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ED I TOR IAL

BY DAVID BOAZ

“There should 
be a bipartisan
movement
among 

members of
Congress to 
reassert their
powers as 
the body to
which the 

Constitution 
assigns ‘all
legislative 

Powers herein
granted.’

emocrats accuse President Trump of abuse of
executive power and “thinking he is a dictator.”
But then, Republicans made similar charges

about President Obama. They all have a point.
At least since the administration of Franklin D. Roo-

sevelt, there has been a flow of power from civil society
to government, from the states to the federal govern-
ment, and from Congress to the executive branch. But
a recent newspaper headline reminded me of some
other headlines that tell a story.

Here’s a Newsdayheadline from 2011:

Obama: If Congress Won’t Act, I Will

Obama told an audience that his administration
would “look every single day to figure out what we can
do, without Congress. . . . We can’t wait for Congress to
do its job, so where they won’t act, I will.”

Now we might say that he knew better. As a professor
of constitutional law, he surely had read the Constitu-
tion and the Federalist Papers. And more than once
when he was asked why he had not done more on im-
migration reform, he said, “I am president, I am not
king. I can’t do these things just by myself.”

But he got over that constitutional hesitation. By
2014 he was declaring, “We’re not just going to be wait-
ing for legislation in order to make sure that we’re pro-
viding Americans the kind of help they need. I’ve got a
pen and I’ve got a phone, and I can use that pen to sign
executive orders and take executive actions and admin-
istrative actions.”

By executive order he created the Deferred Action
for Childhood Arrivals (DACA). After Congress de-
clined to pass cap-and-trade legislation, his Environ-
mental Protection Agency on its own authority issued
the Clean Power Plan requiring states to develop regu-
latory plans to reduce carbon dioxide emissions. The
liberal legal scholar Laurence Tribe told Congress, “EPA
is attempting an unconstitutional trifecta: usurping the
prerogatives of the states, Congress and the federal
courts all at once.”

Meanwhile, he waived inconvenient portions of the
Affordable Care Act. He claimed and exercised the
power to assassinate U.S. citizens without due process.

Tribe wasn’t the only civil libertarian worried about
these abuses of executive and regulatory power. And as
the prospect of either Hillary Clinton or Donald Trump
assuming the powers of the presidency loomed, numer-

ous observers began to say, as Conor Friedersdorf wrote
in the Atlantic:

Tyrant-Proof the White House—
Before It’s Too Late

Friedersdorf addressed President Obama: “Your suc-
cessor is highly likely to be less trustworthy and more
corruptible than you were. Insofar as you can, limit his
or her ability to violate liberties or hide atrocities before
you go.” He also asked members of Congress, “why not
begin reining in the power of the executive branch now,
when the possibility of bipartisan cooperation on such
a project is at its height?”

But no one did, of course. And so we arrive at my
third headline, from the Washington Post in June:

Going It Alone: Trump Increasingly Relies 
on Unilateral Action to Wield Power

President Trump is now taking advantage of the ever-
more-powerful presidency bequeathed to him by his
predecessors. He is waging war in Saudi Arabia and
Yemen without congressional authorization. He is uni-
laterally raising tariffs (taxes) on American businesses
and consumers, which is unfortunately authorized by
congressional statute. He is threatening to misuse his
power to deal with an “unusual and extraordinary
threat” to block technology trade with Chinese firms. 

He is claiming the power to pardon himself and to
shut down criminal investigations of himself and his
subordinates. He is pressuring the U.S. Postal Service to
penalize Amazon.com in retaliation for critical stories
in the Washington Post, which is owned by Amazon
founder Jeff Bezos.

It’s good that liberals and Democrats are worried
about President Trump’s abuse of executive power. But
the problem is institutional as much as personal. De-
mocrats should have joined in efforts to rein in presi-
dential authority during the Obama administration.
Will Republicans, who have long called for limiting
presidential and agency power, be more principled now
that the president is a Republican? There should be a
bipartisan movement among members of Congress to
reassert their powers as the body to which the Consti-
tution assigns “all legislative Powers herein granted.”

”

D
A Tale of Three Headlines
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W
hy do we pay $600 for EpiPens, a long-existing piece of tech-
nology that contains just a dollar’s worth of medicine? Why
do hospitalized patients so frequently receive bills laden with
inflated charges that come out of the blue from out-of-

network providers or that demand payment for services that weren’t delivered?
Why is more than $1 trillion—one of
every three dollars that passes through
the health care system—lost to fraud,
wasted on services that don’t help
patients, or otherwise misspent?
Meanwhile, why have the costs of so
many elective procedures and retail
clinics, like Lasik eye surgery or Min-
uteClinic, gone downas rapidly as con-
ventional care costs have gone up? 

In Overcharged, a new book from
the Cato Institute, adjunct scholars
Charles Silver and David Hyman
answer these questions with a fasci-
nating deep dive into the strange
world of American health care. While
plenty of books and articles are avail-
able that focus on specific problems

with the health care system—how patents enable monopolies in the drug
industry, for example, or the pervasive problem of doctors gaming the payment
system to upcharge insurance companies—this book gathers all these problems
together to give a comprehensive view of our troubled system. The authors
then trace these problems to several root causes. One cause is political control
of the health care system. Another is the third-party payment system, which
enables skyrocketing costs, massive fraud, and waste. The first half of the book
takes a detailed look at the problems with health care, and the second offers
ways to solve them. 

Ultimately, the authors are optimistic about the future. They acknowledge
that change will be an uphill battle, since the beneficiaries of the current sys-
tem are so firmly entrenched and will fight to convince the American people
that health care can’t operate like a normal business. But the numbers of self-
paying consumers are already growing, and Silver and Hyman predict that this
trend will begin an unstoppable, bottom-up revolution where consumers will
reject traditional providers for the retail sector, which will become better and
better at giving Americans higher-quality medical treatment at lower costs.
“Markets do a good job of supplying food, clothing, housing, transportation,
and other essentials,” they write. “They can help us meet our needs for medical
treatments.”n

PURCHASE YOUR COPY OF OVERCHARGED AT RETAIL AND ONLINE BOOKSELLERS. 

CatoNewsNotes
VICTORY IN NASHVILLE  

In April, Nashville voters overwhelmingly 
rejected a referendum to raise taxes to fund

a light rail system. Cato senior fellow Randal
O’Toole was an influential critic of the plan,
writing in the Wall Street Journal that the pro-
posal was “questionable at best and reckless at
worst,” given that transit ridership, including
light rail, is falling in nearly every urban area in
the country. Cato Sponsor and retired Tractor
Supply Co. CEO Joe Scarlett was also a promi-
nent critic of the proposal, telling the Nashville
Business Journal that “it doesn’t make financial
sense.” In the end, voters came out in large
numbers to crush the referendum by a nearly 
2-to-1 margin.

MASHBURN TO ADVISE SEC     

L ydia Mashburn, the
managing director of

Cato’s Center for Mone-
tary and Financial Alterna-
tives, has been appointed
to the Investor Advisory
Committee at the U.S. 
Securities and Exchange

Commission (SEC). The committee advises the
SEC on its regulatory priorities, the regulation
of securities products, trading strategies, fee
structures, and other matters. 

ASHFORD WINS “BEST PAPER”     

C ato research fellow Emma Ashford’s 
article “Hegemonic Blackmail: Entrap-

ment in Civil War Intervention,” which she
published in the Canadian Foreign Policy Jour-
nal, won the journal’s annual Best Paper Prize
in April. Ashford’s paper focused on the after-
math of the Arab Spring to demonstrate how
smaller states can use alliance ties to entangle
their more powerful allies in intervention, as
the United States was drawn into strategically
dubious interventions in Libya, Syria, and 
elsewhere. 
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T
he Cato Institute honored Cuba’s

Las Damas de Blanco (Ladies in

White) at its biennial Milton Fried-

man Prize dinner in New York in

May. Some 400 people gathered for the evening at

Cipriani 42nd Street. The historic venue, originally

built to house the Bowery Savings Bank in 1921, 

features towering Renaissance-style columns and 

mosaics—the 1928 Architectural Forumdescribed the

building as “a castle in the clouds brought to earth.” 

The keynote speaker for the evening was Brazil’s

celebrated federal judge, Sérgio Moro. Moro has

become a household name in his country thanks to

Operation Car Wash, the massive scandal that has

sent some of Brazil’s most powerful politicians and

business elite—including former president Luiz 

Inácio Lula da Silva—to jail for corruption. 

Operation Car Wash began in 2014, originally as 

an investigation into a small car wash that served as

a money-laundering facility. It ended up uncover-

ing a bribe that had been accepted by a top execu-

tive at the government-controlled oil company

Petrobras—and from there, investigators began

toppling a massive network of corruption involving

hundreds of people, including politicians from the 

ruling and opposition parties, and billions of dollars

in bribes, often using public funds.

4 • CATO POLICY REPORT July/August 2018
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Moro, who has presided over some of the biggest cases in the

scandal, is credited with changing the way corruption cases are

tried in Brazil, refusing to offer the wealthy and politically con-

nected special treatment. As Brazilians have marched in the

streets, calling for the impeachment or prosecution of sitting or

former presidents, they have worn masks of Moro’s face and car-

ried banners emblazoned with his name.

Moro was interviewed by Mary Anastasia O’Grady, the award-

winning Americas columnist for the Wall Street Journal. O’Grady

characterized Operation Car Wash as “a truth way stranger than

fiction, in a country that is enormously important for the region,”

adding that “the changes that Judge Moro has brought about

have big implications for the rest of Latin America.” Moro ex-

pressed hope that the “culture of graft” in his country—and all 

of Latin America—may be on the brink of change, as more and

more people demand equality under the law. “It’s all about the

rule of law,” said Moro. “The past impunity in Brazil made a lot

of Brazilians believe that [corruption] was a kind of natural fate,

or tropical disease—but it’s just cultural weakness. And in a

democracy, you can change that.” 

Cuban human rights activist Rosa María Payá, the president of

the Latin American Youth Network for Democracy, gave a mov-

ing introduction to the Ladies in White, crediting the group’s

peaceful demonstrations with restoring hope to the Cuban 

1 2

3

4

5
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people—including her own family. Payá’s  father, Oswaldo Payá,

was also a well-known activist who died under suspicious circum-

stances after years of intimidation from the Castro regime.

“When the Castro brothers finally killed my father six years ago,

these women made a human chain around his coffin to protect

his dead body from the repressors,” said Payá. “The dictatorship

doesn’t even allow them to get to Mass each Sunday, and these

women face beatings, jail, and harassment—but they keep trying,

Sunday after Sunday.” 

Finally, the three members of the Ladies in White who were

able to attend the dinner took the stage: cofounders Blanca

Reyes and Dolia Leal, and Lourdes Esquivel. The Cuban govern-

ment blocked the departure of several other members of the

group, including leader Berta Soler. Soler addressed the crowd

via a prerecorded video (see page 9), and Reyes expressed the

group’s “gratitude, joy, and excitement” for the award, which they

dedicated to the memory of their founder Laura Pollán and to all

Cuban political prisoners. n

6

7

8 9

1.Reasonmanaging editor STEPHANIE SLADE (left) and journalist CATHY YOUNGwith Cato’s CALEB BROWN. 2. Judge SÉRGIOMORO and
MARY ANASTASIA O’GRADY of the Wall Street Journal. 3.Cato president PETERGOETTLER with Ladies in White representatives BLANCA
REYES, DOLIA LEAL, and LOURDES ESQUIVEL. 4.Cuban human rights activist ROSAMARÍA PAYÁ. 5. JOHN STOSSEL and SUSANWATSON.
6.Economist LIYA PALAGASHVILI, Reason editor KATHERINEMANGU-WARD, and Students for Liberty chair SLOANE FROST. 7.PETER
GOETTLER introduces a video honoring the legacy of Cato Sponsor George M. Yeager. 8. SANDY and BOBGELFONDwith MELANIE
HILDRETH of the Institute for Justice. 9.Heller attorney ALANGURA with BARON and MAYRAV BOND.
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F
ifteen years ago, 55-year-old teacher Laura Pollán was
at home in Havana with her husband, Hector
Maseda, when the Cuban police raided their house
and arrested Maseda for the crime of daring to criti-
cize the Castro regime. Maseda was an independent

journalist and the president of the Cuban Liberal Party, which the
government had banned. He was sentenced to 20 years in jail for
endangering “national security.” Maseda was just one of 75 journal-
ists and opposition leaders imprisoned in a mass arrest that March
now known as the Black Spring.

But from that Black Spring rose the
Ladies in White—a new opposition force
that the Cuban government had not an-
ticipated. They are the wives, sisters, and
other female relatives of these unjustly
imprisoned men. Far from being cowed
by the government’s lawlessness, they
banded together—led by Pollán until her
death—to demand justice for their fami-
lies. “The group formed spontaneously, because none of us under-
stood why [this had happened],” recalled cofounder Blanca Reyes.
Their first meetings were in Pollán’s home, Reyes said, “and from
her living room, we spread throughout Cuba.” 

Every Sunday, the Ladies in White gather for Mass at Saint Rita
de Casia Church in Havana—dedicated to the patron saint of im-
possible causes—followed by a procession down Fifth Avenue.
They wear white to symbolize peace and purity, and each wears or

carries a photograph of a loved one who is in prison. They also
carry pink gladiolas, which symbolize family. 

The regime has labeled the Ladies in White “counterrevolu-
tionaries,” and they are routinely harassed, threatened, beaten, and
arrested for their actions. Pollán, who had become an internation-
ally known spokesperson for freedom in Cuba, died in 2011 under
gravely suspicious circumstances. Yet the women remain un-
daunted, calling for the release of all political prisoners and liberty
for all Cubans. 

The original 75 prisoners have all since left
prison, following constant intervention from
the Ladies in White and pressure from the inter-
national community—but their release was not
unconditional, with the majority having had to
leave Cuba. And since then, Cuba’s human
rights record has only deteriorated, with contin-
ued arrests of journalists, lawyers, and other in-
tellectuals who criticize the regime. The group’s
work is not done, and in the face of this constant

oppression, the women offer an awe-inspiring example of unwaver-
ing courage.

In May, the Cato Institute awarded the Ladies in White its 2018
Milton Friedman Prize for Advancing Liberty. The Wall Street Jour-
nal celebrated this decision in a column disparaging Castro’s recent
faux-transfer of power to civilian Miguel Díaz-Canel. The Journal
declared that “A prize for the Ladies in White is bigger news than
Díaz-Canel. . . . They deserve more media recognition in the U.S.

From Laura 
Pollán’s living

room, we spread
throughout Cuba.

”

Las Damas de Blanco

“

77285 Cato Q17.qxp_Layout 1  7/30/18  11:14 AM  Page 8



July/August 2018 CATO POLICY REPORT • 9

than does the phony transfer of power to Mr. Díaz-Canel.” Sens. Ted
Cruz (R-TX), Marco Rubio (R-FL), Bob Menendez (D-NJ), and Bill
Nelson (D-FL) introduced a resolution in Congress proclaiming
that the U.S. Senate “congratulates Las Damas de Blanco on receiv-
ing the prestigious 2018 Milton Friedman Prize for Advancing Lib-
erty” and “calls on the Cuban regime to allow members of Las
Damas de Blanco to travel freely both domestically and internation-
ally” to accept the prize at Cato’s award dinner in New York. 

Nevertheless, the Cuban government ultimately blocked sev-
eral members of the group, including their current leader Berta
Soler, from leaving the country to attend the Institute’s May award
ceremony in person. In video remarks she recorded for the cere-
mony, Soler highlighted the sacrifices that many members of the
Ladies in White have made in their fight for liberty: 

The Cuban regime thought that with Laura Pollán’s death
the Ladies in White would disappear. They were wrong.
Seven years later, we continue on the path of freedom for all
Cuban political prisoners—with no exception. 

In the last three years, the State Department of Security
and the National Police have worsened their physical and
psychological repression, from defamatory campaigns
against us, to the harassment of our families, to deportation
to other provinces.

In these last three years, nine members of the Ladies in
White have been sent to jail, and two remain imprisoned:
Nieves Matamoro, sentenced to one year and six months,
and Marta Sánchez, whose trial is still pending. The only
felony committed by these women was to promote and de-
fend human rights. 

Dear friends, advocates, and defenders of freedom: this
prize means solidarity with our commitment to not turn
aside from those who are behind bars in Cuba. We dedicate
this prize to Laura Pollán, to all political prisoners in Cuba,
and to everyone who has trusted in us. n

1.Tables are set at the historic Cipriani 42nd Street. 2.Pre-
vented by the government from leaving Cuba, Ladies in White
leader BERTA SOLER addresses the crowd via video. 3.Vice Pres-
ident MIKE PENCE congratulates the Ladies in White on their
award. 4.Ladies in White representatives LOURDES ESQUIVEL,
DOLIA LEAL, and BLANCA REYES (left to right).

1 2

3

4
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C A T O E V E N T S

M arijuana is big business in the states that have legalized its use—and yet the
federal government’s prohibition on marijuana continues to prevent banks

from serving legitimate marijuana clients. At a Cato film screening for the new docu-
mentary Medical Marijuana and Money Laundering, Cato’s GEORGESELGIN, JULIEA.
HILL of the University of Alabama, JOHNHUDAKof the Brookings Institution, Cato’s
JEFFREYMIRON, and filmmaker MATTWOOD (left to right) discussed the dangers of
this prohibition, which hurts both businesses and tax revenues.

C ato’s IANVÁSQUEZ speaks at Cato
University in Mexico City in June,

where a group of 60 students from across
Latin America gathered to learn about
and discuss the principles and ideas of
liberty. 

U .S. arms sales are so ubiquitous that American forces sometimes end up fighting foreign soldiers armed with American
weapons. Yet our government continues to treat arms sales as a strategic benefit with little risk. At a Capitol Hill Brief-

ing, Cato’s CAROLINEDORMINEY and A. TREVOR THRALL presented new research from their Cato Policy Analysis demon-
strating that arms sales are, in fact, extremely risky for national and global security.
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GENE HEALY:We’re in the middle of a re-
newed debate here on Capitol Hill about
what role—if any—Congress should play in
the choice between war and peace. That’s
the most fundamental decision any govern-
ment can make, and it’s one our Constitu-
tion entrusts to Congress.   

But for nearly 17 years now, that choice has
been left to the executive branch, with the re-
sult that the United States has been almost
constantly at war. In President Obama’s last
year alone, U.S. forces dropped over 26,000
bombs on seven different countries. He left
office as the first two-term president in
American history to have been at war every
single day of his presidency. 

That’s in large part thanks to a joint reso-
lution Congress passed three days after 9/11:
the 2001 Authorization for the Use of Military
Force, or AUMF. Three presidents in a row
have warped that limited authorization into
an enabling act for globe-spanning presiden-
tial war, broad enough to cover everything
from airstrikes in Waziristan to boots on the
ground in Tongo Tongo. The Trump adminis-
tration’s position, like the Obama administra-
tion’s before it, is that Congress already had its
debate on war powers—17 years ago—and it’s
One Congress, One Vote, One Time. 

Maybe, at least once in a generation,
Congress should weigh in on the multiple
wars we’re fighting. But the current debate
also presents a serious risk: that Congress
will pass a new AUMF that cedes even more
power to the president, laying the legal
groundwork for another generation or more
of presidential war. 

Today, John and I are going to make the
case that the best way to avoid that danger is
to wipe the slate clean: repeal, don’t replace,
the 2001 AUMF. Recognize that the original
authorization has run its course, and sunset it,
leaving adequate time—six to nine months—
to wrap up ongoing combat operations and
for the president to make the case for any new
authorization he thinks is needed. If he does,
he can make that case to Congress, the way
the Constitution envisions. 

Our Constitution’s Framers thought that
going to war should be difficult. James Madi-
son held it as “an axiom that the executive is
the department of power most distinguished
by its propensity to war, [therefore] it is the
practice of all states, in proportion as they are
free, to disarm this propensity of its influ-
ence.” They did that by granting the bulk of
the Constitution’s military powers to Con-
gress, including control of the decision to go
to war in the first place.

That didn’t leave the president totally dis-
armed: he retained defensive authority—the
power to “repel sudden attacks,” as Madison’s
notes put it. But, absent an imminent threat,
the Constitution gave him no power to
launch sudden attacks. “It will not be in the
power of a single man . . . to involve us in such
distress,” Pennsylvania’s James Wilson
summed up in 1787. 

Of course, it hasn’t always worked that
way. Well before September 11, we can point
to examples of American presidents launch-
ing wars without congressional authoriza-
tion: the invasions of Grenada under Ronald
Reagan and of Panama under George H. W.

Bush; the air war over Kosovo under Bill
Clinton. But the presidential wars of the late
20th century were, for the most part, excep-
tions to the general rule: geographically lim-
ited and temporary departures from a
baseline of peace.

Since the terrorist attacks of September 11,
2001, we’ve watched the emergence of a rad-
ically different regime in which going to war
is easy, frequent, and rarely debated. This sys-
tem has made war America’s default setting.
The use of lethal force is now so ubiquitous,
so normalized, that we’re hardly able to notice
it anymore.

For example, in the run-up to the 2016
election, over Labor Day weekend, the
Obama administration launched some 70
airstrikes across six countries: Iraq, Syria,
Afghanistan, Yemen, Somalia, and Libya.
Twenty years ago, that would have led every
news broadcast. But we barely looked up
from the grill. 

Sen. Tim Kaine (D-VA) is right when he
says that “for too long, Congress has given
presidents a blank check to wage war,” and
he’s right to want to change that. But if our ex-
perience with the 2001 AUMF has taught us
anything, it’s that presidents will push the au-
thority they’re given as far as language will
allow—and beyond. 

The relevant clause of the 2001 AUMF is
60 words long. It targets the perpetrators of
the September 11 attacks and those who
“harbored” or “aided them.” It says nothing
about “associated forces.” But that concept
has become a bottomless fount of presiden-
tial authority to wage war against groups that
didn’t exist on 9/11, that aren’t associated with
Al Qaeda and may even be at war with
them—in the case of ISIS, for example—and
that do not present any serious threat to the
U.S. home front.

Most of the replacement AUMFs on the
table in Congress, including the one that
Sen. Kaine drafted with Sen. Bob Corker (R-

P O L I C Y  F O R U M

Repeal, Don’t Replace, the AUMF 
For the past 17 years, presidents have used the 2001 Authorization for the Use of
Military Force (AUMF) as a blank check to wage war whenever and wherever they
please. Congress is now debating several replacement AUMFs—but these, too, pose
the danger of granting the president far broader war powers than the Constitution
envisioned. At a Capitol Hill Briefing, Cato’s GENEHEALY and JOHNGLASERmade
the case for repealing, rather than replacing, the AUMF. 
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TN), grant far more authority than the orig-
inal. The Corker-Kaine AUMF starts by
providing congressional authorization for
war against at least eight enemies in at least
six countries. 

But that’s only the beginning. Under this
AUMF, the president can also, at any time,
decide to wage war on new enemies, in new
countries. The resolution boasts about its
rigorous transparency requirements, but it
leaves open the possibility that the presi-
dent can bury the announcement of new
targets and new battlefields in a “classified
annex,” unavailable to the general public.
Congress retains the right to object to mis-
sion creep, but unless it can muster a veto-
proof majority to overturn the president’s
decision, he gets to expand the war at will.
Also under Corker-Kaine, the legislation
doesn’t sunset. This is not a way of reassert-
ing Congress’s constitutional powers, it’s a
method for institutionalizing the Forever
War. 

Other members of Congress have intro-
duced somewhat narrower AUMFs. On the
House side, a bipartisan group of representa-
tives led by Rep. Mike Coffman (R-CO) has
drafted an alternative AUMF that features a
five-year sunset. Rep. Adam Schiff’s (D-CA)
AUMF features a three-year sunset. But both
include broad “associated forces” provisions
that allow the president to expand the target
list virtually at will.

The AUMF introduced by Sen. Jeff
Merkley (D-OR) avoids most of those pit-
falls. It’s about as tightly and smartly crafted
as a war authorization can be. It’s limited to
two countries (Iraq and Afghanistan) and
three groups (Al Qaeda, the Taliban, and
ISIS); the countries and targets must be
published and cannot be classified; and for
the most part, it requires the president to
come to Congress to add new countries and
new groups. Even so, it bypasses the debate
we should be having about the need for con-
tinuing war authorities against even those
three core groups—Al Qaeda, the Taliban,
and ISIS. 

Instead, John and I argue for a war powers
reset: sunsetting the AUMF; keeping it sepa-
rate from a debate about new war authoriza-
tions; and restoring America’s default setting
to peace, not war. And if the president decides
that Al Shabab, for example, represents a se-
rious, long-term danger to our national secu-

rity, he is free to make that case to the people’s
representatives and secure authorization for
war in the way the Constitution envisioned.

We’re told that we face grave threats from
emerging terrorist groups. But when the
Framers crafted the Constitution, they lived
in a pretty bad neighborhood. The United
States was a small frontier republic on the edge
of a continent occupied by periodically hostile
great powers and Indian marauders. There
were grave threats and dangers, and, nonethe-
less, our first president George Washington
wasn’t sure that he had the authority to take
offensive action against hostile Indian tribes
without authorization from Congress. 

When the Framers made the decision to
limit the amount of war power that one per-
son could exercise, I think you could argue
that the threats were somewhat greater than
they are today. And that’s something John is
going to talk about next. 

JOHN GLASER:While Gene focused on the
legal, constitutional, and political problems
with the AUMFs, I’m going to focus on the
other side of the coin in this discussion: the
strategic and national security implications
of this issue. 

I want to start by taking stock of the
scope and costs of U.S. military action taken
under the two post-9/11 AUMFs. And it’s
important to dwell on these costs because
the damage of unchecked executive war
powers is not limited to the erosion of con-
stitutional principles and the rule of law.
There are also real strategic, financial, and
human costs involved. 

Currently, U.S. troops are in the air or on
the ground fighting terrorists and various
nonstate militant groups in 14 different
countries. The United States has bombed
Syria, for example, more than 13,000 times
in the past three and a half years. This past
year, President Trump bombed Yemen more
than 130 times, targeting Al Qaeda and ISIS
militants—that’s up from 38 times in 2016.  

Since 2014, the Pentagon says anti-ISIS op-
erations have cost roughly $14.3 billion, likely
an undercount. The Iraq and Afghanistan
wars, the two main theaters of the two
AUMFs at issue, have come with a price tag
of roughly $5 trillion. 

Conservative estimates of the number of
Iraqis killed as a result of the U.S. war and
subsequent occupation exceed 200,000,
not to mention the millions of refugees and
internally displaced people it generated.
Since 2009, the war in Afghanistan has
claimed roughly 29,000 civilians lives and in-
jured more than 52,000.

In short, the two existing AUMFs have
afforded such wide latitude for war that
these ventures can impose enormous costs

P O L I C Y  F O R U M

“Presidents will push the authority
they’re given as far 
as language will 

allow—and beyond.

”

GENE HEALY
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and wide-ranging consequences without
triggering any pushback from Congress.
Given all the terrible costs and negative con-
sequences, have these policies been success-
ful in mitigating the terrorist threat? 

It’s really hard to answer that question
in the affirmative. In some cases, there
were some short-term benefits. Drone
strikes in Pakistan, for example, had an im-
pact on decimating Al Qaeda’s ranks, and
in the initial stages of the war in
Afghanistan, the capabilities of jihadists de-
pleted as they fled the U.S. military. But in
the longer run, as it turns out, military force
is not all that effective a tool in mitigating
the terrorism threat. And, in fact, there is
compelling evidence that our actions have
exacerbated the problem. 

In 2015, the number of fatalities from ter-
rorism worldwide had increased by a stag-
gering 397 percent compared to 2001. And
in the seven countries in which the United
States engaged in major military operations
after 9/11, the number of individual terrorist
attacks between 2001 and 2015 rose by an as-
tonishing 1,900 percent compared to the
previous 14 years. And yet the data do not
show any such spike in the comparable
countries that the United States didn’t inter-
vene in. If anything, open-ended authoriza-
tion for using military force in the Middle
East has made us less safe, not more. 

I fully understand the impulse to re-
spond to this by saying, “Well, are you sug-
gesting that we do nothing!?” Several
responses to that: first, the academic re-
search on how terrorist groups fade doesn’t
emphasize military force, but rather things
like political integration and moderation,
prolonged marginalization within stable se-
curity environments that cause recruitment
and opportunities for violence to dry up,
and so on. And we need to be realistic about
the limits of what military action can
achieve to create those kinds of conditions.
Secondly, there is plenty that we can do in
the realm of intelligence and law enforce-
ment to tackle existing terrorism threats. 

But we do need to scrutinize how much
of a threat terrorism actually is. And, in fact,
the threat is not the existential menace we’re
told. It’s a pretty minor and manageable one. 

Your chances of being killed in a terrorist
attack here on U.S. soil are infinitesimally
small. Since 9/11, the chances are about 1 in

40 million. In the years since 9/11, the aver-
age number of Americans killed in the
United States by Islamist terrorism is about
six per year. Compare that, say, with the fact
that non-terrorist homicides have killed
roughly 20,000 Americans in the past 30
years, and think of the incredibly dispropor-
tionate resources devoted to the compara-
tively tiny threat of terrorism. 

The 9/11 attacks were a traumatic event,
and led us to misinterpret the nature of the
threat from Al Qaeda and related groups.
The attacks were an extreme outlier in the
history of terrorist attacks and not a harbin-
ger of some new era of global threat. And the

record in the years since speaks for itself. If
you catalog all of the attempted terrorist at-
tacks in the United States since 9/11—from
the shoe bomber to the underwear bomber
to the Lackawanna 6 to the Times Square
bomber to Fort Hood to the Boston
Marathon—they all essentially fall into one
of three categories: (1) the attacker had some
operational connection to foreign terrorist
groups and through their own incompe-
tence failed miserably to successfully carry
out the attack (think here of the genius mas-
termind who lit a fire in his underwear on a
commercial flight); (2) the attacker had pre-
cisely zero operational connection to any
foreign terrorist group and they committed
or attempted to commit some awful attack
on their own; (3) the attacker was some poor
schmuck who was either induced or, in some
cases, was entrapped by an undercover in-
formant to conduct a phony plot cooked up
by U.S. law enforcement (the details in most
of these cases reveal a stunning level of stu-
pidity and ineptitude, and most experts
think these would-be attackers never would
have been able, or possibly never would have
had the initiative in the first place, to actually
carry out any attack in the absence of the
fabricated sting operation. See Trevor
Aaronson’s The Terror Factory: Inside the FBI’s
Manufactured War on Terrorism or John
Mueller and Mark G. Stewart’s Chasing
Ghosts: The Policing of Terrorism.)

The national security rationale for a
presidential blank check for a global war on
terror is extremely weak. Contrary to the
hysteria that still surrounds terrorism, it is a
minor and manageable threat, not a war to
be won. And if Congress were to take our
advice that the right course is to repeal the
two remaining AUMFs and not replace
them with a newer, fresher authorization
for continued war, this step should not be
confused with tying the hands of the presi-
dent. Whoever holds that office has inher-
ent powers to repel sudden attacks or seek
new, specific authorizations to defend
against threats on a case-by-case basis. n

“The national 
security rationale for 
a presidential blank 
check for a global 
war on terror is 
extremely weak.

”

JOHN GLASER
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C A T O E V E N T S

A t a Cato Policy Forum, JOHND. MERRIFIELD of the University of Texas and HALLEYPOTTER of the Century Foundation 
debated what school choice should look like, including whether public or private school choice programs are preferable.

Merrifield contended that true school choice must involve free market discipline: profits, easy market entrance and exit, and price
decontrolling. Without these essential elements, he argued, we have not truly tested education freedom or transformed the system.

F ormer American Civil Liberties Union president NADINE STROSSEN
holds up her Cato pocket Constitution during a Book Forum for her new

book, HATE: Why We Should Resist It with Free Speech, Not Censorship, along-
side LOUISMICHAEL SEIDMAN of Georgetown University. Strossen argues
that free speech has historically protected minorities and civil rights activists,
while censorship inevitably harms the very groups it purports to protect. 

J ACOBMCHANGAMA, the executive director
of Danish think tank Justitia, came to Cato

to discuss how Europe’s increasingly draconian
censorship of speech provides a cautionary tale
for America. (See the Summer 2018 edition of
Cato’s Letter.) 
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APRIL 4:Achievement? Attainment?
Something Else? What Really Matters 
in Education

APRIL 16: Republic in Peril: American 
Empire and the Liberal Tradition

APRIL 17: Little Pink House

APRIL 18:What Europe Can Teach the
United States about Free Speech

APRIL 19:What Should School Choice
Look Like?

APRIL 26:Risky Business: The Role of
Arms Sales in U.S. Foreign Policy

MAY 7:HATE: Why We Should Resist It 
with Free Speech, Not Censorship

MAY 10:Marijuana: An Unbanked Industry

MAY 11:Costly Crops: Opportunities 
to Reform the Farm Bill

MAY 14: Psychology of a Superpower: Secu-
rity and Dominance in U.S. Foreign Policy

MAY 15: The Debasement of Human Rights:
How Politics Sabotage the Ideal of Freedom

MAY 17:Milton Friedman Prize for 
Advancing Liberty Biennial Dinner

MAY 30:Recapturing Congress’s War 
Powers: Repeal, Don’t Replace, the 2001
AUMF

MAY 31:Will Social Media Save 
Democracy?
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Cato Calendar

S USETTEKELO, whose fight to save
her home ended in the infamous

Supreme Court case of Kelo v. New Lon-
don, attended a film screening at Cato
for the new motion picture Little Pink
House, which tells her story. 

C ato senior fellow FLEMMINGROSE
speaks at the Atlas Network’s Lib-

erty Forum in Copenhagen. 

CATO INSTITUTE POLICY 
PERSPECTIVES 2018
LOS ANGELES l BEVERLY WILSHIRE
NOVEMBER 9, 2018

MONETARY POLICY 10 YEARS 
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36TH ANNUAL MONETARY CONFERENCE
WASHINGTON l CATO INSTITUTE
NOVEMBER 15, 2018
Speakers include Phil Gramm, Claudio Borio,
Jeffrey Lacker, Michael D. Bordo, Scott 
Sumner, Jeffrey Frankel, Tobias Adrian, 
Vincent Reinhart, and George Selgin.

CATO INSTITUTE POLICY 
PERSPECTIVES 2018
CHICAGO l THE DRAKE
NOVEMBER 30, 2018

CATO INSTITUTE POLICY 
PERSPECTIVES 2019
NAPLES, FL l RITZ-CARLTON
FEBRUARY 5, 2019

31ST ANNUAL BENEFACTOR SUMMIT
WASHINGTON l CATO INSTITUTE
APRIL 4–7, 2019

CATO CLUB 200 RETREAT
SCOTTSDALE, AZ l FOUR SEASONS RESORT
SEPTEMBER 12–15, 2019

17TH ANNUAL CONSTITUTION DAY
WASHINGTON l CATO INSTITUTE
SEPTEMBER 17, 2018
Speakers include George F. Will, Mark
Brnovich, Erin Murphy, and Tom Goldstein.

CATO CLUB 200 RETREAT
MIDDLEBURG, VA
SALAMANDER RESORT & SPA
SEPTEMBER 27–30, 2018
Speakers include Martin Baron, Carl Barney,
Annie Duke, and Gordon Wood.

CATO INSTITUTE POLICY PERSPECTIVES
NEW YORK l INTERCONTINENTAL BARCLAY
OCTOBER 12, 2018

4TH ANNUAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE 
CONFERENCE
WASHINGTON l CATO INSTITUTE
OCTOBER 18, 2018

CATO UNIVERSITY: COLLEGE OF 
ECONOMICS
BOSTON l OMNI PARKER HOUSE
OCTOBER 25–27, 2018
Speakers include Tom Palmer, Jeffrey Miron, 
Lynne Kiesling, and Deirdre McCloskey.

CATO INSTITUTE POLICY PERSPECTIVES
SAN FRANCISCO l ST. REGIS
NOVEMBER 2, 2018
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I
n April, Cato’s Patrick Eddington in-
troduced his new online initiative
Checkpoint America: Monitoring the
Constitution-Free Zone. Americans

who live in or travel through the so-called
“border zone” can be subjected to motor ve-
hicle stops and constitutionally dubious
searches at internal checkpoints run by U.S.
Customs and Border Protection (CBP). But
some of these “border” checkpoints are lo-
cated as much as 100 miles inside the coun-
try—and stories of abuse of citizens’ rights
by CBP agents at these sites are rampant.
Meanwhile, the government has stonewalled
efforts to increase transparency over their
practices at these checkpoints—a 2015 Free-
dom of Information Act request to CBP filed
by Eddington for information on these
checkpoints, including the length of mo-
torist stops for “secondary” inspections and
the number of use-of-force incidents, has
been on administrative appeal for two years. 

Eddington’s Checkpoint America features
an interactive map where you can view the lo-
cation of individual checkpoints; see over-
head and ground-level photography of the
facilities; find physical descriptions of the
checkpoints; and read (where available) press
accounts, administrative actions, and court
proceedings involving a given checkpoint.

“CBP agents operating these check-
points routinely violate the constitutional

rights of citizens and others who are forced
to pass through them to get to work, go to
the store, or make it to a vacation destina-
tion in the American Southwest,” wrote Ed-
dington. “The need for this project, and for
greater scrutiny of these checkpoints, is
more pressing than ever.” n

VIEW THE MAP AND READ MORE ABOUT 
EDDINGTON’S RESEARCH ON ABUSE AT THE
BORDER AT CATO.ORG/CHECKPOINT-AMERICA. 

See how Americans are losing their rights at the ever-expanding “border zone” 

Checkpoint America 

W
hen the government im-
poses a new regulation,
academics tend to study
its effects in isolation—

but in the real world, business owners don’t
experience regulations piecemeal. Instead,
they must navigate a maze of hundreds of
such regulations simultaneously. In the Sum-
mer 2018 edition of Regulationmagazine, en-
trepreneur and “Coyote Blog” blogger
Warren Meyer offers a broad survey of the
field of labor regulation and how it affects
businesses that employ unskilled workers,
from the perspective of someone who actu-
ally deals with this system on a day-to-day
basis. Meyer laments that “The government
makes it too difficult, in far too many ways,

to try to make a living employing unskilled
workers. . . . For those without the interest
or ability to get a college degree, the avoid-
ance of the unskilled by employers is under-
mining those workers’ bridge to future
success, both in this generation and the
next.” Also in this issue, Daniel A. Crane of
the University of Michigan breaks down the
unconventional politics of antitrust, and ex-
plains why the motivations behind it do not
fit neatly into the standard left/right di-
chotomy; Thomas Lenard of the Technol-
ogy Policy Institute and Lawrence J. White
of New York University make the case for
restoring market forces to music licensing;
and Richard McKenzie of the University of
California, Irvine, argues that economists

since Adam Smith have continuously under-
stated the welfare gains from free trade. n

READ THE LATEST ISSUE AT CATO.ORG/REGU-
LATION, OR SUBSCRIBE ONLINE TO RECEIVE IT
IN YOUR MAILBOX QUARTERLY.

Summer Regulation tackles antitrust, labor regulation, music licensing, and more 

The War on Unskilled Workers 

The interactive map at Cato’s Checkpoint America displays the location of “border” check-
points, along with accounts of abuses that have occurred there, court proceedings involving
a given checkpoint, and more. 
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C
ongressional staff members
play a vital role in shaping 
policy—they make decisions
on which issues their bosses

prioritize, which arguments the represen-
tatives and senators hear, and what lan-
guage makes it into legislation. Cato’s
popular Capitol Hill Briefings offer these
staff members timely briefings on the most
pressing issues facing their offices. At these
events, Cato scholars and other experts up-
date the staff on their latest scholarship and
policy recommendations, critique current
or upcoming legislation, and answer
staffers’ questions.
In May, for example, as Congress debated

a major farm bill that would have reautho-
rized farm programs and food stamps to the
tune of $867 billion over the next 10 years,
Cato’s Chris Edwards briefed congressional
staff members on reforming the farm bill.
Edwards, along with Daren Bakst of the
Heritage Foundation and Scott Faber of the
Environmental Working Group, explained
how the bill’s massive subsidies would serve
to enrich already well-off industries at the
expense of taxpayers and outlined common-
sense reforms that would improve the bill.
That same month, as Congress considered
several options for replacing the 2001 Au-
thorization for the Use of Military Force
(AUMF), Cato’s Gene Healy and John
Glaser explained the serious problems with
these proposed replacement AUMFs and
urged Congress to repeal, rather than re-
place, the AUMF. (See more on page 11.) 
Other Hill events in recent months have

covered the risky role of arms sales in for-
eign policy, how to improve the legal immi-
gration system in a way that makes sense
for American workers and businesses, what
Congress should prioritize when it tackles
welfare reform, and more. 
Just before Congress passed the largest

tax overhaul in decades this past winter,

Cato’s multiple in-depth briefings on tax
policy were shown repeatedly on C-SPAN
during the lead-up to the vote. As Rep.
Justin Amash (R-MI) declared last year dur-
ing the Capitol Hill launch of the latest Cato
Handbook for Policymakers, “Any time some-

thing comes up in Washington where I
have a question about what libertarian pol-
icymakers might want to consider, I look to
Cato Institute scholars.” n
VIEW ARCHIVED VIDEO OF PAST CAPITOL HILL
BRIEFINGS AT CATO.ORG. 

Cato’s timely briefings on Congress’s most pressing issues 

Cato Educates Capitol Hill 

(Clockwise from top) C-SPAN films a standing-room-only Hill briefing; Cato’s JEFF VAN-
DERSLICEmoderates a briefing on Congress’s war powers; Cato’s CHRIS EDWARDS discusses
the farm bill with Cato’s MATTWEIBEL, SCOTT FABER of the Environmental Working
Group, and Heritage Foundation’s DAREN BAKST; Cato’s MICHAEL TANNER outlines the
problems with the federal government’s poverty programs; and Cato’s DAVID BIER dis-
cusses opportunities for immigration reform.
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C A T O  S T U D I E S

A
mbulances are notoriously
expensive—one ride may cost
more than $1,000, and insur-
ance companies frequently

refuse to cover them. In the past, patients
had few alternatives to get themselves to the
hospital—but in “Does Ride-Sharing Sub-
stitute for Ambulances?” (Research Briefs
in Economic Policy no. 114), Leon S. Moska-
tel of Scripps Mercy Hospital and David J.
G. Slusky of the University of Kansas
demonstrate how the age of Uber and Lyft is
changing that and is reducing expensive and
unnecessary ambulance trips. 

DIVORCE LAWS AND PROSTITUTION    

Should those who want to ban prostitution
instead be focusing on increasing access to
divorce? In “The Effect of Unilateral
Divorce on Prostitution: Evidence from
Divorce Laws in U.S. States” (Research
Briefs in Economic Policy no. 111), Riccardo
Ciacci of the European University Institute
finds that unilateral divorce laws reduce
arrests for female prostitution. The best
explanation for this phenomenon, according
to Ciacci, is that unilateral divorce increases
the attractiveness of marriage to women by
improving wives’ conditions in marriage—
thereby increasing the opportunity cost of
prostitution and reducing its supply.  

LEASH THE DRONES 
Instead of building a physical wall on the bor-
der, some believe that President Trump
should build a virtual wall of surveillance, pri-
marily through the use of drones. In
“Drones on the Border: Efficacy and Pri-
vacy Implications” (Immigration Research
and Policy Brief no. 5), Cato’s David Bier and
Matthew Feeney argue that this would
endanger Americans’ privacy and ultimately
prove ineffective—the drones currently in
use by U.S. Customs and Border Protection
have led to only 0.5 percent of apprehensions
at a cost of $32,000 per arrest.  

THE SUGAR CARTEL   
For decades the federal government has

controlled the produc-
tion and importation
of sugar, keeping prices
artificially higher than
those in international
markets. In “Candy-
Coated Cartel: Time
to Kill the U.S. Sugar

Program” (Policy Analysis no. 837), Cato’s
Colin Grabow debunks various arguments
used to justify the continued existence of the
sugar program and argues that this price
inflation harms both U.S. consumers and
businesses. 

TAXES INCREASE INEQUALITY     
Taxation is often held up as a means of
reducing income inequality—but is that
how it works in practice? In “Do Taxes
Increase Economic Inequality? A Com-
parative Study Based on the State Per-
sonal Income Tax” (Research Briefs in
Economic Policy no. 107), Ugo Troiano of
the University of Michigan finds that, in
fact, income taxes significantly increased
states’ economic inequality. 

THE END OF THE WTO?    
With countries turning away from free
trade, could we be approaching the begin-
ning of the end for the World Trade Organi-
zation (WTO)? In “Was Buenos Aires the
Beginning of the End or the End of the
Beginning? The Future of the World
Trade Organization” (Policy Analysis no.
841), Cato adjunct scholar and former chair-
man of the Appellate Body of the WTO
James Bacchus assesses the state of the
WTO and future prospects for multilateral
and plurilateral deals. 

THE INEFFECTIVE ACA   
In “Early Effects of the Affordable Care
Act on Health Care Access, Risky Health

Behaviors, and Self-Assessed Health”
(Research Briefs in Economic Policy no.
108), Charles Courtemanche and James
Marton of Georgia State University, Ben-
jamin Ukert of the University of Pennsylva-
nia, Aaron Yelowitz of the University of
Kentucky, and Daniela Zapata of IMPAQ
International find that the Patient Protec-
tion and Affordable Care Act has had little
effect on risky behaviors, such as smoking
and body mass index, and did not signifi-
cantly improve self-assessed health, even
among lower-income recipients. 

IMMIGRATION ENFORCEMENT 
AND CRIME 

North Carolina’s 287(g) program allows local
law enforcement to enforce federal immigra-
tion laws, and was intended to reduce local
crime. But in “Do Immigration Enforce-
ment Programs Reduce Crime? Evidence
from the 287(g) Program in North Caroli-
na” (Working Paper no. 52), Cato’s Alex
Nowrasteh and Andrew Forrester find that
the program has not reduced local crime.  

DO WE NEED “EXTREME VETTING”?      
President Trump claims that we need new
“extreme vetting” procedures for immigrants
and foreign travelers to avert terrorist threats.
But in “Extreme Vetting of Immigrants:
Estimating Terrorism Vetting Failures”
(Policy Analysis no. 838), Cato’s David Bier
provides the first estimate of the number of
terrorism vetting failures, both before and
after post-9/11 vetting enhancements. He
finds that vetting failures are extremely rare
and have become even rarer since 9/11.

RENT CONTROL AND HOUSING       
As housing prices skyrocket, many state and
local lawmakers are considering expanding
or enacting rent control laws. In “The
Effects of Rent Control Expansion on
Tenants, Landlords, and Inequality: Evi-
dence from San Francisco” (Research

Your Uber Ambulance Has Arrived
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Briefs in Economic Policy no. 109), Rebecca
Diamond, Timothy McQuade, and Franklin
Qian of Stanford University study the
effects of a 1994 San Francisco ballot initia-
tive that provided rent control for small
multifamily housing built before 1980.
They find that any benefits to tenants of
rent-controlled properties were counter-
balanced by landlords reducing the supply
of housing in response to the law.   

THE TRUTH ABOUT INEQUALITY      
Is income inequality in the United States
really higher than in other Western coun-
tries, as is often claimed? In “Reassessing
the Facts about Inequality, Poverty, and
Redistribution” (Policy Analysis no. 839),
John F. Early, the president of Vital Few,
LLC, and former assistant commissioner at
the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics, shows
that the statistics usually invoked for this
claim are misleading, because they exclude
about $1 trillion in annual transfer pay-
ments to lower-income households and do
not account for the effects of taxes. 

KEEPING THE PEACE WITH NORTH
KOREA
President Trump has repeatedly threatened
to attack North Korea. In “Avoiding a
Korean Calamity: Why Resolving the
Dispute with Pyongyang Requires Keep-
ing the Peace” (Policy Analysis no. 840),
Cato’s Doug Bandow lays out alternative
diplomatic solutions and urges against the
possibility of war with North Korea.

ARE PUBLIC SCHOOLS A PUBLIC
GOOD? 

Could the negative consequences of public
schooling outweigh its public benefits? In “Is
Public Schooling a Public Good? An
Analysis of Schooling Externalities” (Poli-
cy Analysis no. 842), Cato’s Corey DeAngelis
estimates that public schooling in the United
States has a net negative externality of at least
$1.3 trillion over students’ lifetime relative to
publicly funded universal school vouchers. 

MORE POLICE, LESS CRIME?  
Does increasing police presence actually
reduce crime? In “Police Patrols and
Crime” (Research Briefs in Economic Poli-
cy no. 112), Jordi Blanes i Vidal of the London
School of Economics and Giovanni Mas-
trobuoni of Collegio Carlo Alberto study an
experiment in the United Kingdom that tar-
geted different areas for increased police
presence over 19 months—and find no
decrease in crime corresponding to the
increase in police patrolling. 

RESTAURANTS AND MINIMUM WAGE      
How does the restaurant industry respond to
minimum wage increases over time? In
“Industry Dynamics and the Minimum
Wage: A Putty-Clay Approach” (Research
Briefs in Economic Policy no. 110), Daniel
Aaronson of the Federal Reserve Bank of
Chicago, Eric French of University College
London, Isaac Sorkin of Stanford University,
and Ted To develop a “putty-clay model”
where new restaurants can choose how
mechanized their production will be, but
once open, they cannot change the way they
make their products. The authors use this
model to explain why the disemployment
effect of the minimum wage hike grows over
time, as the more labor-intensive restaurants
are slowly replaced.  

IMMIGRANTS’ WELFARE USE        
In “Immigration and the Welfare State:
Immigrant and Native Use Rates and
Benefit Levels for Means-Tested Welfare
and Entitlement Programs” (Immigration
Research and Policy Brief no. 6), Cato’s Alex
Nowrasteh and Robert Orr show that over-
all, immigrants are less likely to consume wel-
fare benefits and, when they do, they general-
ly consume less than native-born Americans. 

“BUY AMERICAN” 
President Trump’s anti-trade rhetoric has led
to a shocking reversal in Republican atti-
tudes toward free trade—after the 2016 elec-
tion, Republicans who said that trade agree-

ments had been good for America fell from
56 percent to only 29 percent. In “Political
Rhetoric as Trade Barrier: Trump’s ‘Buy
American’ Campaign and U.S. Demand
for Imports” (Research Briefs in Economic
Policy no. 113), Jeffrey Kucik of the Universi-
ty of Arizona and Krzysztof Pelc of McGill
University test whether this rhetoric has
changed consumers’ market behavior, but
they find no perceptible change in trade pat-
terns, such as imports of foreign cars. 

DO SAFETY LAWS HELP BIKERS? 
As biking gains popularity, a number of states
have recently passed minimum distance
passing laws that require cars to leave bikers a
certain amount of space when passing them.
But in “Give Me 3': Do Minimum Dis-
tance Passing Laws Reduce Bicyclist
Fatalities?” (Research Briefs in Economic
Policy no. 115), Cody Nehiba of the University
of California, Irvine, finds that these laws are
ineffective in reducing bicyclist fatalities. n
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NO MORE THAN A QUARTER 
OF THEIR TIME
President Trump moved Friday to roll back
civil-service protections . . . curtailing time
employees can be paid for union work. . . . 

The orders limit federal employees to
spending no more than a quarter of their
workday on “official time”—paid time to
do union business.
—WASHINGTON POST, MAY 25, 2018

THIS IS A BETTER INVESTMENT
THAN AMAZON
The US Attorney’s Office in Manhattan has
launched a probe into an upstate health care
company that received over $25 million in
state grants after making significant cam-
paign contributions to Gov. Andrew
Cuomo, sources familiar with the investiga-
tion told The Post. . . . 

In addition to the company itself, a num-
ber of Crystal Run executives, doctors and
their spouses have contributed at least
$400,000 in funds to the Cuomo campaign.
—NEW YORK POST, MAY 14, 2018

TAXES AND REGULATIONS
SQUEEZE OUT SMALL 
BUSINESSES, BOLSTER 
BLACK MARKET
Ask the people who grow, manufacture, and
sell cannabis about the end of prohibition
and you’ll hear two stories. One is. . . thou-
sands of new jobs, millions in new tax rev-
enue, and a drop in crime and incarceration.

But increasingly you’ll hear another
story. . . . The new state and city cannabis
regulations are too complicated, permits
are too difficult and time consuming to

obtain, taxes are too high, and commercial
real estate is scarce and expensive. As a re-
sult, many longtime cannabis entrepre-
neurs are either giving up or they’re
burrowing back into the underground
economy, out of the taxman’s reach, and
unfortunately, further away from the so-
cial benefits legal pot was supposed to de-
liver. . . . 

Some longtime farmers, daunted by
the regulated market’s heavy expenses,
taxes, and low-profit predictions, have
shrugged and gone back to the black mar-
ket where they can continue to grow as
they always have: illegally but free of has-
sle from the state’s new pot bureaucrats
armed with pocket protectors and clip-
boards.
—EAST BAY EXPRESS, APRIL 18, 2018

HAYEK WARNED THAT GOVERN-
MENT POWER COULD BE ABUSED
President Trump has personally pushed
U.S. Postmaster General Megan Brennan
to double the rate the Postal Service
charges Amazon.com. . . .

For more than three years, Trump has
fumed publicly and privately about the
giant commerce and services company and
its founder Jeffrey P. Bezos, who is also the
owner of The Washington Post. . . .

Some administration officials say sev-
eral of Trump’s attacks aimed at Amazon
have come in response to articles in The
Post that he didn’t like. . . .

Brennan and Trump have met at the
White House about the matter several
times, beginning in 2017. 
—WASHINGTON POST, MAY 18, 2018

ALSO, CALIFORNIA IS VERY 
CONCERNED ABOUT THE LACK 
OF AFFORDABLE HOUSING
The latest California rules are expected to
make a single-family house $9,500 more
expensive to build on average.
—LOS ANGELES TIMES, MAY 8, 2018

GOVERNMENT DATA COLLECTION:
NOTHING TO WORRY ABOUT
Information from the 1940 Census was
secretly used in one of the worst viola-
tions of constitutional rights in U.S. 
history: the internment of Japanese
Americans during World War II.
—WASHINGTON POST, APRIL 6, 2018

IT’S ALMOST LIKE POLITICIANS
BUY VOTES WITH TAXPAYERS’
MONEY
Government food boxes are a lifeline for
the hungry. Critics accuse the government
of manipulating Venezuelans by threaten-
ing to take away rations if they don’t vote or
show up at rallies. . . .

Sometimes, people get surprise text
messages from the government telling
them they will get cash bonuses, often on
holidays. For poor citizens, it can be
equivalent to several weeks wages. That’s
enough to convince many to vote for Mr.
Maduro.
—NEW YORK TIMES, MAY 20, 2018

Malaysia’s prime minister is promising
higher cash handouts to almost half of the
country’s population if his ruling coalition
wins re-election next month.
—WALL STREET JOURNAL, APRIL 10, 2018
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