that would burden the US and 

then expresses interest in renegotiating the agreement. But the goals set by the US in the Paris Accord are 

nonbinding; Trump can unilaterally change the commitments to protect the economy in any way he wants. He 

highlighted “unfairness” within the PCA by arguing that the US would be prevented from building coal plants 

while China and India both massively expand coal production, but the US can alter its commitments, China 

has canceled plans to build over a hundred coal plants for the next few years, and, on a per capita basis, the US 

emits twice the amount of carbon as China (eight times that of India). His attempt to trivialize the 2100 effects of 

the PCA as the “tiny, tiny amount” of 0.2 degrees was swiftly rebuked by the MIT researchers he was quoting who 

pointed out that the actual reduction would be 0.9, a reduction that large has significant impacts on the planet, 

and this is purely based off of country’s initial commitments (the PCA sets countries up to make more ambitious 

pledges every five years until 2100). Trump’s economic arguments rely on a highly disputed study from the 

National Economic Research Associates; the study “assumed a scenario no policy expert expects,” didn’t consider 

https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/worldviews/wp/2017/05/31/why-nicaragua-and-syria-didnt-join-the-paris-climate-accord/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/worldviews/wp/2017/05/31/why-nicaragua-and-syria-didnt-join-the-paris-climate-accord/
http://www.reuters.com/article/us-usa-climatechange-trump-idUSKBN18R1J4?il=0
http://www.reuters.com/article/us-usa-climatechange-trump-idUSKBN18R1J4?il=0
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2017/06/01/statement-president-trump-paris-climate-accord
http://mashable.com/2015/12/12/5-paris-climate-agreement/#o1pcwywGTuq5
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/05/31/climate/qa-the-paris-climate-accord.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/05/31/climate/qa-the-paris-climate-accord.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/05/31/climate/qa-the-paris-climate-accord.html
http://mashable.com/2015/12/12/5-paris-climate-agreement/#o1pcwywGTuq5
http://www.lse.ac.uk/GranthamInstitute/publication/global-trends-in-climate-change-legislation-and-litigation-2017-update/
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2017/jun/06/european-leaders-scale-up-climate-change-efforts-trump-paris-deal
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2017/jun/06/european-leaders-scale-up-climate-change-efforts-trump-paris-deal
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/fact-checker/wp/2017/06/01/fact-checking-president-trumps-claims-on-the-paris-climate-change-deal/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/fact-checker/wp/2017/06/01/fact-checking-president-trumps-claims-on-the-paris-climate-change-deal/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/fact-checker/wp/2017/06/01/fact-checking-president-trumps-claims-on-the-paris-climate-change-deal/
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/01/18/world/asia/china-coal-power-plants-pollution.html?_r=1
http://edgar.jrc.ec.europa.eu/news_docs/jrc-2016-trends-in-global-co2-emissions-2016-report-103425.pdf
https://www.climateinteractive.org/insights/response-to-white-house-talking-points-on-paris-agreement/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/fact-checker/wp/2017/06/01/fact-checking-president-trumps-claims-on-the-paris-climate-change-deal/
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potential benefits from avoided emissions, didn’t account for greater investment in clean energy and innovation, 

and was funded by opponents of the PCA. 

Consequences 

Trump’s decision may have debilitating effects on the economy and influence of the United States. Many 

economic analysts worry that leaving the PCA will decrease American competitiveness by rejecting the world’s 

transition to a low carbon economy. The clean energy industry is projected to be a 3 trillion-dollar industry by 

2030, and the Trump administration is expressing intent to pass on federal investment that is key to clean energy 

growth and innovation. Clean energy is poised to usurp the global energy economy and the US is squandering the 

chance to advance its energy market and “to create vast numbers of advanced energy jobs.” As the US leaves the 

helm, China may step up and fill the leadership void; both politically and economically. China has pushed climate 

initiatives in recent years and could use the US void to fill clean energy voids in developing countries and to corner 

the wind and solar manufacturing market. Withdrawal could also hurt influence by shattering diplomatic 

relationships, leaving the US out of continued global engagement and undercutting “diplomatic priorities across 

the globe”. The issue of climate change affects the entire planet and requires collaboration from every country to 

effectively combat it; Trump’s isolationist policies and rejection of science have removed the second-largest 

producer of carbon dioxide from the first international agreement to lower emissions. While the withdrawal 

propels a terrifying trend from the highest branches of government, optimistic citizens hope that cities, states, 

and businesses can drive energy transformation in spite of the Trump administration. 

Engagement Resources 
 Natural Resources Defense Council – an international environmental advocacy group committed to 

fighting Trump’s “environmental assault” and providing individuals with avenues for action. 

 Town Hall Project – empowers and encourages citizens to have conversations with their representatives. 

Call 1-844-6-RESIST to be redirected to the office of your local Congressperson. 

 Sierra Club – the nation’s largest environmental preservation organization; focuses include mitigating 

global warming and opposing coal; suing the Trump administration over this EO. 

This brief was compiled by Conor Downey. If you have comments or want to add the name of your organization to 

this brief please contact conor@usresistnews.org.  

https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/fact-checker/wp/2017/06/01/fact-checking-president-trumps-claims-on-the-paris-climate-change-deal/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/fact-checker/wp/2017/06/01/fact-checking-president-trumps-claims-on-the-paris-climate-change-deal/
http://news.harvard.edu/gazette/story/2017/06/harvard-business-school-professor-on-paris-accord-post-u-s/
http://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/analysis/2015/04/21/federal-investment-is-key-to-growth-of-clean-energy-industry
http://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/analysis/2015/04/21/federal-investment-is-key-to-growth-of-clean-energy-industry
https://techcrunch.com/2017/06/02/why-pulling-out-of-paris-accords-damages-americas-economic-future/?ncid=rss
http://www.latimes.com/world/asia/la-fg-china-climate-20170405-story.html
http://www.latimes.com/world/asia/la-fg-china-climate-20170405-story.html
http://news.nationalgeographic.com/2017/03/china-takes-leadership-climate-change-trump-clean-power-plan-paris-agreement/
http://news.nationalgeographic.com/2017/03/china-takes-leadership-climate-change-trump-clean-power-plan-paris-agreement/
http://www.wri.org/blog/2017/01/america-cant-afford-be-climate-loner
https://www.theatlantic.com/international/archive/2017/05/paris-agreement-trump/528621/
https://www.theatlantic.com/international/archive/2017/05/paris-agreement-trump/528621/
http://www.environewsnigeria.com/paris-agreement-president-trump-got-wrong-climate-scorecard/
http://www.cnbc.com/2017/05/31/how-us-carbon-pollution-compares-with-the-rest-of-the-world.html
http://www.cnbc.com/2017/05/31/how-us-carbon-pollution-compares-with-the-rest-of-the-world.html
https://www.theatlantic.com/international/archive/2017/05/paris-agreement-trump/528621/
https://www.nrdc.org/
https://townhallproject.com/
http://www.sierraclub.org/
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Cuba Reversal 
Presidential Directive 

Issued on June 16, 2017 

Policy Summary 
On June 16th, President Donald Trump signed a directive with the intention of reversing Obama-era Cuba policy 

changes. The directive only dealt with a few regulations and left many in place. Specifically, private tours of Cuba 

are no longer allowed, and any educational trip will undergo an intensive audit. Furthermore, President Trump is 

restricting some business transactions with Cuba and will not permit any Americans from exchanging or dealing 

with any business owned by the Cuban military. Embassies will remain open, and many businesses will maintain 

operations and money will continue to exchange hands on the island. LEARN MORE 

Analysis 
The President has taken a rather moderate stance on this reversal which goes against much of his earlier rhetoric. 

Even Russia criticized the language of President Trump’s speech on Friday, and this Cold War-era thinking does 

not aid the United States or its interests. The regulations he did repeal will not convince the Cuban government to 

change, and they have received bipartisan condemnation across the country. It will hurt economic development 

of both nations. A cold and unfriendly approach to Cuba did little to soften the country during its multi-decade 

embargo throughout the Cold War. LEARN MORE 

Engagement Resources 
 UNHCR-Cuba — An assembly in the United Nations which furthers the rights and interests of refugees 

across the globe. 

 Amnesty International — Amnesty International conducts advocates for justice for migrant workers and 

immigrants and protects them from mistreatment. 

 Atlas Free Trade — A network of research and collaboration between concerned international advocates 

who wish to remove trade barriers. 

This brief was compiled by Jacob Malinowski. If you have comments or want to add the name of your organization 

to this brief, please contact jacob@usresistnews.org. 

  

https://www.nytimes.com/2017/06/16/us/politics/cuba-trump-engagement-restrictions.html
https://www.cubastandard.com/?p=18206
http://www.cnsnews.com/news/article/patrick-goodenough/moscow-accuses-trump-returning-cold-war-style-rhetoric-cuba
http://www.businessinsider.com/donald-trump-cuba-police-travel-and-business-restrictions-2017-6
http://abcnews.go.com/Politics/wireStory/republicans-divided-trump-reverses-obama-cuba-policy-48099973
http://www.miamiherald.com/news/nation-world/world/americas/cuba/article156337129.html
http://www.miamiherald.com/news/nation-world/world/americas/cuba/article156337129.html
https://fas.org/sgp/crs/row/R42965.pdf
http://www.unhcr.org/en-us/cuba.html
https://www.amnesty.org/en/what-we-do/
http://atlasfreetrade.org/about/
mailto:jacob@usresistnews.org
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Mexico Sugar Trade Agreement 
Trade Negotiation 

June 6, 2017 

Policy Summary 
On June 6th, Mexico and the United States reached an important stage in the drafting process of the sugar trade 

deal between the two nations. Mexico agreed to every demand made by the United States and is willing to work 

with the American sugar industry to make further progress. The deal would protect American exports of high-

fructose corn syrup, stymie a flood of sugar in bumper crop years from Mexico, and impose many other 

conditions to limit the open market provided by NAFTA. However, the American Sugar Alliance could not agree to 

the present terms, citing loopholes. LEARN MORE 

Analysis 
With President Trump threatening NAFTA, this agreement could build an important foundation and trust to 

continue the treaty. Commerce Secretary Ross and Mexican economic minister Guajardo seemed to agree on 

many fundamental economic principles which could be a good sign for many more deals to come. Yet many 

industries in the United States, including sugar, continue to clog up and stifle negotiations in order to increase 

profits. This hurts consumers with higher prices and less regulation, and not accepting this deal could set a poor 

precedent and damage NAFTA negotiations in the future. LEARN MORE 

Engagement Resources 
 WTO — An international organization dedicated to solving trade disputes and providing resources for 

freer trade 

 BSR — BSR is a business network developing sustainable and freer commerce and trade 

 Atlas Free Trade — A network of research and collaboration between concerned international advocates 

who wish to remove trade barriers. 

This brief was compiled by Jacob Malinowski. If you have comments or want to add the name of your organization 

to this brief, please contact jacob@usresistnews.org. 

  

http://www.reuters.com/article/us-usa-trade-mexico-sugar-idUSKBN1952UL
http://www.cnbc.com/2017/06/19/commerce-sec-wilbur-ross-says-nafta-renegotiation-may-take-until-next-year.html
http://www.zerohedge.com/news/2017-06-06/us-mexico-reach-sugar-trade-dealtheres-just-one-problem
https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/good-news-the-us-and-mexico-agreed-on-a-sugar-deal-but-thats-bad-news-too/2017/06/11/347d01e0-4d4f-11e7-bc1b-fddbd8359dee_story.html?utm_term=.5f4a0ac0e735
http://money.cnn.com/2017/06/06/news/economy/us-mexico-trade-battle-sugar/index.html
https://www.ft.com/content/6ac08b8a-4aef-11e7-919a-1e14ce4af89b?mhq5j=e3
https://www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/tariffs_e/tariffs_e.htm
https://www.bsr.org/en/
http://atlasfreetrade.org/about/
mailto:jacob@usresistnews.org
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Diplomatic Relations Trouble with Qatar 
Diplomatic Relations 

Crisis on June 6, 2017 

Policy Summary 
Saudi Arabia, the United Arab Emirates, Egypt, and Bahrain all cut diplomatic ties and travel to Qatar on June 5th, 

and were quickly joined by Libya, Yemen, and the Maldives on June 6th. This move will lead to the removal of 

diplomats and embassies, and the travel restrictions prohibit air, water, or land travel between any of the nations 

and Qatar. This decision came after the claim that Qatar has been funding terrorists in both Iran and Israel. 

President Trump supported Saudi Arabia’s decision via Twitter. LEARN MORE 

Analysis 
Saudi Arabia, while similar to Qatar in many ways, frequently suffers from criticisms from Qatar-funded news 

outlet Al Jazeera. This sort of press freedom could hinder the power of many regimes in the region. Furthermore, 

there are many baseless claims against Qatar and its alleged funding of terrorists in the Middle East. These 

allegations were only further perpetuated by President Trump, and this quasi-endorsement of Saudi 

Arabia empowered the nation to make much riskier and decisive moves. This sort of crisis is dangerous to stability 

and American credibility, and may continue to endanger interests in the region. LEARN MORE 

Engagement Resources 
 Alliance for Middle East Peace— A coalition of organizations working to create a long-lasting peace in the 

Middle East 

 Qatar Charity — Qatar’s largest NGO which extends to many sectors, from education to health care to 

disaster relief 

 Qatar Foundation — A foundation dedicated to development in Qatar for its citizens and as a model for 

the entire region 

This brief was compiled by Jacob Malinowski. If you have comments or want to add the name of your organization 

to this brief, please contact jacob@usresistnews.org. 

  

https://www.vox.com/world/2017/6/6/15739606/saudi-arabia-ties-qatar-trump
http://www.newsweek.com/qatar-strong-ally-hostile-neighbor-gcc-rift-explained-625595
http://www.smh.com.au/world/why-does-the-row-between-saudi-arabia-and-qatar-matter-20170607-gwm1ox.html
http://thenewdaily.com.au/news/world/2017/06/07/why-saudi-arabia-cut-ties-qatar/
http://www.bbc.com/news/world-middle-east-40182599
http://www.bbc.com/news/world-middle-east-40182599
http://www.npr.org/sections/parallels/2017/06/17/533054129/qatars-crisis-with-saudi-arabia-and-gulf-neighbors-has-decades-long-roots
http://www.allmep.org/
https://www.qcharity.org/en/global
https://www.qf.org.qa/about/about
mailto:jacob@usresistnews.org
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Rolling Back Contraceptive Coverage 
Draft Ruling 

Ongoing 

Policy Summary 
The Trump administration drafted a rule to roll back federal requirements to include contraceptives in health 

insurance packages. The Obama administration mandated free contraceptive coverage under the Affordable Care 

Act, although it was highly controversial. The mandate saved women across the country $1.4 billion on birth 

control pills in 2013 alone. The new ruling would exempt any religious organizations or private and public entity 

with religious or moral convictions from the mandate’s requirements. If the ruling passes, hundreds of 

thousands of women could be denied birth control benefits. There will likely be a big push back from advocacy 

groups and Democrats as the ruling advances. LEARN MORE 

Analysis 
The religious leaders, non-profit organizations, hospitals, colleges, and other entities that disagree with the 

Obama administration’s expansion of contraceptive services are overstepping their boundaries and violating the 

rights of women over their own bodies. The option to use contraceptives is a fundamental aspect of women’s 

healthcare. Not providing this option on the grounds that it encourages sinful or immoral behavior implies that 

organizations or businesses have more authority over women’s bodies than women themselves. Access to free 

contraceptives is an essential component of women’s health and it should be up to each individual woman (not 

her employer) if she wants to use contraceptives or not. The rights of individuals to make decisions about their 

own bodies should come before the opinions of organizations. LEARN MORE 

Engagement Resources 
 Center for Reproductive Rights – Learn more about reproductive and women’s health issues in the US and 

worldwide. Join, donate, and get involved in change. 

 Pro-Choice America – This organization believes that all women should have complete control over their 

bodies and their futures. Learn more and get involved. 

 As always, contact your state’s elected officials and voice your concerns. 

This brief was compiled by Ann Furbush. If you have comments or want to add the name of your organization to 

this brief please contact ann@usresistnews.org.  

https://nwlc.org/resources/the-affordable-care-acts-birth-control-benefit-is-working-for-women/
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/06/01/us/politics/birth-control-women-trump-health-care.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/06/01/us/politics/birth-control-women-trump-health-care.html
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2017/06/01/us/politics/document-Read-the-Draft-Rule-That-Could-Limit-Access-to.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/05/29/us/politics/birth-control-trump-obamacare-religion.html?ref=politics&_r=0
https://www.reproductiverights.org/
https://www.prochoiceamerica.org/issue/birth-control/
https://www.usa.gov/elected-officials
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Don’t Forget About Healthcare! 
Congressional Vote 

Senate expected to vote early July 

Policy Summary 
While the Russia investigation and other scandals exploit much of the media attention, big developments may be 

taking shape in healthcare. The only problem is that no one knows what exactly these developments are. Instead 

of traditional bipartisan committee hearings, meetings with health experts, and input from industry leaders, small, 

select groups of Republicans are working on the bill behind closed doors, leaving Democrats and even some 

Republicans completely in the dark. The frustrated Republican senator from Kentucky, Rand Paul, told NBC 

News “If you get a copy of it [the healthcare bill], will you send me a copy?” A Quinnipiac survey revealed a 

disapproval of the bill that passed the House by a margin of 62-17. This is not surprising considering the CBO 

report estimates that 23 million fewer Americans would be insured over the next decade and the money saved 

from over $800 billion in Medicaid cuts would be used to cut taxes for the wealthy. LEARN MORE 

Analysis 
Republicans could be employing the same strategy they used to get Trumpcare passed the House: release the bill 

hours before the scheduled vote and before CBO reports can be completed. The House vote on the healthcare bill 

took place less than 24 hours after leaders released the finished bill and three weeks before the CBO compiled a 

report. Many frustrated senators from both parties are finding it difficult to gain media and public attention on 

the issue because it is hard to report on a lack of information. Many are worried that by the time the bill is 

released and gains media attention, it will be too late. LEARN MORE 

Engagement Resources 
 MoveOn – This site provides opportunities to resist Trump and Trumpcare in a variety of different ways. 

Sign petitions, call senators, learn more, donate to the cause, etc. 

 As always, contact your state’s elected officials and voice your concerns. 

This brief was compiled by Ann Furbush. If you have comments or want to add the name of your organization to 

this brief please contact ann@usresistnews.org.  

http://www.nbcnews.com/politics/congress/health-care-democrats-can-t-hit-what-they-can-t-n773066
http://www.nbcnews.com/politics/congress/health-care-democrats-can-t-hit-what-they-can-t-n773066
https://poll.qu.edu/national/release-detail?ReleaseID=2463
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2017/05/24/us/politics/document-CBO-Report-on-House-Passed-Health-Care-Bill.html
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2017/05/24/us/politics/document-CBO-Report-on-House-Passed-Health-Care-Bill.html
http://www.nbcnews.com/politics/congress/senate-s-health-care-bill-remains-shrouded-secrecy-n772456
http://www.nbcnews.com/politics/congress/senate-s-health-care-bill-remains-shrouded-secrecy-n772456/
http://www.nbcnews.com/politics/congress/health-care-democrats-can-t-hit-what-they-can-t-n773066
https://front.moveon.org/
https://www.usa.gov/elected-officials
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Both 4th and 9th Circuits Uphold Lower Court’s Decision to Halt Travel Ban 
Judicial Rulings 

Issued on May 25 and June 13, 2017 

Policy Summary 
On May 25th the 4th US Circuit Court of Appeals ruled 10-3 to uphold a lower court’s ruling blocking Trump’s 

travel ban. Chief Judge Roger L. Gregory ruled that Trump’s call during the campaign to suspend Muslim 

immigration could be used to establish precedent that nefarious intentions were in mind in the drafting of this 

order. In the ruling he stated: “Then-candidate Trump’s campaign statements reveal that on numerous occasions, 

he expressed anti-Muslim sentiment, as well as his intent, if elected, to ban Muslims from the United States.” 

Then on June 13th, the 9th US Circuit Court of Appeals ruled 3-0 against the travel ban. Unlike the 4th circuit 

ruling the 9th circuit ruling blocked Trump’s travel ban on statutory grounds (ie. solely based on the law’s text) 

instead of on Trump’s past statements to determine his intent. On June 2nd the Trump Administration formally 

appealed the 4th Circuit ruling to the Supreme Court. Then on June 6th, the Administration appealed the 9th 

circuit ruling. 

Analysis 
Attorney General Jeff Sessions stated that the administration would appeal the case to the Supreme Court. This 

case meets the two criteria for a Supreme Court case, the first being that the federal government is appealing the 

case, and the second being that it involves a nationwide injunction. Therefore, it is very likely that the Supreme 

Court will decide to hear the case. If the Supreme Court does decide to hear the case it is unclear which way it 

would rule as the conservatives have a 5-4 majority on the court. However, in a lot of recent cases, Republican-

appointed Justice Anthony Kennedy has sided with the liberal justices. The 9th Circuit ruling gives latitude to 

conservative justices who think the law went too far, are uncomfortable with ruling on Trump’s character.  

Engagement Resources 
 Local Options for Protecting Immigrants – This document hosted by the National Network for Immigrant 

and Refugee Rights notes what steps local governments can take to protect immigrants against federal 

government actions. 

 Resistance Manual – Crisis Resources – If you know someone who is facing immigration troubles, please 

share this compendium of legal resources and relevant nonprofit organizations with them. 

 Immigration Volunteer Search – Search for immigration volunteer opportunities near you, and do your 

part to help those under siege from Trump’s policies. 

This brief was compiled by William Lucier. If you have comments or want to add the name of your organization to 

this brief please contact william@usresistnews.org.  

http://coop.ca4.uscourts.gov/171351.P.pdf
http://www.cnn.com/2017/06/12/politics/9th-circuit-ruling-travel-ban/index.html
http://www.slate.com/blogs/the_slatest/2017/06/12/ninth_circuit_maintains_injunction_against_trump_s_travel_ban.html
http://www.cnn.com/2017/06/01/politics/trump-travel-ban-supreme-court/index.html
http://www.cnn.com/2017/06/01/politics/trump-travel-ban-supreme-court/index.html
https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/statement-attorney-general-jeff-sessions-fourth-circuit-court-appeals-decision
http://www.reuters.com/article/us-usa-immigration-court-idUSKBN18M2C7
http://www.reuters.com/article/us-usa-immigration-court-idUSKBN18M2C7
http://www.nnirr.org/drupal/sites/default/files/ilrc_local_options_20161215.pdf
https://www.resistancemanual.org/Crisis_Resources
https://www.volunteermatch.org/search/index.jsp?r=msa&l=60827&categories=41
mailto:william@usresistnews.org
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Supreme Court Makes it Harder to Revoke Citizenship 
Supreme Court Ruling 

Issued on June 22, 2017 

Policy Summary 
On June 22nd the Supreme Court unanimously ruled 9-0 that one’s citizenship can be stripped, only if the false 

statements made on the citizenship application were relevant to the granting of the citizenship. This ruling served 

as a rebuke to the U.S. 6th Circuit Court of Appeals which ruled that false statements did not need to be material 

to the granting of the citizenship, in order for one’s citizenship to be revoked. Writing for the majority Justice 

Elena Kagan stated: “We hold that the government must establish that an illegal act by the defendant played 

some role in her acquisition of citizenship”. 

Policy Analysis 
This ruling strengthens the value of American citizenship making it harder for that citizenship to be revoked.  The 

unanimous ruling comes on the heels of yet another unanimous ruling by the Supreme Court in a case regarding 

whether offensive names are covered under free speech. This pattern points to the fact that while the country 

remains divided on a wide range of issues, on other issues such as citizenship and free speech there is rare 

bipartisan agreement. 

Engagement Resources 
 US Citizenship and Immigration Resources – This site contains resources such as ESL and citizenship prep 

classes  for those seeking a US citizenship 

 Get involved with The New Americans Campaign – The New Americans Campaign is a non-profit 

organization that helps legal immigrants obtain citizenship. To date, they have helped 250,000 immigrants 

obtain citizenship. 

 Donate to the NALEO – the National Association of Latino Elected and Appointed Officials (NALEO) 

Educational Fund is dedicated to increasing Latino involvement in electoral politics. You can donate to 

them through their website 

This brief was compiled by William Lucier. If you have comments or want to add the name of your organization to 

this brief please contact william@usresistnews.org. 

  

https://ballotpedia.org/wiki/images/7/75/Maslenjak_v._U.S._Supreme_Court_opinion.pdf
https://my.uscis.gov/findaclass
http://newamericanscampaign.org/about/get-involved
http://www.naleo.org/contribute
mailto:william@usresistnews.org
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‘Dreamers’ to Stay in U.S. for Now, but Parents now Face Deportation 
Statement from Homeland Security 

Issued on June 15, 2017 

Policy Summary 
On June 15th the Department of Homeland Security signaled that the Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals or 

Dream Act would remain in effect. In the same press release, it stated that the proposed program Deferred Action 

for Parents of Americans and Lawful Permanent Residents would be canceled  This means that while the 800,000 

Dreamers now living in the US will be safe from deportation, their parents will not be. Even though the law will 

remain in place, Dreamers have already been facing increased deportation under the Trump administration. 

During just the first two weeks of Trump’s presidency, 43 Dreamers were deported due to criminal behavior, 

while under the Obama Administration deportations of Dreamers average just 7 a month. 

Analysis 
Trump’s decision to uphold the DACA  came after an intense lobbying effort from immigration groups which 

highlighted the political risk of rescinding the law. Nevertheless, this is no time to become complacent as many 

members of the Trump Administration are still pushing for the rescindment of the DACA. For instance: Attorney 

General Jeff Sessions said he “can’t promise dreamers won’t be deported”.The Trump administration decision to 

back down from its long-stated intention of repealing the DACA gives hope, as it shows how an organized 

Grassroots lobbying effort happening on the local level,  can significantly influence policy on the national level. 

Engagement Resources 
 Take Action with United We Dream – United We Dream is the largest immigrant youth-led organization in 

the nation. They organize and advocate for the dignity and fair treatment of immigrant youth and 

families, regardless of immigration status. 

 Get involved with the American Civil Liberties Union – The ACLU is a nonpartisan, non-profit organization 

whose stated mission is “to defend and preserve the individual rights and liberties guaranteed to every 

person in this country by the Constitution and laws of the United States.”They have been actively involved 

in court cases challenging the Trump Administration on Immigration. 

 Resistance Manual – Crisis Resources – If you know someone who is facing immigration troubles, please 

share this compendium of legal resources and relevant nonprofit organizations with them. 

This brief was compiled by William Lucier. If you have comments or want to add the name of your organization to 

this brief please contact william@usresistnews.org.  

https://www.dhs.gov/news/2017/06/15/rescission-memorandum-providing-deferred-action-parents-americans-and-lawful
http://www.latimes.com/nation/la-na-daca-deportations-20170419-story.html
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/entry/trump-daca-dreamers_us_5943f894e4b01eab7a2d351d
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/entry/trump-daca-dreamers_us_5943f894e4b01eab7a2d351d
https://unitedwedream.org/action/join-us/
https://www.aclu.org/how-you-can-help
https://www.resistancemanual.org/Crisis_Resources
mailto:william@usresistnews.org
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Supreme Court to Rule on Travel Ban, and Reinstates Part of the Ban 
Supreme Court Announcement 

Issued on June 26, 2017 

Policy Summary 
On Monday, June 26th the Supreme Court indicated that they will grant the Justice Department’s appeal of 

Trump’s travel ban and hear arguments on the case. In the ruling, the Supreme Court stated that the ban “may be 

enforced against foreign nationals who do not have a credible claim of a bona fide relationship with a person or 

entity in the United States.” The court voted 6 to 3 in favor of this decision. Voting in the majority was the court’s 

four-member liberal bloc — Justices Ginsburg,  Breyer, Sotomayor and Kagan along with the more right-leaning 

Justices Roberts and Kennedy.Forming the opposition was — Justices Thomas, Alito and Gorsich. The dissenting 

justices wanted the full ban to stay in place while the court deliberated. 

Analysis 
Given that it is unlikely that members of either the liberal or conservative block of the Court will change their 

opinion, the fate of the travel ban now rests on Justices Roberts and Kennedy. If both of them vote in favor of the 

ban then there would be a majority to keep the ban in place. However if only one of them switches over to the 

conservative bloc, the ban would be struck down. The fact that even three Justices voted to keep the entire ban in 

place while the court deliberates is shocking given the string of unanimous decisions against the ban in the lower 

courts. The Supreme Court’s decision will have far-reaching implications, as it pits the president’s power to set 

immigration and national security policy, against the Constitutional protection of individuals from discrimination 

based on their religion or national origin. 

Engagement Resources 
 Local Options for Protecting Immigrants – This document hosted by the National Network for Immigrant 

and Refugee Rights notes what steps local governments can take to protect immigrants against federal 

government actions. 

 Resistance Manual – Crisis Resources – If you know someone who is facing immigration troubles, please 

share this compendium of legal resources and relevant nonprofit organizations with them. 

 Immigration Volunteer Search – Search for immigration volunteer opportunities near you, and do your 

part to help those under siege from Trump’s policies. 

This brief was compiled by William Lucier. If you have comments or want to add the name of your organization to 

this brief please contact william@usresistnews.org.  

https://www.supremecourt.gov/opinions/16pdf/16-1436_l6hc.pdf
http://edition.cnn.com/2017/06/26/politics/travel-ban-supreme-court/index.html
http://edition.cnn.com/2017/06/26/politics/travel-ban-supreme-court/index.html
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http://www.nnirr.org/drupal/sites/default/files/ilrc_local_options_20161215.pdf
https://www.resistancemanual.org/Crisis_Resources
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Veteran Affairs Bill 
Approved Legislation 

Passed June 23, 2017 

Policy Summary 
President Trump signed a bill into law that would directly affect the Department of Veteran Affairs. As a result of 

this passage, it will be easier to fire “bad” employees within the department while also ensuring 

more protection for workers when they bring misbehavior to attention. For example, if a worker notices any type 

of malpractice in the office he/she can bring that into the light while knowing that their job is completely 

protected because of this law. In addition, this bill will grant more authority to Veteran Affairs Secretary David 

Shulkin to fire employees, shorten the appeals process for firing, and ensure employees are not paid while they 

going through the appeal process. This bill will also include new protections to stop any form of retaliation for 

workers who have complaints against the Veteran Affairs Office and decreases the time spent to hire new 

employees to fill any worker shortage in the department. 

Analysis 
This bill passed by a vote of 368 – 55, showing its true bipartisan nature. This measure will fundamentally change 

the way the Department of Veteran Affairs will function in many methods. Phil Roe (R – Tenn.//bill’s 

author) claimed “To bring real reform, we need to provide Secretary [David] Shulkin with the tools he needs to 

swiftly discipline employees who don’t meet standards our veterans deserve or who fail in their sacred mission to 

provide world-class health care and benefits to the men and women who have served,” Many politicians that 

were not on board with this bill claimed that this would lead to a slippery slope slowly dismantling protections for 

federal employees. In response, Shulkin has promised that this will not be used as a “tool for mass firings” but to 

increase morale and attract new employees to the department. 

Engagement Resources 
 Federation of Government Employees – The largest federal employee union that offers legal 

representation, legislative advocacy, and other services. 

 National Treasury Employees Union – The nation’s largest independent union of federal employees, 

representing 150000 workers in 31 departments and agencies. 

 National Federation of Federal Employees – It represents Federal employees across the nation, District of 

Columbia and overseas. 

This brief was compiled by Vaibhav Kumar. If you have comments or want to add the name of your organization to 

this brief please contact vaibhav@usresistnews.org. 
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