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Introduction

History has come full circle in the United States since July 4, 1776.

President Donald Trump unconstitutionally claims and exercises vastly more unchecked power
than did King George III whose tyranny provoked the American Revolution. Among other things, Mr.
Trump boasted to The New York Times that the sole constraint on his power was neither the United
States Supreme Court, nor Congress, nor popular will, nor the Constitution, nor international law. The
sole limit is his “own morality,” his “own mind,” echoing Adolf Hitler’s Der Fiihrer principle during
the murderous Third Reich. Mr. Trump has more than amply honored his terrifying boast.

He is conducting a flagrantly unconstitutional, criminal war of aggression against Iran
indistinguishable from Hitler’s criminal wars of aggression during World War II punished by the
Nuremberg Tribunal. Iran is no more a threat to the United States than Poland, Denmark, Norway,
Belgium, the Netherlands, and Yugoslavia were to Nazi Germany when they were mercilessly attacked
by the Wehrmacht.

He has unconstitutionally made the United States a co-belligerent with Israel in its genocide of
Palestinians in Gaza.

He has unconstitutionally invaded and de facto unconstitutionally annexed Venezuela,
kidnapped its head of state, and expended revenues from Venezuelan exports without an appropriation
from Congress in violation of Article I, Section 9, Clause 7.

He is employing the United States Armed Forces to murder hundreds of civilians in the
Caribbean and eastern Pacific predicated on the fanciful Orwellian assertion that the murdered were
invading America with fentanyl without evidence.

He has threatened to unconstitutionally seize Greenland and the Panama Canal and overthrow
the government of Cuba by force and violence.

In sum, President Trump has taken Hitler’s notorious Lebensraum to a new level.

He has flouted his constitutional duty to faithfully execute the laws, refusing to investigate or
exonerate prima facie violations, prosecuting political opponents on patently bogus charges, issuing
pardons or commutations to his political pals, extorting free legal services to avoid government
retaliation, bestowing government favors in exchange for contributions or their equivalent, and
decapitating and paralyzing agencies and departments entrusted with environmental protection,
consumer welfare, or workplace safety.



He has deported immigrants to dungeons in El Salvador in violation of due process and the
1951 Refugee Convention. As United States Circuit Court Judge J. Harvey Wilkinson admonished as
regards Mr. Trump’s xenophobic endeavor to summarily deport Kilmar Abrego Garcia, “The
government asserts [he] is a terrorist and a member of MS-13. Perhaps, but perhaps not. Regardless, he
is still entitled to due process.” Among other things, he has been exonerated of human smuggling
charges.

He has usurped the congressional power of the purse in violation of the Impoundment Control
Act, the Anti-Deficiency Act, and Article I, Section 9, Clause 7.

He concocts national emergencies to justify ruling by executive order, creating a one-branch
government reminiscent of the Enabling Act of March 23, 1933, empowering Adolf Hitler to rule by
decree beyond constitutional limits.

He has replaced the rule of law as king with the king as law.

The evidence is conclusive. Mr. Trump would have aligned himself with King George III and
against the 56 signatories to the Declaration of Independence during the American Revolution. He is
embarked on a counterrevolution. If his words and actions do not occasion his impeachment and
removal from office, our Republic will have yielded to dictatorship.

To endure, self-government and the rule of law must constantly struggle against the human
propensity towards absolutism and lust for limitless power—the greatest aphrodisiac. Citizens must
take alarm at the attack on their liberties through informed voting, public advocacy, and the courage to
declare the Emperor has no clothes. As President Abraham Lincoln put it during the Civil War, we the
People of the United States will “nobly save, or meanly lose, the last best hope of earth.” If the United
States lives 10,000 years, let it be said that impeaching and removing President Trump to defeat his
dictatorship was its finest hour.

1. Impeachment Myths

Impeaching and removing a President from office is not tantamount to a political revolution like
a military coup. The Vice President of the same political persuasion succeeds to the office. When
President Richard Nixon resigned under an impeachment cloud on August 9, 1974, Vice President
Gerald Ford became president in a virtually seamless, peaceful transition. There was no fighting at the
barricades. Impeachment inflicts no punishment or banishment to Siberia, only removal from office
like the firing of a CEO.

Impeachment is justified by credible fear that the President is an untrustworthy steward of our
liberties, including the Constitution’s separation of powers, a structural bill of rights to arrest tyranny.



Alexander Hamilton likened the impeachment clause to a bridle, which is employed to direct a horse,
preventing it from approaching danger.

The impeachment process safeguards against injustice. The constitutional threshold is “treason,
bribery, or other high crimes and misdemeanors.” Impeachable offenses subvert the institutional pillars
or predicates of the Constitution. The President is entitled to counsel and a fair opportunity to defend. A
House majority must approve articles of impeachment, but a two-thirds majority in the Senate is
required to convict. The Chief Justice of the United States presides. The impeachment process is
exacting, as it should be.

It is noteworthy that the House possesses the option of contingent impeachment, i.e., enacting a
resolution enumerating impeachable offenses, which, if not rectified by the President within 45 days,
will occasion articles of impeachment to be sent to the Senate for trial.

2. Criminal Aggression Against Iran and Venezuela

War legalizes what in peacetime is first-degree murder. To discourage this scourge not in self-
defense, the Constitution entrusts war powers exclusively to Congress by Article I, Section 8, Clause
11. In violation of that entrustment, President Trump has initiated unconstitutional presidential wars
against Iran and Venezuela.

Trump’s justification is “anticipatory self-defense.” This concept commands no legal standing
for good reason; it has no limiting principle. It is indistinguishable from authorizing wars at will on the
theory that at some indeterminate future date a foreign country might become a threat. Adolf Hitler
summoned anticipatory self-defense to justify his criminal wars of aggression in World War II.
Abraham Lincoln discredited the doctrine as a critic of the Mexican American War in a 1848 letter to
his law partner, William Herndon:

Allow the President to invade a neighboring nation, whenever he shall deem it necessary to
repel an invasion, ... and you allow him to do so whenever he may choose to say he deems it
necessary for such purpose—and you allow him to do so, whenever he may choose to say he
deems it necessary for such purpose—and you allow him to make war at pleasure—Study to see
if you can fix any limit to his power in this respect, after you have given him so much as you
propose—If, today, he should choose to say he thinks it necessary to invade Canada, to prevent
the British from invading us, how could you stop him? You may say to him, “I see no
probability of the British invading us” but he will say to you “be silent; I see it, if you don’t.

The sun will set on the American Empire. Mr. Trump is setting a precedent of international
lawlessness that will return to haunt our posterity.



Murder

President Trump has murdered more than 200 civilians in the Caribbean and east Pacific with
military force in violation of the War Crimes Act of 1996." Mr. Trump posits without evidence that the
targets were drug traffickers. He further ludicrously maintains that they were engaged in warfare
against the United States by selling drugs to Americans who overdosed after voluntary purchases.

Unconstitutional Annexation

President Trump has de facto annexed Venezuela without a treaty or congressional
authorization. Mr. Trump has proclaimed, “We’re in charge.” Secretary of State Marco Rubio acts as a
proconsul, including control of Venezuela’s export revenues and deciding when, if ever, to hold
elections. Venezuela’s nominal president, Delcy Rodriguez, requires Trump’s permission to speak to
the media.

3. Militarization of Law Enforcement

To circumvent the Posse Comitatus Act, Mr. Trump has absurdly declared law enforcement
emergencies in Los Angeles, Chicago, Portland, and Minneapolis to deploy the National Guard for law
enforcement purposes and awaken xenophobia. A major grievance against King George III in the
Declaration of Independence was rendering the “military independent of and superior to the civil
power.”

4. Piracy

President Trump has stated in seizing vessels in blockading Iran without a congressional
declaration of war, “we’re like pirates.” A pirate, as the United States Court of Appeals for the Second
Circuit explained in Filartiga v. Pena-Irala (1980), is “an enemy of all mankind.”?

5. Alien Enemies Act of 1798
President Trump has invoked the Alien Enemies Act of 1798 to summarily deport Venezuelans
without due process by outlandishly arguing that the Tren de Aragua gang is militarily invading the
United States as a proxy for the Venezuelan government. No court has endorsed Mr. Trump’s
xenophobic delusion. Mr. Trump’s scorn for due process for immigrants he routinely vilifies was
betrayed in his May 4, 2025, remarks: “[I]f you’re talking about that then we’d have to have a million,

! Filartiga v. Pefia-Irala, 630 F.2d 876, 890 (2nd Cir. 1980).

? Sean Doherty, Mapping out U.S. Alleged Drug Boat Strikes, INSIGHT CRIME (June 22, 2026)
https://insightcrime.org/news/timeline-us-strikes-against-alleged-drug-boats/?
thumbnail id=323313#timeline.
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two million, three million trials ... I was elected to get them ’ the hell out of here and the courts are
holding me from doing it.”

We know the massive injustices born by shortchanging due process. During World War II, we
herded 120,000 Japanese Americans into concentration camps, fearing espionage or sabotage. We made
120,000 errors and later repented in the Civil Liberties Act of 1988. As Circuit Judge J. Harvey
Wilkinson noted about Mr. Trump’s effort to summarily deport Kilmar Abrego Garcia:

The Executive possesses enormous powers to prosecute and to deport, but with

powers come restraints. If today the Executive claims the right to deport without due

process and in disregard of court orders, what assurance will there be tomorrow that it will not
deport American citizens and then disclaim responsibility to bring them home? » And what
assurance shall there be that the Executive will not train its broad discretionary

powers upon its political enemies? The threat, even if not the actuality, would always be
present, and the Executive’s obligation to “take Care that the Laws be faithfully executed”
would lose its meaning. U.S. CONST. art. II, § 3; see also id. art. II, § 1, cl. 8.°

6. Abuse Of Pardon Power and Prosecutorial Discretion
Public Citizen has documented voluminous evidence linking President Donald Trump’s use of
pardons, commutations, and canceled federal enforcement actions to wealthy individuals and
corporations that contributed heavily to his campaigns, inauguration, and White House ballroom
project. A few examples:

* Trevor Milton: The former Nikola CEO was convicted of securities and wire fraud but
received a pardon in March 2025 after he and his wife donated over $1.8 million toward
Trump's reelection.

* Changpeng Zhao: The founder of the cryptocurrency exchange Binance was pardoned
following a guilty plea for anti-money laundering and sanctions violations. The pardon came
after Zhao's firm received a $2 billion investment from Trump family-tied entities and had
invested in the President's business ventures.

* Joseph Schwartz: A wealthy nursing home executive who pleaded guilty to a $38 million tax
fraud scheme received a pardon in November 2025. Public Citizen and other reporting indicated
he paid lobbyists nearly $1 million in an effort to secure the pardon.

* Julio Herrera Velutini: A banker who contributed $3.5 million to a super PAC was pardoned
while awaiting sentencing on campaign finance violations.

# Kilmar Armando Abrego Garcia, Et al. v. Kristi Noem, Et al., No. 25-1404, 2025 U.S. App. LEXIS 9237(4th Cir.
2025).



Mr. Trump also pardoned or commuted the sentences of more than 1,500 insurrectionists who
aimed by force and violence on January 6, 2021, to prevent Vice President Mike Pence from counting
state-certified electoral votes—an unprecedented criminal attack on the peaceful transfer of presidential
power. Approximately 100 of those whom Trump pardoned have already reoffended. Public Citizen
also released an analysis of corporate donors to the $600 million White House East Wing ballroom
extravagance. The report—Banquet of Greed—revealed that over half of the publicly identified
corporate donors secured more than $50 billion in new or expanded government contracts within six
months of the donor banquet. Furthermore, Public Citizen's Corporate Enforcement Tracker shows that
the Trump administration has frozen or canceled regulatory and antitrust enforcement actions against
more than 170 corporations, including major ballroom donors.

Mr. Trump abused prosecutorial discretion in refusing federal investigations of the Minneapolis
homicides of U.S. citizens Renee Good and Alex Pretti and obstructing state criminal investigations; in
dropping prosecutions of his political friends like Eric Adams and Indian billionaire Gautam Adani and
personal aides Walt Nauta and Carlos de Oliveira. In contrast, Mr. Trump initiated frivolous
investigations or prosecutions against political opponents such as James Comey, Letitia James, Lisa
Cook, Adam Schiff, and John Brennan. He urged the execution of six Members of Congress—all
veterans—for publicly restating the obligation to disobey illegal orders under the Uniform Code of
Military Justice: Elissa Slotkin (D-Mich.), Mark Kelly (D-AZ), Chris Deluzio (D-PA), Maggie
Goodlander (D-NH), Chrissy Houlahan (D-PA), and Jason Crow (D-CO).

7. Suppressing Freedom of Expression

Freedom of speech is a pillar of liberty and self-government. Thomas Jefferson famously
remarked, “[T]he basis of our governments being the opinion of the people, the very first object should
be to keep that right; and were it left to me to decide whether we should have a government without
newspapers, or newspapers without a government, I should not hesitate a moment to prefer the latter.”
Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes elaborated in Abrams v. United States (1919):

But when men have realized that time has upset many fighting faiths, they may come to believe
even more than they believe the very foundations of their own conduct that the ultimate good
desired is better reached by free trade in ideas -- that the best test of truth is the power of the
thought to get itself accepted in the competition of the market, and that truth is the only ground
upon which their wishes safely can be carried out. That, at any rate, is the theory of our
Constitution. It is an experiment, as all life is an experiment. Every year, if not every day, we
have to wager our salvation upon some prophecy based upon imperfect knowledge.

Justice Louis D. Brandeis taught in Whitney v. California (1927):

Those who won our independence believed that the final end of the State was to make men free
to develop their faculties, and that, in its government, the deliberative forces should prevail over
the arbitrary. They valued liberty both as an end, and as a means. They believed liberty to be the
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secret of happiness, and courage to be the secret of liberty. They believed that freedom to think
as you will and to speak as you think are means indispensable to the discovery and spread of
political truth; that, without free speech and assembly, discussion would be futile; that, with
them, discussion affords ordinarily adequate protection against the dissemination of noxious
doctrine; that the greatest menace to freedom is an inert people; that public discussion is a
political duty, and that this should be a fundamental principle of the American government.

President Trump systematically employs government power to suppress or retaliate against
constitutionally protected speech or association. He has blacklisted law firms or lawyers who advanced
causes adverse to his political ambitions. He has extorted free legal services from law firms in
exchange for continuing access to federal agencies or contracts, including security clearances. He has
evicted from the Pentagon reporters who refused to refrain from asking probing questions or do more
than act as stenographers of the Pentagon’s talking points. He has sought to deport immigrants for
voicing pro-Palestinian views or protesting Israel’s genocide in Gaza. He has slashed funds from
colleges, universities, or NGOs for disputing his claimed infallibility. He has fired or demoted
thousands of non-policymaking federal employees for lack of personal fealty to himself as opposed to
the Constitution. The United States Supreme Court declared in Pickering v. Board of Education (1968)
and its progeny that government employees may not be fired or disciplined for speech undisturbing to
official duties.

8. Usurping the Power of the Purse

The Constitution endows Congress with the exclusive power of the purse in Article I, Section 8,
Clause 1, and Article I, Section 9, Clause 7. James Madison praised the power as an invincible
safeguard against executive abuse. “This power over the purse may, in fact, be regarded as the most
complete and effectual weapon with which any constitution can arm the immediate representatives of
the people, for obtaining a redress of every grievance, and for carrying into effect every just and
salutary measure.”* Among other things, Congress wielded the power of the purse to end the ill-
conceived Vietnam War on August 15, 1973.

President Trump systematically refuses to spend money appropriated by Congress in violation
of the Impoundment Control Act of 1974. Among other things, the administration refused to fund the
inspectors general on Integrity and Efficiency, saying, "they did not deserve to receive the federal
funding approved by Congress.”® Mr. Trump diverts funds appropriated for one purpose to a different
purpose in violation of the Anti-Deficiency Act.

A collection of litigation challenging Mr. Trump’s arbitrary or retaliatory grant cuts to
universities or organizations is provided in Exhibit 1. President Trump has further circumvented the

* Party Division of the House of Representatives, 1789 to Present, U.S. House of Representatives,
https://history.house.gov/Institution/Party-Divisions/Party-Divisions/ (last visited July 9, 2026).

® The Federalist No. 58 (James Madison), The Avalon Project: Documents in Law, History and Diplomacy, Yale L. Sch.,
https://avalon.law.yale.edu/18th century/fed58.asp (last visited July 7, 2026).
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congressional power of the purse by relying on private donations to fund a government enterprise or
construction, for example, a White House ballroom.

9. Refusal to Faithfully Execute the Law

Article II, Section 3 obligates the President to take care that the laws be faithfully executed. Yet
President Trump has refused to enforce the congressional ban on TikTok. He paused enforcement of the
Foreign Corrupt Practices Act via Executive Order.® He has evaded full compliance with the Epstein
Transparency Act through delay and patently flawed claims of privilege.

10. Impeaching and Removing President Trump is Politically Safe
At present, a majority of the electorate supports impeachment. That percent is climbing as the
repercussions of President Trump’s ongoing unconstitutional quagmire in Iran are more keenly felt and
understanding of the standards and purpose of impeachment are more widely shared. Further, the
history of presidential impeachments discredits the myth that impeachment is politically risky. They
show either a benefit to the political party driving impeachment or a political wash. In no case has there
been impeachment blowback.

President Andrew Johnson

President Andrew Johnson was impeached but acquitted in 1868 with the Republican Party as
the driving force. In the following election, Republicans retained control over both chambers of
Congress by a wide margin, 83% of the Senate,” 70% of the House,? and won the Presidency in an
Electoral College landslide with a five-point lead in the popular vote.’

President Richard Nixon

President Richard Nixon won the 1972 election in a landslide. On August 9, 1974, Mr. Nixon, a
Republican, resigned when his impeachment and removal were imminent, driven by Democrats.
During the following midterms that November, the Democrats gained 4 Senate seats and 45 House
seats, giving them a three-fifths majority in the Senate and 291 seats in the House.

President William Jefferson Clinton

President William Jefferson Clinton was impeached in 1998 and acquitted in 1999 for
obstruction of justice and perjury over the Monica Lewinsky affair. Republicans lost five seats in the

¢ THE AMERICAN PRESIDENCY PROJECT, Election Years: 1868, UNIV. OF CAL. SANTA BARBARA

https://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/statistics/elections/1868 (Last visited July 9, 2026).

’ Megan Mineiro, Trump Administration Defunds Federal Watchdog Office, N.Y. TIMES (Sept. 3, 2025),
https://www.nytimes.com/2025/09/30/us/politics/trump-federal-watchdog-funding.html.

¢ Exec. Order No. 14,209, 90 FR 9587 (Feb. 14, 2025).
° About the Senate: Party Division, U.S. Senate, https://www.senate.gov/history/partydiv.htm (last visited July 9,
2026).
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House while gaining no Senate seats in the November 1998. But Republicans regained control of the
White House in 2000, lost four Senate seats and one House seat, thus continuing their congressional
majority. The Clinton impeachment proved a political wash.

President Donald Trump 1.0

President Trump’s first 2019-2020 impeachment trial and acquittal for withholding arms for
Ukraine to persuade Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelenskyy to open a criminal investigation of Joe
Biden had little partisan political impact. In 2020, Democrats captured the White House, gained three
Senate seats, and maintained control of the House. Mr. Trump’s second impeachment trial and acquittal
in 2021 for insurrection showed immaterial political consequences. It was then widely thought that
Trump's political career was completely over and nothing was to be gained by attacking him. Since
Trump was out of office, all that was at stake was his eligibility to seek office again.

Conclusion

Impeaching and removing President Donald Trump for conducting a lawless counterrevolution
against the Declaration of Independence and obliterating the United States Constitution is indispensable
to saving the nation from dictatorship. No president had ever voluntarily surrendered power inherited
from a predecessor. If Mr. Trump is not impeached and removed from office, future presidents who
believe they are above the law will sound the death knell for government of the people, by the people,
for the people.
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Exhibit 1

Lawsuits Challenging Trump Administration Grant Cuts to Universities

and Organizations
Executive spending power litigation, January 2025 - July 10, 2026. Source: EXHIBIT 1 (Just Security Litigation
Tracker; CRS LSB11407; ACE; Civil Rights Litigation Clearinghouse).

#

Category

Universities suing
over targeted
funding freezes

Universities suing
over targeted
funding freezes

Universities suing
over targeted
funding freezes

Universities suing
over targeted
funding freezes

Indirect-cost
(research
overhead) cap
cases

Case
(court; filed)
Harvard College
v. HHS et al. (D.
Mass.; filed Apr.

21, 2025)

AAUP v. Joint
Task Force to
Combat Anti-
Semitism (D.
Mass.; filed Apr.
11, 2025)

AAUP & AFT v.
Trump
(Columbia)
(S.D.N.Y;; filed
Mar. 25, 2025)

AAUP, AFT et
al. v. Trump
(Univ. of

California) (N.D.

Cal.; filed Sept.
2025)

Massachusetts v.
NIH (with
AAMC v. NIH;
AAU, ACE,
APLU etal. v.
NIH) (D. Mass.;
filed Feb. 10,
2025; 22 states +
med schools +
universities;
consolidated)

What was cut /
frozen
$2.2B in research

grants frozen,
then terminated,
after Harvard
rejected the
administration's
policy demands
tied to
antisemitism
allegations

Same Harvard
grant
freeze/terminatio
ns (suit by
faculty
association
before Harvard
itself sued)
$400M in federal
research grants to
Columbia
canceled over
campus-protest
response

$584M in UCLA
research funding
suspended; $1.2B
payment
demanded from
UC to settle civil-
rights allegations
NIH policy
capping indirect-
cost (F&A)
reimbursement at
15% on all grants
- billions per year
for research
universities

12

Key claims

First Amendment
(retaliation/coerci
on); APA
arbitrary-and-
capricious; failure
to follow Title VI
termination
procedures

First Amendment;
APA; ultra vires
agency action

First Amendment;
separation of
powers/spending
power; Title VI
procedures; APA

First Amendment
coercion;
separation of
powers; APA

Violation of
congressional
appropriations
rider barring rate
changes; APA
(contrary to law,
arbitrary and
capricious);
notice-and-
comment failure

Status/outcome

(as of July 10, 2026)
Sept. 3, 2025: Judge Burroughs
ruled for Harvard - freeze
unconstitutional and unlawful;
orders vacated. Administration
appealed (Dec. 2025); First
Circuit appeal pending (gov't
brief filed Apr. 2026). No
settlement reached.

Won favorable rulings alongside
Harvard's case (Sept. 2025).

Dismissed for lack of standing
(Judge Vyskocil); Second Circuit
dismissed the appeal as moot
(May 2026) after Columbia -
which never sued - settled with
the administration in July 2025
($200M + $21M EEOC fund).
Sept. 23, 2025: court ordered
~$500M restored. Nov. 14,
2025: Judge Lin issued a
preliminary injunction banning
funding freezes/threats against
UC. Administration dropped its
appeal Feb. 11, 2026.

TRO Feb. 2025; permanent
injunction Apr. 4, 2025 (Judge
Kelley). First Circuit affirmed
Jan. 5, 2026; administration did
not seek Supreme Court review -
cap defeated.




6 | Indirect-cost AAU, ACE, DOE 15% APA,; Blocked by preliminary
(research APLU et al. v. indirect-cost cap = appropriations law | injunction (2025); government
overhead) cap Dep't of Energy | on university appeal pending in First Circuit.
cases (D. Mass.; filed research awards

Apr. 14, 2025)

7 | Indirect-cost AAU, ACE, NSF 15% APA; Struck down June 20, 2025
(research APLU et al. v. indirect-cost cap | appropriations law = (Judge Talwani); NSF withdrew
overhead) cap NSF (D. Mass.; its appeal in Sept. 2025.
cases filed May 5,

2025)

8 | Indirect-cost AAU, ACE, DOD 15% APA; Preliminary injunction July 2025
(research APLU et al. v. indirect-cost cap | appropriations law | (covering plaintiff universities
overhead) cap Dep't of Defense and association members);
cases (D. Mass.; filed government appeal pending.

June 2025)

9 | Agency-wide APHA et al. v. Mass termination = APA (arbitrary June 2025: Judge Young held the
grant NIH; of NIH grants and capricious, directives illegal and ordered
terminations Massachusetts et | touching DEI, contrary to law); reinstatement. Supreme Court
(research, health, | al. v. Kennedy gender identity, separation of (NIH v. APHA, Aug. 21, 2025,
humanities, (16 states) (D. COVID-19 and powers; 5-4): reinstatement claims
service) Mass.; filed Apr. | other disfavored | unconstitutional belong in the Court of Federal

2025; topics (~$780M+ | vagueness Claims; vacatur of the guidance

consolidated) for plaintiffs) stood. Settlements followed: 16
states (Dec. 2025) and APHA
plaintiffs - NIH agreed to re-
review applications without the
anti-DEI directive. Gov't appeal
of Young's ruling remains in the
First Circuit.

10 | Agency-wide New York et al. NSF "priority APA; Spending Preliminary injunction denied
grant v. NSF (16 directive" and Clause / Aug. 1, 2025; in Sept. 2025 the
terminations states) mass termination | separation of court declined to restore ~$1B,
(research, health, | (S.D.N.Y,; filed of powers citing NIH v. APHA
humanities, May 28, 2025) DEI/misinformati jurisdictional limits. Case
service) on-related ongoing in district court.

research grants
(~$1B+)
11 | Agency-wide California et al. Termination of APA (arbitrary TRO granted, but Supreme

grant
terminations
(research, health,
humanities,
service)

v. Dep't of
Education (8
states) (D.
Mass.; filed Mar.
6, 2025)

~$250-600M in
TQP/SEED
teacher-
preparation
grants under anti-
DEI orders

13

and capricious;
contrary to
regulations)

Court stayed it Apr. 4, 2025
(Tucker Act rationale). Now.
2025: district court bifurcated -
grant-reinstatement claims
dismissed to the Court of
Federal Claims; prospective
APA claims against the DEI
guidance proceed.




12

13

14

15

16

17

Humanities /
library / service
program
terminations

Humanities /
library / service
program
terminations

Humanities /
library / service
program
terminations

Humanities /
library / service
program
terminations

Humanities /
library / service
program
terminations

Humanities /
library / service
program
terminations

Colorado et al. v.
HHS (24 states)
(D.R.L; filed
Apr. 1, 2025)

Authors Guild v.
NEH (class
action)
(S.D.N.Y; filed
May 12, 2025)

Federation of
State Humanities
Councils v. NEH
(D. Or; filed
May 2025)

Maryland et al.
v. Corp. for
National &
Community
Service (23
states) (D. Md.;
filed Apr. 29,
2025)

Rhode Island et
al. v. Trump (21
states) (D.R.I;
filed Apr. 4,
2025)

American
Library Ass'n v.
Sonderling
(D.D.C,; filed
Apr. 2025)

~$11B in public-
health grants
(CDC/SAMHSA
pandemic-era
funds) abruptly
clawed back
from states and
health
organizations
1,400+ National
Endowment for
the Humanities
grants terminated
(DOGE-driven),
funds redirected
Termination of
congressionally
directed
operating grants
to all 56
state/territorial
humanities
councils
AmeriCorps
grant
terminations
(~$400M) and
dismantling of
the agency

Dismantling of
IMLS
(library/museum
grants), MBDA,
and FMCS -
including mass
grant
terminations
Same IMLS
shutdown and
grant
terminations (suit
by ALA and
AFSCME)

APA; Spending
Clause; separation
of powers

First Amendment
(viewpoint
discrimination);
APA; separation
of powers

APA; separation
of powers /
spending power

APA; separation
of powers;
Impoundment
Control Act
principles

APA; separation
of powers; Take
Care Clause

APA; separation
of powers

TRO Apr. 3, 2025; preliminary
injunction May 2025 (Judge
MCcElroy) protecting funding in
plaintiff states. Litigation
ongoing.

July 25, 2025: preliminary
injunction in part - cancellations
stayed for the class; court found
likely First Amendment and
APA violations.

Summary-judgment briefing
continued into 2026.

June 2025: preliminary
injunction restoring AmeriCorps
programs/grants in plaintiff
states. Ongoing.

May 6, 2025: preliminary
injunction blocking the
dismantling and grant cutoffs for
plaintiff states.

PI initially denied, but the
parties settled Apr. 9, 2026:
terminated grants reinstated,
staff reductions reversed, IMLS
to continue its congressionally
mandated work.
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18 | Government- National Council | OMB Memo M- | APA; separation TRO, then preliminary
wide freezes and | of Nonprofits v. | 25-13: of powers / injunction Feb. 25, 2025 (Judge
organization OMB (D.D.C;; government-wide = Spending Clause AliKhan) blocking the freeze.
grantees filed Jan. 28, freeze of grants Ongoing.

2025) and loans
(trillions of
dollars) pending
ideological
review

19 | Government- New York et al. Same OMB APA; Spending Preliminary injunction Mar. 6,
wide freezes and | v. Trump (22 blanket funding Clause; separation | 2025 (Judge McConnell). First
organization states + D.C.) freeze as applied | of powers; Circuit largely affirmed Mar. 16,
grantees (D.R.L; filed to states and their | Presentment/Appr = 2026, reversing only one

Jan. 28, 2025) grantees opriations contract-type element (sent to

principles the Court of Federal Claims).

20 | Government- AIDS Vaccine Freeze and mass | APA; separation TRO enforced - Supreme Court
wide freezes and | Advocacy termination of of powers; (Mar. 5, 2025, 5-4) declined to
organization Coalition v. USAID/State Impoundment block ~$2B in payments for
grantees Dep't of State; foreign- Control Act; completed work. D.C. Circuit

Global Health assistance grants = Appropriations later channeled termination

Council v. and contracts; Clause claims toward the Court of

Trump (D.D.C.; | later a $4B Federal Claims. Sept. 26, 2025:

filed Feb. 10-11, | "pocket Supreme Court (6-3) allowed the

2025) rescission” $4B pocket rescission, finding
the ICA likely precludes the
APA suit. Litigation continues
(gov't motion to dismiss filed
Jan. 2026).

21 | Government- Climate United EPA APA; contract/due | Apr. 15, 2025: preliminary
wide freezes and | Fund v. Citibank @ termination/freez | process; injunction (Judge Chutkan).
organization & EPA e of ~$20B in separation of D.C. Circuit panel vacated it
grantees (consolidated Greenhouse Gas | powers Sept. 2025; rehearing en banc

grantees) Reduction Fund granted Dec. 2025 and argued

(D.D.C; filed (IRA "green Feb. 24, 2026 - decision

Mar. 8, 2025) bank") awards pending. (Congress separately
held at Citibank rescinded unobligated GGRF

funds in the July 2025
reconciliation law.)

22 | Government- Vera Institute of | DOJ Office of APA; due process | Dismissed July 7, 2025: Judge
wide freezes and | Justice et al. v. Justice Programs Mebhta held reinstatement claims
organization DOJ (class terminated 370+ belong in the Court of Federal
grantees action) (D.D.C.; | grants (~$820M) Claims under the Tucker Act,

filed May 2025) | to public-safety while calling the terminations
and victim- "unfair and indiscriminate." A
services leading example of the venue
nonprofits barrier.
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23

24

Government-
wide freezes and
organization
grantees

Government-
wide freezes and
organization
grantees

USAGM grantee
suits: RFE/RL v.
Lake; Radio Free
Asia; MBN;
Open
Technology
Fund (D.D.C,;
filed Mar. 2025)
Pacito v. Trump
(W.D. Wash.;
filed Feb. 2025)

Withholding of
congressionally
appropriated
grants to U.S.
Agency for
Global Media
broadcaster-
grantees
Suspension of
refugee-
admissions
program funding
to resettlement
organizations

APA,;
Appropriations
Clause /
impoundment

APA; Refugee
Act; separation of
powers

Courts repeatedly ordered
disbursement of appropriated
funds during 2025; funding
disputes largely resolved
through court orders.

Preliminary injunction Feb. 25,
2025; Ninth Circuit narrowed it
in part. Ongoing.

16







"Then I have Article II, where I have the right to do anything I want as president."”
-President Donald Trump (July 23, 2019)

"Then I have Article II, where I have the right to do anything I want as president."
"My own morality. My own mind. It’s the only thing that can stop me.”

"When you think of it, we shouldn't even have an election."

-President Donald Trump (January 8, 2026)

"I go back and forth between thinking Trump is a cynical [Expletive] like Nixon, who wouldn't be that
bad (and might even prove useful) or that he's America's Hitler."
-J.D. Vance (February 2016)

"Ein Volk, Ein Reich, Ein Fiihrer" is a German slogan. It means "One People, One Nation, One
Leader". (It means all German citizens must be perfectly united, have the same goals, and give total
obedience to Adolf Hitler. It left no room for different ideas or personal freedom.)

Adolf Hitler and the Nazi Party used this slogan in the 1930s.

"We shall nobly save or meanly lose, that last best hope of Earth."
-President Abraham Lincoln (December 1, 1862)

“Voting in the upcoming election is a right and a duty. Use your vote to send dictator Trump and his
Republicans enablers the message that our democracy and the rule of law will not be subjugated by a
dictator and his criminal gang.”

Ralph Nader (July 17, 2026)

Bruce Fein, Esq., the author of IMPEACH TRUMP NOW: A PRIMER, is a Constitutional Lawyer and
scholar, having served as Assistant Deputy Attorney General and general counsel of the Federal
Communications Commission under President Reagan.

As an expert in constitutional law, Mr. Fein believes it is essential that President Trump be held to
account for his unconstitutional actions.

He has actively participated in every impeachment inquiry going back to Watergate.

Mr. Fein is the author of Constitutional Peril: The Life and Death Struggle for Our Constitution and
Democracy and American Empire: Before the Fall. He has testified before Congress as an expert
witness over 200 times.

For more information write to:
Bruce Fein
300 New Jersey Avenue, N.W., Suite 300
Washington, D.C. 20001
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