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The Why and How of this document 
 

This booklet shows the basic plays that are needed to end 
democracy. The academic sources for the plays listed are included 
under “Sources” at the end of the list of plays. Each play has 
associated  actions taken by Donald Trump. You will notice that 
some actions fall under more than one play. This means they are 
useful for accomplishing more than one particular function. 
 
This is meant to be organized so that when you are discussing 
actions taken by the Trump administration with Conservatives you 
have a source that immediately connects you to the executive 
order, memorandum, or other primary source. This eliminates need 
for acceptance of media and removes the “can’t trust the media,” 
strawman. 
 
Usually each action will have an associated primary document 
written by Trump or his administration. In some cases an additional 
link is provided to a media source. Almost nothing in this document 
depends on a media source as its primary source, except in one 
case. That is when the media source is documenting what Trump is 
saying, or the actions of people acting under Trumps authority. 

This will be updated monthly. Nothing will be removed, however, as 
things change that will be documented as well. 

 

 

 

 



Starting at the Beginning 
 

As of January 15th, 2025 the U.S. is a Federal Constitutional Presidential Democratic 
Republic. 

1. Federal → The U.S. has a federal system of government, meaning power is divided 
between national (federal) and state governments. 

• Example: States have their own laws, courts, and governors, but the federal government 
holds supreme authority in specific areas (e.g., national defense, foreign policy). 

2. Constitutional → The U.S. operates under a written Constitution that defines government 
powers and guarantees individual rights. 

• Example: The First Amendment protects free speech, and the government cannot 
override these rights, even if the majority wants to. 

3. Presidential → The U.S. has a presidential system, where the head of government (the 
President) is elected separately from the legislature (Congress). 

• Contrast with a Parliamentary System: In a parliamentary democracy (like the U.K.), the 
executive (Prime Minister) is chosen by the legislature. In the U.S., the President is directly 
elected by the people via the Electoral College. 

4. Democratic → The U.S. follows democratic principles, meaning: 

• Leaders are elected by the people in free and fair elections. 

• There are multiple political parties and a separation of powers. 

• Majority rule is balanced with minority rights (the Bill of Rights prevents the government 
from infringing on individual freedoms). 

5. Republic → The U.S. is not a direct democracy (where all citizens vote on laws directly). 
Instead, it is a representative democracy, meaning: 

• Citizens elect representatives (Congress, state legislatures) to make laws. 

• The rule of law is supreme, meaning no one (not even elected officials) is above the 
Constitution. 

How do we get from here to an Electoral Autocracy with Illiberal and Authoritarian 
Characteristics? 



Conjure Threats, both External and Internal 

“If you must break the law, do it to seize power; in all other cases, observe it.” 

Source: Julius Caesar (49 BCE, as attributed by historians) 

Context: Caesar used external threats (barbarians, foreign enemies) and internal 
conspiracies (Senate betrayals) to justify the end of the Roman Republic and his own 
dictatorship. 
 
Internal Threats 

Federal Bureaucracy 

The administration has intensified the screening process for job applicants, requiring them 
to demonstrate unwavering support for President Trump’s “Make America Great Again” 
(MAGA) agenda. This vetting includes thorough examinations of political views and social 
media histories. Applicants are often asked to recount their personal “MAGA revelation” 
moments to prove their dedication. Critics argue that this emphasis on loyalty may 
overshadow qualifications and expertise, potentially sidelining experienced professionals 
in critical areas such as foreign policy and national security. 
 
https://apnews.com/article/trump-loyalty-white-house-maga-vetting-jobs-
768fa5cbcf175652655c86203222f47c 

The administration has initiated a significant reduction of federal employees, aiming to 
replace long-standing civil servants with political appointees. This move is intended to 
streamline government operations and ensure loyalty with the administration’s dogma as 
stated above. 

Federal workers have been offered buyouts to resign, with the administration emphasizing 
a return to traditional office settings and stricter conduct standards. This initiative seeks to 
downsize the federal workforce and promote fealty. 
 
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/return-to-in-person-
work/?utm_source=chatgpt.com 

Educational Content 

An executive order has been signed to prohibit the teaching of critical race theory and 
related materials in K-12 schools, with the threat of withholding federal funding for non-
compliance. The administration views these teachings as divisive and contrary to 
American values. 

https://apnews.com/article/trump-loyalty-white-house-maga-vetting-jobs-768fa5cbcf175652655c86203222f47c
https://apnews.com/article/trump-loyalty-white-house-maga-vetting-jobs-768fa5cbcf175652655c86203222f47c
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/return-to-in-person-work/?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/return-to-in-person-work/?utm_source=chatgpt.com


 
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/ending-radical-indoctrination-
in-k-12-schooling/ 

What Critical Race Theory Actually Is 

Critical Race Theory (CRT) is an academic framework developed in the 1970s and 1980s by 
legal scholars such as Derrick Bell, Kimberlé Crenshaw, and Richard Delgado. It is 
primarily used in law schools and higher education to examine how systemic racism is 
embedded in legal systems, policies, and institutions. Some of its core principles include: 

1. Race as a Social Construct – CRT argues that race is not biologically determined but is 
instead a social construct that has been used to justify inequalities. 

2. Systemic Racism – Rather than focusing solely on individual prejudices, CRT examines 
how laws, policies, and institutions perpetuate racial disparities. 

3. Interest Convergence – This principle, coined by Derrick Bell, suggests that racial 
progress often happens only when it aligns with the interests of the dominant (white) 
group. 

4. Counter-Narratives – CRT encourages the inclusion of marginalized voices and histories 
that have been traditionally overlooked in legal and policy discussions. 

5. Intersectionality – Coined by Kimberlé Crenshaw, this concept examines how different 
forms of discrimination (race, gender, class) intersect. 

CRT is not a K-12 curriculum, nor is it a political ideology advocating for racial division. It is 
a scholarly lens primarily used in graduate and law schools. 

What Conservatives Claim CRT Is 

Many conservative politicians, media figures, and activists have redefined CRT in ways that 
differ significantly from its actual academic meaning. Common claims include: 

“CRT teaches children to hate America” 

• In reality, CRT does not “teach” people to hate America but instead examines historical 
injustices and their legal implications. 

“CRT indoctrinates white children to feel guilty for being white” 

https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/ending-radical-indoctrination-in-k-12-schooling/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/ending-radical-indoctrination-in-k-12-schooling/


• CRT does not focus on making individuals feel guilt or shame but instead explores 
systemic inequalities. Teaching about racial history does not equate to blaming specific 
racial groups today. 

“CRT is being taught in K-12 schools” 

• CRT is a legal and academic framework, not a K-12 curriculum. However, discussions of 
race, slavery, and civil rights in K-12 education have been mischaracterized as CRT. 

“CRT is Marxist or anti-capitalist” 

• While CRT critiques power structures, it is not inherently Marxist. It draws from critical 
legal studies, which analyze how laws maintain power hierarchies. 

“CRT divides people instead of uniting them” 

• CRT aims to analyze existing racial disparities to promote a more just society, not to 
divide people along racial lines. 

The Political Weaponization of CRT 

• In 2020, Christopher Rufo, a conservative activist, admitted to deliberately rebranding 
CRT as a catch-all term for anything related to race, diversity, and progressive education. 

• He tweeted: 

“We will eventually turn it toxic, as we put all of the various cultural insanities under that 
brand category. The goal is to have the public read something crazy in the newspaper and 
immediately think ‘critical race theory.’” 

• Republican-led states such as Florida, Texas, and Tennessee have passed laws banning 
“CRT” in K-12 education, though CRT itself was never part of the curriculum. These laws 
often target discussions on systemic racism, privilege, and equity initiatives rather than 
CRT itself. 

Conclusion: The Reality vs. the Political Narrative 

• CRT is an advanced legal framework used to analyze racial disparities in laws and 
institutions. 

• The conservative redefinition of CRT has turned it into a broad, politically charged label 
for any discussions of race, diversity, or historical injustices in schools. 



• Many bans on CRT are actually bans on teaching honest racial history, not bans on a legal 
framework. 

Political Opposition and Media 

The administration has taken steps against perceived adversaries, including revoking 
security clearances and protections for former officials. Additionally, there have been 
directives for the Justice Department to investigate previous administrations, reflecting a 
focus on addressing internal dissent.   

Investigations into major news networks have been revived, focusing on unfounded 
allegations of bias. This move underscores the administration’s concern over media 
influence and the dissemination of information.   

Immigration and Border Security 

The administration has announced plans to conduct deportation raids in sanctuary cities, 
emphasizing the enforcement of federal immigration laws and addressing jurisdictions 
that limit cooperation with immigration authorities.   
 
External Threats 

Iran 

President Trump has downplayed the ongoing threats from Iran against former U.S. 
officials involved in the 2020 strike that killed Iranian General Qasem Soleimani. Despite 
credible intelligence indicating that Iran seeks retaliation against individuals like former 
Secretary of State Mike Pompeo and former National Security Adviser John Bolton, Trump 
has revoked their security details. This move has drawn criticism from various quarters, 
including Republican lawmakers, who emphasize the seriousness of the Iranian threats.   

China 

President Trump has consistently portrayed China as a significant economic adversary. He 
has criticized China’s trade practices and has proposed imposing tariffs on Chinese goods 
to protect American industries. This stance reflects his broader view of China as a primary 
competitor to U.S. economic interests.   

Mexico, Canada, and Columbia 

Trump has threatened to impose 25% tariffs on imports from Mexico, Canada, and now 
Columbia, citing their alleged failure to curb the flow of fentanyl into the U.S. and address 
illegal immigration.  This also demonstrates his inability to comprehend how tariffs work 



and their impact. He’s using U.S. citizens as a whipping boy. Mexico won’t feel an impact, 
this policy will NOT change illegal immigration, but the automotive industry will be 
impacted due to the potential disruption of supply chains and American citizens will 
needlessly pay higher prices in the market. 
 
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/america-first-trade-
policy/?utm_source=chatgpt.com 

Panama Canal and Greenland 

Trump has expressed concerns over the neutrality of the Panama Canal, citing increased 
Chinese involvement as a potential threat to U.S. national security. He has also reiterated 
interest in acquiring Greenland, threatening to use military force if necessary, viewing it as 
strategically important for national security. 
 

  

https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/america-first-trade-policy/?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/america-first-trade-policy/?utm_source=chatgpt.com


Create Secret Prisons 
 

“It is dangerous to be right when the government is wrong.” 
 
Source: Voltaire (1764) 

Context: Voltaire warned that authoritarian regimes punish dissenters, often through 
secret detention or exile. His quote is a reminder that despotic leaders view truth as a 
threat. 

Expansion of Guantánamo Bay for Migrant Detention 

On January 29, 2025, President Trump announced plans to expand the detention facilities 
at Guantánamo Bay to accommodate up to 30,000 undocumented migrants. This initiative 
involves constructing new detention centers operated by U.S. Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement (ICE) to house individuals referred to as “the worst criminal illegal aliens.” 
This move has been met with significant controversy and criticism from human rights 
organizations and international observers. 
 
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/expanding-migrant-
operations-center-at-naval-station-guantanamo-bay-to-full-
capacity/?utm_source=chatgpt.com 

 
The need for this is based on a faulty notion of a “scourge of migrant crime.” However, 
comprehensive studies and data analyses indicate that immigrants, both documented and 
undocumented, are less likely to commit crimes than native-born citizens. 

Key Findings: 

Research consistently shows that immigrants have lower incarceration rates compared to 
native-born individuals. For instance, a study by the Cato Institute found that in Texas, the 
conviction and arrest rates for immigrants were lower than those for native-born 
Americans across various types of crimes. 

Areas with higher immigrant populations do not experience higher crime rates. In fact, 
some studies suggest that increased immigration may be associated with a decrease in 
certain types of crime. 

Analyses indicate that undocumented immigrants are also less likely to commit crimes 
than native-born citizens. A study published in the journal Criminology found that states 

https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/expanding-migrant-operations-center-at-naval-station-guantanamo-bay-to-full-capacity/?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/expanding-migrant-operations-center-at-naval-station-guantanamo-bay-to-full-capacity/?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/expanding-migrant-operations-center-at-naval-station-guantanamo-bay-to-full-capacity/?utm_source=chatgpt.com


with larger shares of undocumented immigrants tended to have lower crime rates than 
states with smaller shares. 

It’s important to approach this topic with a reliance on empirical data and to be cautious of 
narratives that may not be supported by evidence. While individual instances of crime by 
immigrants do occur, the overall data does not support the characterization of a 
widespread “scourge of migrant crime” in the United States. 
 
https://www.pnas.org/doi/10.1073/pnas.2014704117?utm_source=chatgpt.com 

https://www.migrationpolicy.org/content/immigrants-and-
crime?utm_source=chatgpt.com 

https://siepr.stanford.edu/news/mythical-tie-between-immigration-and-
crime?utm_source=chatgpt.com 

Reversal of Policies Limiting Private Prisons 

In a related development, President Trump reversed a previous executive order that had 
directed the Department of Justice to phase out contracts with private prison companies. 
This reversal opens the door for increased use of private detention facilities, which have 
been criticized for lacking transparency and accountability. 
 
Bidens executive order limiting Private Prisons: 
https://bidenwhitehouse.archives.gov/briefing-room/presidential-
actions/2021/01/26/executive-order-reforming-our-incarceration-system-to-eliminate-
the-use-of-privately-operated-criminal-detention-facilities/ 

Trumps Executive Order reversing this: 
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/initial-rescissions-of-harmful-
executive-orders-and-actions/ 
 
https://www.brennancenter.org/our-work/analysis-opinion/trump-reverses-biden-order-
eliminated-doj-contracts-private-prisons 

Historical Context and Concerns 

The expansion of detention facilities and increased reliance on private prisons raise 
concerns reminiscent of past practices involving secret or extrajudicial detention centers. 
During his previous term, President Trump suggested a willingness to consider the use of 
“black sites”—secret prisons used by the CIA for detention and interrogation. While there 
is no current evidence of new secret prisons being established, the recent actions 
regarding Guantánamo Bay and private prisons allow for comparisons to these earlier 
proposals. 

https://www.pnas.org/doi/10.1073/pnas.2014704117?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.migrationpolicy.org/content/immigrants-and-crime?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.migrationpolicy.org/content/immigrants-and-crime?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://siepr.stanford.edu/news/mythical-tie-between-immigration-and-crime?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://siepr.stanford.edu/news/mythical-tie-between-immigration-and-crime?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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https://bidenwhitehouse.archives.gov/briefing-room/presidential-actions/2021/01/26/executive-order-reforming-our-incarceration-system-to-eliminate-the-use-of-privately-operated-criminal-detention-facilities/
https://bidenwhitehouse.archives.gov/briefing-room/presidential-actions/2021/01/26/executive-order-reforming-our-incarceration-system-to-eliminate-the-use-of-privately-operated-criminal-detention-facilities/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/initial-rescissions-of-harmful-executive-orders-and-actions/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/initial-rescissions-of-harmful-executive-orders-and-actions/
https://www.brennancenter.org/our-work/analysis-opinion/trump-reverses-biden-order-eliminated-doj-contracts-private-prisons
https://www.brennancenter.org/our-work/analysis-opinion/trump-reverses-biden-order-eliminated-doj-contracts-private-prisons


Establish Paramilitary Forces 

 

“We must teach our children to hate. Hatred is the basis of communism.” 

Source: Vladimir Lenin 

Context: Lenin’s Cheka secret police functioned as a paramilitary force, carrying out mass 
arrests, executions, and repression. This quote highlights how ideological indoctrination 
fuels paramilitary violence. 

Pardoning January 6 Insurrectionists 

In one of his initial acts upon assuming office, President Trump granted pardons or 
commuted the sentences of approximately 1,600 individuals convicted for their 
involvement in the January 6, 2021, Capitol attack. This group includes leaders of 
paramilitary organizations such as the Oath Keepers and the Proud Boys, who had been 
convicted of serious offenses, including seditious conspiracy. 
 
As of January 30, 2025, President Donald Trump has issued pardons to several individuals 
involved in the January 6, 2021, Capitol insurrection. Among those pardoned, these 
individuals have recently garnered media attention due to serious criminal activities 
unrelated to the events of January 6: 

1. Timothy Hale-Cusanelli 

Hale-Cusanelli, a former Army reservist and known white supremacist, was convicted for 
his involvement in the January 6 insurrection. 

Following his pardon, Hale-Cusanelli was arrested in December 2024 on charges of 
possession and distribution of child pornography. Investigators discovered explicit 
materials involving minors on his electronic devices during a routine parole check. 

He is currently awaiting trial on these charges, with prosecutors seeking a substantial 
prison sentence due to the severity of the offenses and his prior criminal history. 

2. Robert Keith Packer 

Packer gained notoriety during the Capitol riot for wearing a “Camp Auschwitz” sweatshirt, 
referencing the Nazi concentration camp. He was convicted for his actions on January 6 
and subsequently pardoned. 



In November 2024, Packer was involved in a standoff with law enforcement in Richmond, 
Virginia. The incident began when neighbors reported hearing gunfire from Packer’s 
residence. Upon arrival, police were met with hostility, leading to an exchange of gunfire. 

Packer faces multiple charges, including attempted murder of law enforcement officers, 
illegal possession of firearms, and reckless endangerment. He is currently held without 
bail, awaiting trial. 

3. Andrew Taake 

Taake, a 36-year-old from Texas, was convicted for assaulting police officers during the 
January 6 Capitol attack. He was serving a 74-month federal prison sentence before being 
pardoned by President Donald Trump on January 20, 2025. 

Following his release, it was revealed that Taake had an outstanding warrant from 2016 for 
allegedly soliciting a minor online. Despite this pending charge, he was released from 
federal custody. 

The Harris County District Attorney’s Office in Texas has labeled Taake as a wanted fugitive 
for the 2016 solicitation charge. Efforts are underway to re-arrest him, highlighting 
challenges in managing individuals with pending state charges who have received federal 
pardons. 
 
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/granting-pardons-and-
commutation-of-sentences-for-certain-offenses-relating-to-the-events-at-or-near-the-
united-states-capitol-on-january-6-2021/ 

Deployment of Military Forces to the Southern Border 
 
“There’s a reason you separate military and the police. One fights the enemy of the state, 
the other serves and protects the people. When the military becomes both, then the 
enemies of the state tend to become the people.” – William Adama 

President Trump has declared a national emergency at the U.S. - Mexico border, citing 
threats from cartels, criminal gangs, and unauthorized migrants. In response, he has 
ordered the deployment of 1,500 active-duty troops to the border to support law 
enforcement activities. This action includes providing logistical support, constructing 
barriers, and assisting in detention operations. While the use of military personnel in 
domestic law enforcement is legally constrained, the administration has explored invoking 
the Insurrection Act to expand military involvement in immigration enforcement. 
 
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/securing-our-borders/ 

https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/granting-pardons-and-commutation-of-sentences-for-certain-offenses-relating-to-the-events-at-or-near-the-united-states-capitol-on-january-6-2021/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/granting-pardons-and-commutation-of-sentences-for-certain-offenses-relating-to-the-events-at-or-near-the-united-states-capitol-on-january-6-2021/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/granting-pardons-and-commutation-of-sentences-for-certain-offenses-relating-to-the-events-at-or-near-the-united-states-capitol-on-january-6-2021/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/securing-our-borders/


Designation of Drug Cartels as Foreign Terrorist Organizations 

Through executive orders, President Trump has designated several international drug 
cartels as foreign terrorist organizations. This designation potentially paves the way for 
military action against these groups, including operations that could involve airstrikes or 
other direct interventions. Security experts suggest that this policy could lead to the 
deployment of U.S. military resources against these cartels, both domestically and 
internationally. 
 
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/designating-cartels-and-other-
organizations-as-foreign-terrorist-organizations-and-specially-designated-global-
terrorists/?utm_source=chatgpt.com 

Consideration of Military Action to Reclaim the Panama Canal 

President Trump has expressed concerns over foreign influence in the Panama Canal and 
has not ruled out the use of military force to regain control of this strategic asset. 
Discussions within the administration have included the potential deployment of military 
forces to assert U.S. interests in the region, reflecting a willingness to utilize military power 
to achieve geopolitical objectives. 

https://youtu.be/K0EaHawPM2g?si=YWISDcYS_vs-Tb42 

 

 

  

https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/designating-cartels-and-other-organizations-as-foreign-terrorist-organizations-and-specially-designated-global-terrorists/?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/designating-cartels-and-other-organizations-as-foreign-terrorist-organizations-and-specially-designated-global-terrorists/?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/designating-cartels-and-other-organizations-as-foreign-terrorist-organizations-and-specially-designated-global-terrorists/?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://youtu.be/K0EaHawPM2g?si=YWISDcYS_vs-Tb42


Surveil Citizens 

 
“When the president does it, that means that it is not illegal.” 

Source: Richard Nixon (on surveillance abuse, 1973) 

Context: Nixon’s administration used the FBI and CIA to spy on political opponents 
(COINTELPRO, Watergate). His quote highlights how authoritarian leaders justify secret 
surveillance. 

Establishment of the Department of Government Efficiency (DOGE) 

On January 20, 2025, President Trump signed an executive order creating the Department 
of Government Efficiency (DOGE), led by Elon Musk. This department, formed from the 
existing U.S. Digital Service, is tasked with streamlining government functions and 
reducing federal expenditures by $2 trillion. However, concerns have been raised about 
DOGE’s access to sensitive federal data and the potential for monitoring political 
opponents. The structure of DOGE allows it to bypass certain transparency requirements, 
leading to fears of misuse of data by private-sector individuals involved in the department. 
 
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/establishing-and-
implementing-the-presidents-department-of-government-efficiency/   

Restructuring of Oversight Bodies 

The administration has taken steps to diminish the effectiveness of oversight bodies that 
monitor national security and civil liberties. Notably, there have been efforts to purge 
inspectors general who provide independent oversight and to reassign senior career 
lawyers within the Department of Justice to less impactful roles. These actions weaken the 
checks and balances designed to prevent abuse of surveillance powers.   

Enhanced Immigration Enforcement 

Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) officers have intensified operations under 
revised guidelines, leading to a surge in daily arrests. The new policies permit ICE to 
operate near sensitive locations such as schools and churches and allow for collateral 
arrests during operations. This expansion of enforcement activities increases surveillance 
of immigrant communities and raises concerns about civil liberties. 
 
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/protecting-the-american-
people-against-invasion/ 

https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/establishing-and-implementing-the-presidents-department-of-government-efficiency/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/establishing-and-implementing-the-presidents-department-of-government-efficiency/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/protecting-the-american-people-against-invasion/
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/protecting-the-american-people-against-invasion/


Incidents Involving Native Americans: 

At least 15 Indigenous individuals in Arizona and New Mexico have reported being stopped, 
questioned, or detained by ICE agents. In some cases, individuals were held for extended 
periods without access to communication devices, preventing them from contacting 
family or tribal authorities. 

https://youtu.be/4QuYrdP-aD8?si=aVwrnW8K1aBAmsZS 

The Navajo Nation’s leadership has expressed alarm over these incidents. State Senator 
Theresa Hatathlie reported a case involving eight Navajo citizens who were detained for 
hours without the ability to contact their families or tribes. In response, tribal leaders are 
advising members on how to handle encounters with federal law enforcement.   

Policy Changes Affecting Indigenous Communities: 

President Trump signed an executive order aiming to end birthright citizenship. Although a 
federal judge temporarily blocked this order, the Department of Justice argued in court that 
Native Americans do not have birthright citizenship under the Fourteenth Amendment 
because they are not “subject to the jurisdiction” of the United States. Historically, the 
14th Amendment’s Citizenship Clause granted citizenship to individuals born in the U.S., 
excluding “Indians not taxed,” a term referring to Native Americans who maintained tribal 
affiliations and were not subject to U.S. jurisdiction. The Supreme Court’s 1884 decision in 
Elk v. Wilkins held that Native Americans were not automatically U.S. citizens by birth. This 
changed with the Indian Citizenship Act of 1924, which conferred U.S. citizenship upon all 
Native Americans born within the territorial limits of the country. 

The recent executive order has led to concerns that it might challenge the citizenship 
status of Native Americans. The Department of Justice, in defending the order, has 
referenced historical cases like Elk v. Wilkins, suggesting that the 14th Amendment did not 
originally intend to grant birthright citizenship to Native Americans. Critics argue that this 
interpretation disregards subsequent legal developments, such as the Indian Citizenship 
Act, and could undermine the citizenship rights of Native Americans. 

In response, a federal judge has temporarily blocked the executive order, labeling it 
“blatantly unconstitutional.” Legal experts anticipate that the Supreme Court will 
ultimately decide on the order’s legality. If the courts reject the executive order, altering 
birthright citizenship would require a constitutional amendment, a process necessitating 
substantial congressional support. 

 

https://youtu.be/4QuYrdP-aD8?si=aVwrnW8K1aBAmsZS


Congressional Response: 

A group of congressional Democrats, including Representatives Teresa Leger Fernández 
and Bennie Thompson, sent a letter to President Trump demanding immediate action to 
address reports of ICE agents detaining Native American citizens. They urged the 
administration to direct ICE to cease such actions and respect the rights of Indigenous 
peoples. 

 

  



Infiltrate Civic Organizations 

 
“We must not let any social group become an independent political force.” 

Source: Xi Jinping (2021 Speech on the Communist Party’s Control of Society) 

Context: Xi Jinping’s government has infiltrated civil society groups, tech industries, and 
even international organizations to ensure loyalty to the Chinese Communist Party (CCP). 
Tactics include co-opting activists, placing party members in private companies, and 
controlling religious institutions. 

Precinct Strategy Implementation 

The administration has endorsed and expanded the “precinct strategy,” encouraging 
supporters to become actively involved in local political structures. This initiative, 
promoted by figures such as Steve Bannon and Michael Flynn, aims to place loyalists in 
key positions within local party committees and as poll workers. By September 2021, over 
8,500 new Republican precinct officers had been installed across various counties, many 
of whom support election denial narratives. This movement has continued into 2025, with 
efforts to replace officials who do not align with the administration’s views, thereby 
infiltrating local political processes. 
 
https://www.propublica.org/article/trump-just-endorsed-an-oath-keepers-plan-to-seize-
control-of-the-republican-party?utm_source=chatgpt.com 

Project 2025 Initiative 

The Heritage Foundation, closely aligned with the administration, has launched “Project 
2025,” a comprehensive plan to reshape federal agencies by replacing career civil servants 
with political appointees loyal to the administration. This initiative includes creating a 
database of vetted personnel committed to the administration’s agenda, effectively 
infiltrating and transforming the federal bureaucracy to ensure alignment with executive 
directives. 
 
https://www.heritage.org/press/project-2025-publishes-comprehensive-policy-guide-
mandate-leadership-the-conservative-promise 

Engagement with Social Media Influencers 

The administration has cultivated relationships with young conservative social media 
influencers to disseminate its messaging and counter opposition narratives. Figures like 
Riley Gaines and Alex Clark have been instrumental in promoting the administration’s 

https://www.propublica.org/article/trump-just-endorsed-an-oath-keepers-plan-to-seize-control-of-the-republican-party?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.propublica.org/article/trump-just-endorsed-an-oath-keepers-plan-to-seize-control-of-the-republican-party?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.heritage.org/press/project-2025-publishes-comprehensive-policy-guide-mandate-leadership-the-conservative-promise
https://www.heritage.org/press/project-2025-publishes-comprehensive-policy-guide-mandate-leadership-the-conservative-promise


policies to younger demographics, effectively infiltrating the social media landscape to 
shape public opinion. 

These actions reflect a concerted effort by the administration to embed loyalists within 
various levels of political and social structures, thereby exerting influence over civic 
organizations and local governance. 

 



Extrajudicial Detention and Unlawful Imprisonment 

“Show me the man, and I’ll find you the crime.” 

Source: Joseph Stalin 

Context: Attributed to Stalin’s secret police chief Lavrentiy Beria, encapsulates the Soviet 
Union’s arbitrary detention system. The idea was that everyone could be made guilty of 
something if the regime needed them to be. 

Mass Detention and Deportation Initiatives 

Initiated on January 23, 2025, this operation (Safeguard) led by U.S. Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement (ICE) aims to rapidly detain and expel undocumented migrants 
residing in urban areas across the United States. The initial phase resulted in the arrest of 
538 individuals in cities including Boston, Denver, Philadelphia, Atlanta, Seattle, Miami, 
and Washington, D.C. Critics argue that such large-scale operations increase the risk of 
detaining individuals without proper legal procedures, potentially leading to arbitrary 
detentions. 

Expansion of Detention Facilities 

President Trump announced plans to repurpose the U.S. military base at Guantánamo Bay, 
Cuba, to detain up to 30,000 undocumented immigrants. This move involves constructing 
new facilities to house individuals deemed “the worst criminal illegal aliens.” The choice of 
Guantánamo Bay, known for its association with indefinite detention without trial, has 
raised significant human rights concerns regarding the potential for arbitrary detention 
practices.   

Policy Changes Affecting Due Process 

Signed into law in January 2025, this legislation mandates the immediate detention of 
undocumented immigrants accused of theft or violent crimes, even before conviction. This 
policy shift allows for the detention of individuals based solely on accusations, bypassing 
the standard legal process of a trial and conviction, thereby increasing the risk of arbitrary 
detention. 
 
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/president-donald-j-trump-
signed-s-5-into-law/ 
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Legal Harassment and Selective/Political Prosecution 
 

“The first thing we do, let’s kill all the lawyers.” 

Source: William Shakespeare, Henry VI, Part 2, Act IV, Scene II. 

Context: This line is spoken by Dick the Butcher, a follower of the rebel Jack Cade, who 
seeks to overthrow the government. The quote is often misinterpreted as an attack on 
lawyers, but in context, it actually suggests that eliminating lawyers would be necessary to 
create lawlessness and tyranny—ironically highlighting the importance of the legal system 
in maintaining order. 

Political Retaliation and Purges 

Shortly after his inauguration, President Trump initiated a series of firings targeting federal 
employees and officials whom he considered disloyal or oppositional. This included the 
dismissal of 17 independent inspectors general across various federal agencies, a move 
that appeared to violate federal laws requiring advance notice to Congress. Additionally, 
Democratic members of the Privacy and Civil Liberties Oversight Board were removed, 
effectively incapacitating the board due to lack of quorum. These actions were perceived 
as efforts to eliminate oversight and consolidate power.   

The administration revoked security clearances of 50 former intelligence officials who had 
previously signed a letter concerning the Hunter Biden laptop controversy. Notable figures 
affected included former CIA Directors John Brennan and Leon Panetta, and former 
Director of National Intelligence James Clapper. Security protections were also withdrawn 
from individuals like former Secretary of State Mike Pompeo and former National Security 
Advisor John Bolton, both of whom had faced credible threats. 
 
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/holding-former-government-
officials-accountablefor-election-interference-and-improper-disclosure-of-sensitive-
governmental-information/?utm_source=chatgpt.com 

Targeting Academic and Activist Communities 

On January 29, 2025, President Trump signed an executive order aimed at mislabeling pro-
Palestinian protests as “combating antisemitism,” which included provisions to identify, 
punish, and deport individuals, including international students, involved in pro-
Palestinian protests. The order directed federal agencies to recommend measures within 
60 days to address mislabeled antisemitic activities, particularly on college campuses. 
Critics argue that this could suppress free speech and disproportionately target those 
expressing support for Palestinian causes. 

https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/holding-former-government-officials-accountablefor-election-interference-and-improper-disclosure-of-sensitive-governmental-information/?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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The administration issued executive orders to halt the teaching of CRT and related subjects 
in U.S. schools, threatening to withhold federal funds from institutions that continue such 
curricula. This move was part of a broader campaign to influence educational content and 
suppress discussions on systemic racism and diversity. 
 
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/additional-measures-to-
combat-anti-semitism/?utm_source=chatgpt.com 

Dismantling Diversity, Equity, and Inclusion (DEI) Initiatives 

President Trump initiated efforts to remove DEI programs from federal agencies and the 
U.S. military, labeling them as discriminatory. This included placing numerous employees 
on leave and terminating affirmative action efforts. The newly established Department of 
Government Efficiency, led by Elon Musk, was tasked with cutting substantial DEI-related 
spending. These actions have led to significant controversy and debates about the role of 
DEI in government and society. 
 
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/initial-rescissions-of-harmful-
executive-orders-and-actions/ 

These measures demonstrate a concerted effort by the administration to suppress 
dissent, control educational narratives, and remove individuals deemed oppositional, 
thereby consolidating power and limiting democratic discourse. 
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Media Suppression 

“Four hostile newspapers are more to be feared than a thousand bayonets.” 

Source: Napoleon Bonaparte 

Context: Napoleon recognized that public perception and opposition movements were as 
dangerous as military threats. 

Regulatory Freeze and Communication Restrictions 

On January 20, 2025, President Trump issued a memorandum imposing a regulatory freeze 
across federal agencies. This directive not only halted the implementation of new rules but 
also instructed agencies to pause external communications, including press releases, 
social media updates, and policy statements. The Department of Health and Human 
Services, encompassing agencies like the CDC and FDA, was notably affected, leading to 
concerns about restricted access to public health information. 
 
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/regulatory-freeze-pending-
review/?utm_source=chatgpt.com 

Suspension of Federal Aid and Subsequent Reversal 

The administration announced a suspension of federal aid programs pending a 
comprehensive review. This decision caused widespread confusion, particularly affecting 
healthcare and housing programs, and was perceived as a move that could indirectly 
suppress organizations critical of the administration. Following significant backlash, the 
administration reversed the suspension.   

Changes in Press Briefing Policies 

The administration introduced new policies regarding press briefings, including the 
restoration of press passes to certain journalists and the inclusion of new media voices. 
While presented as efforts to enhance transparency, these changes have been viewed by 
some as attempts to reshape media coverage in favor of the administration.   

These actions have prompted concerns among press freedom advocates, who argue that 
such measures may undermine the media’s role in holding the government accountable 
and restrict the flow of information to the public. 
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Criminalization of Dissent, Weaponization of Treason Laws 

“Totalitarianism is never content to rule by external means, such as law and violence; it 
controls the inner life of its subjects as well.” 

Source: Hannah Arendt (The Origins of Totalitarianism, 1951) 

Context: Arendt describes how despotic regimes criminalize independent thought by 
treating dissent as an existential threat. 

Targeting Political Opponents and Critics 

Shortly after his inauguration, President Trump revoked the security clearances of 50 
former intelligence officials who had previously signed a letter concerning the Hunter 
Biden laptop controversy. Notable figures affected included former CIA Directors John 
Brennan and Leon Panetta, and former Director of National Intelligence James Clapper. 
Additionally, security protections were withdrawn from individuals like former Secretary of 
State Mike Pompeo and former National Security Advisor John Bolton, both of whom had 
faced credible threats. These actions were perceived as punitive measures against those 
who had criticized or opposed the administration.   

On January 24, 2025, President Trump announced the immediate firing of at least 17 
inspectors general across various federal agencies. Inspectors general serve as 
independent watchdogs, and their abrupt dismissal raised concerns about the 
administration’s commitment to oversight and accountability. Critics described this move 
as a “Friday night purge,” suggesting it was intended to eliminate internal dissent and 
scrutiny. 
 
Key Legal Violations in Trump’s Mass IG Firings 

1. 30-Day Notice Requirement to Congress 

• The Inspector General Act of 1978 states that the President must notify Congress at least 
30 days in advance before removing an IG and must provide reasons for the dismissal. 

• Legal Reference: 

“An Inspector General may be removed from office by the President. If an Inspector 
General is removed from office or is transferred to another position or location within an 
establishment, the President shall communicate the reasons for any such removal or 
transfer to both Houses of Congress not later than 30 days before the removal or transfer.” 

– 5 U.S.C. App. § 3(b) 



• Potential Violation: If Trump failed to provide a valid reason or did not issue the required 
30-day notice, the firings could be deemed unlawful. 

2. Undermining Independence of IGs 

• The legislative intent behind the Inspector General Act was to ensure IGs remain 
independent watchdogs and not subject to politically motivated firings. 

• Courts have ruled that while the President has the power to remove IGs, doing so without 
cause and in a way that undermines oversight functions can violate constitutional 
principles of government accountability. 

3. Potential Violation of the Whistleblower Protection Act (5 U.S.C. § 2302) 

• If any removed IGs were actively investigating corruption, misconduct, or abuse of power 
in the administration, their termination could be seen as retaliatory, which may violate 
federal whistleblower protections. 

• Legal Precedent: Courts have ruled that removing watchdogs to obstruct investigations 
could constitute an abuse of executive authority. 

Legal Precedents and Past IG Firings 

• In 2020, Trump’s previous IG firings (including State Department IG Steve Linick) triggered 
congressional investigations for violating the 30-day rule. 

• A 2020 bipartisan amendment to the Inspector General Act (passed in response to 
Trump’s prior IG removals) strengthened the notice and justification requirements, making 
Trump’s 2025 mass firings even more legally dubious. 

Executive Orders Suppressing Dissent 

On January 30, 2025, President Trump signed an executive order aimed at combating “anti-
Semitism.” While the stated goal was to address rising anti-Semitic incidents, the order 
included provisions to identify, punish, and deport individuals, including international 
students, involved in pro-Palestinian protests. Critics argue that this could suppress free 
speech and disproportionately target those expressing dissenting views on U.S. foreign 
policy.   

Another executive order signed by President Trump accused public schools of introducing 
“radical, anti-American ideologies” into classrooms. The order targeted racial justice 
education and transgender student policies, labeling them as “discriminatory equity 
ideology” and “gender ideology.” It mandated federal agencies develop strategies to end 
such “indoctrination” and pursue legal action against educators supporting these 



initiatives. This move was seen as an attempt to suppress educational content that the 
administration deemed oppositional. 
 
There is a significant difference between what conservatives claim about “gender 
ideology” in classrooms and what is actually taught in schools. The term “gender ideology” 
is largely a political construct used by conservative activists and politicians to broadly 
describe any discussion of gender identity, LGBTQ+ issues, or diversity in education. 
However, actual curricula in schools focus on inclusion, respect, and basic scientific and 
social understanding of gender rather than indoctrination or radical activism. 

What Conservatives Claim About “Gender Ideology” in Classrooms 

Conservative politicians, activists, and media figures have framed “gender ideology” as a 
radical, left-wing effort to indoctrinate children into LGBTQ+ identities. Common claims 
include: 

“Schools are forcing students to adopt gender identities different from their biological 
sex.” 

• This claim suggests that teachers are actively convincing students to identify as 
transgender or nonbinary, which is not supported by any evidence. 

“Teachers are secretly transitioning students without parental consent.” 

• Some conservatives argue that teachers are helping children transition behind their 
parents’ backs. In reality, most schools follow policies that balance student privacy rights 
with parental involvement, especially in cases where students may not feel safe discussing 
their gender identity at home. 

“Kids are being taught radical gender theories in elementary school.” 

• Many conservative critics claim that young children are being taught complex academic 
theories about gender fluidity, which is not part of standard K-12 curricula. 

“There are sexually explicit materials in schools.” 

• While some books discussing LGBTQ+ themes exist in libraries, there is no widespread 
practice of introducing explicit materials to children. Many of the challenged books simply 
feature LGBTQ+ characters or discuss gender identity in an age-appropriate way. 

“Schools are replacing biological sex with gender identity in science classes.” 



• Science curricula continue to teach biological sex in terms of chromosomes and 
reproductive anatomy, but some lessons also acknowledge the existence of intersex 
conditions and gender identity as a separate concept. 

What is Taught About Gender in Schools 

Public school curricula in the U.S. vary by state and district, but generally, gender-related 
education includes: 

1. Basic Respect & Inclusion (K-5): 

• Teaching students to respect their classmates regardless of gender identity. 

• Anti-bullying discussions that include LGBTQ+ students as a vulnerable group. 

2. Health & Human Development (Middle & High School): 

• Lessons about puberty, which may include discussions on how gender identity can affect 
a person’s experience of puberty. 

• LGBTQ+ relationships may be included in discussions about relationships and health. 

3. Sex Education (Varies by State): 

• In states that mandate inclusive sex education, students may learn that some people 
identify as transgender or nonbinary. 

• Lessons emphasize respect, consent, and bodily autonomy, not ideological persuasion. 

4. Social Studies & History: 

• Some curricula include discussions about LGBTQ+ history, such as the Stonewall Riots 
or the legalization of same-sex marriage. 

• Gender roles in history may be discussed as part of broader conversations about civil 
rights. 

Actions Against the Media 

On January 22, 2025, FCC Chair Brendan Carr, appointed by President Trump, revived 
investigations into claims of bias from major news networks, including CBS, ABC, and 
NBC. Carr had previously indicated intentions to punish news broadcasters perceived as 
unfair to President Trump or Republicans in general. This action was viewed as an effort to 
intimidate the press and suppress critical coverage of the administration.   



These actions reflect a broader strategy to suppress dissent, intimidate critics, and control 
narratives, tactics often employed by authoritarian regimes to consolidate power and 
undermine democratic institutions. 

 

  



Erosion of Judicial Independence and Legal Authoritarianism 

“It is enough that the people know there was an election. The people who cast the votes 
decide nothing. The people who count the votes decide everything.” 

Source: Joseph Stalin 

Context: Stalin ensured judges and legal systems were loyal to the regime, making courts 
mere tools of the state rather than independent bodies. 

Dismissal of Inspectors General 

Inspectors General (IGs) serve as independent watchdogs within federal agencies, tasked 
with identifying and preventing fraud, waste, and abuse. Their independence is crucial for 
maintaining government accountability. 

On January 24, 2025, President Trump dismissed approximately 17 inspectors general 
from various federal agencies, including the Departments of Defense, State, Housing and 
Urban Development, Veterans Affairs, Energy, and Transportation. Notable figures affected 
include Phyllis Fong, the long-serving IG of the U.S. Department of Agriculture, who was 
escorted out of her office after refusing to leave following her termination. These 
dismissals were executed without the legally required 30-day notice to Congress, 
prompting concerns about potential violations of federal law.   

Revocation of Security Clearances and Protections 

Security clearances and protective details are typically provided to former officials who 
may continue to engage in sensitive work or face ongoing threats due to their prior 
positions. 

Shortly after his inauguration, President Trump signed an executive order revoking the 
security clearances of 51 former intelligence officials who had signed a letter during the 
2020 presidential campaign suggesting that reports about Hunter Biden’s laptop bore the 
hallmarks of a Russian disinformation campaign. Notable individuals affected include 
former CIA Directors John Brennan and Leon Panetta, and former Director of National 
Intelligence James Clapper.   

The administration also revoked security details for former officials who had been involved 
in decisions that led to credible threats against them. For instance, former Secretary of 
State Mike Pompeo and former National Security Advisor John Bolton, both of whom faced 
assassination threats from Iran due to their roles in the 2020 killing of Iranian General 
Qassem Soleimani, had their protective details removed. This action has been criticized as 



endangering the lives of these individuals and perceived as politically motivated 
retribution.   

Legal Actions Against Political Opponents 

The administration has initiated legal proceedings against political adversaries, including 
former officials from previous administrations. These actions have been viewed by some 
as politically motivated, aiming to discredit and intimidate opposition figures, thereby 
eroding the impartial application of justice. 
 
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/ending-the-weaponization-of-
the-federal-government/ 

Support for Convicted Leaders 

The administration has expressed support for individuals convicted of serious offenses, 
including those found guilty of multiple felonies. This support has been interpreted as an 
endorsement of individuals who have violated the law, further undermining the principle 
that no one is above the law. 

These actions collectively suggest a pattern of behavior aimed at weakening the rule of 
law, concentrating power within the executive branch, and diminishing the independence 
of governmental oversight mechanisms. 
 
Sources for the “ten step” list: 
 
https://www.cogitatiopress.com/politicsandgovernance/article/view/9271 
 
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/full/10.1177/00208345231218076 
 
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/13510347.2021.1891413 

https://academic.oup.com/icon/advance-article/doi/10.1093/icon/moae088/7976978 

https://carnegieendowment.org/research/2022/10/understanding-and-responding-to-
global-democratic-backsliding?lang=en 
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End Game of the Playbook 

Electoral Autocracy with Illiberal and Authoritarian Characteristics 

This means maintaining the appearance of democracy (e.g., holding elections) while 
undermining democratic institutions, weakening checks and balances, and consolidating 
power. 

Key Features of Electoral Autocracy (and Similar Systems) 

1. Elections Still Exist, but they are manipulated or undermined 

• Elections continue to take place, but systemic barriers make it harder for opposition 
parties to compete fairly. 

• Actions like precinct strategy takeovers, restricting mail-in voting, and purging voter rolls 
suggest efforts to control election outcomes without outright abolishing elections. 

2. Weakening of Checks and Balances 

• The mass firing of inspectors general and replacing career civil servants with political 
loyalists reflect an effort to remove oversight and reduce accountability. 

• Reclassifying federal employees under Project 2025 is a strategy to ensure government 
officials serve the leader rather than the Constitution. 

3. Selective Application of the Law (Rule by Law Instead of Rule of Law) 

• Pardoning convicted political allies (such as January 6 insurrectionists) while pursuing 
investigations against political opponents reflects a shift toward weaponizing the justice 
system for partisan gain. 

4. Suppression of Dissent and the Press 

• The Trump administration has revived investigations into news outlets and restricted 
government agency communications. 

• Executive orders targeting protests and educational curricula reflect an effort to control 
narratives and suppress political opposition. 

5. Cultivation of a loyal paramilitary or security force 



• The use of active-duty troops for domestic law enforcement (border security, ICE raids) 
and the pardoning of militia-linked figures (e.g., Oath Keepers, Proud Boys) suggest a 
potential shift toward using paramilitary or federal forces for political purposes. 

6. Targeting of Political and Social Enemies 

• Revoking security protections for former officials facing assassination threats signals 
that opposition figures are being abandoned to threats. 

• Labeling opponents as “traitors” or “terrorists” and threatening mass deportations 
contribute to a chilling effect on dissent. 

Most Comparable Government Models 

1. Electoral Autocracy (e.g., Hungary, Turkey) 

• Elections still occur, but opposition parties face extreme obstacles, the media is 
controlled, and the leader consolidates power. 

• Hungary under Viktor Orbán, for example, has weakened judicial independence, 
restructured media ownership, and used government resources to maintain control while 
keeping the appearance of democracy. 

2. Competitive Authoritarianism (e.g., Russia under Putin) 

• Elections are nominally competitive, but legal and extralegal methods (such as 
controlling courts, silencing dissent, and manipulating media) ensure the ruling party 
remains dominant. 

• In Russia, opposition leaders are arrested, assassinated, or disqualified through legal 
loopholes. Trump’s increasing criminalization of protest and political opposition could 
mirror this trend. 

3. Illiberal Democracy (e.g., Modi’s India, Bolsonaro’s Brazil) 

• A government where elections exist, but civil liberties are restricted, courts are packed, 
and the leader overrides democratic norms. 

• Narendra Modi’s India has seen an increase in press restrictions, laws targeting political 
opponents, and state-aligned paramilitary forces—trends that resonate with Trump’s 
governance strategies. 

 



Conclusion: The Trump Administration’s Direction 

The Trump administration’s actions do not align with a traditional democracy, 
constitutional republic, or even standard conservative governance. Instead, they closely 
mirror the steps taken by leaders in countries transitioning toward electoral autocracy, 
illiberal democracy, or competitive authoritarianism. 

The U.S. is not yet an autocracy, but the strategic dismantling of democratic safeguards 
and increasing executive dominance strongly suggest a shift away from a constitutional 
democratic republic and toward a leader-centric government with authoritarian 
tendencies. 
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